
Response to Office of Environment and Heritage Submission 
 
 
Submission / Comments Response 

Fauna and Flora 
 
The proposed trenching routes have not 
been adequately identified. An accurate 
assessment on the impact to flora and 
fauna is unable to be conducted. The SEE 
states that trenching will be limited to 
“disturbed areas of land” however an 
acceptable route map is not provided. Of 
concern is the proximity of the proposed 
works to native vegetation "islands". 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
Services to the facility include the power 
supply and the fibre to connect the facility to 
the Optus network.  
 
The power supply is to be via underground 
conduit directly from the Cat Sheds – and this 
route is to be trenched directly to the site. As 
per the site photos in Appendix A of the SEE 
this route is disturbed and currently used for 
heavy vehicle access and storage. The trench 
will be a maximum of 450mm wide. 
 
The proposed fibre route is to follow the 
existing access tracks to connect directly to 
the existing telecommunications conduits that 
run between the mountain and the village. 
The Optus fibre route is indicatively shown in 
the SEE as the provision of fibre to the facility is 
undertaken by separate survey once consent 
to install the facility is granted. Please refer to 
the attached ‘Below Ground Services’ map 
that shows the existing and indicative, 
proposed, fibre routes. To minimise impact, 
this may be undertaken by underground 
boring rather than trenching, and may be 
specified as a condition should the 
development be approved by consent.  
 
Installation of fibre by underground boring will 
minimise any potential impacts associated 
with the fibre route and will only need a 1m3 
pit every 100 m (approx) during installation. 
 
By following the existing access tracks, a 
minimum separation of 2 metres from any 
vegetation islands will be maintained, and 
would be acceptable as a condition of 
consent.  
 
The permanent access pits are to be located 
300 mm below ground and covered with a 
detector plate, which will assist to minimise 
impact with resort operations. 
!
The attached EPBC Act Protected Matters 
Report lists the following plants as listed 
threatened species within a 500m radius of 
the proposed facility: 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Sod replacement and rehabilitation 
 
Sod replacement should be undertaken 
where trenching is proposed. Rehabilitation 
works must be conducted according to 
"Rehabilitation Guidelines for the Resort 
Areas of Kosciuszko National Park" (DECC 
2007). Rehabilitation areas must be 
adequately mulched and maintained until 
an erosion resistant ground condition is 
achieved. 
 
 
Safety of fauna 
 
Any excavations left open overnight must 
be left such that any fauna entering these 
excavations are able to escape easily. 
 
 
Sediment and erosion control 
 
All straw bales used for mulching or 
sediment and erosion control must be 
certified as weed free. 
 
 
Machinery cleaning 
 
Machinery must be cleaned prior to 
entering the park, be regularly maintained 
and manoeuvred to prevent the spread of 
exotic vegetation. 
 
 

Pterostylis oreophila 
Blue-tongued Orchid, Kiandra Greenhood  
Critically endangered - Species or species 
habitat likely to occur within area 
 
Thesium australe 
Austral Toadflax, Toadflax 
Vulnerable - Species or species habitat likely 
to occur within area 
 
The attached table lists threatened alpine 
plant species more broadly, including the two 
species noted above. 
 
 
 
Noted. To further minimise the requirement for 
Sod replacement and rehabilitation, 
trenching may be avoided and the 
requirements for sod replacement and 
rehabilitation is limited to every 100 m where a 
1 m3 pit is required for bore access. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Noted. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Noted. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Noted. 
 
 

Aboriginal Archaeology 
 
The SEE did not address the potential 
impacts on Aboriginal cultural heritage 
values adequately. Due Diligence for 
Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Assessments 
has not been demonstrated. However the 

 
 
Guidelines under Section 8 in the Due 
Diligence Code of Practice for the Protection 
of Aboriginal Objects in New South Wales 
have been followed in preparation of the SEE. 
 



development area is a previously disturbed 
site and there are no known Aboriginal sites 
within or close to the development area. 
Should any Aboriginal objects be 
uncovered during construction, any works 
impacting the objects must cease 
immediately and the NPWS contacted for 
assessment of the site. 
 
 
 
 
 

Please find attached a search under the 
Aboriginal Heritage Information Management 
System. The search is centred at the proposed 
site location with a buffer of 50m. No 
Aboriginal sites are recorded and no 
Aboriginal places are declared near the 
location. 
 
On this basis, the SEE reflects a Due Diligence 
approach to works as per Section 8 - to stop 
work and notify authorities should any objects 
be uncovered during construction. 
 

Leasing 
 
The proposal is permissible under the head 
lease held by Kosciuszko Thredbo Pty Ltd. I 
note the email correspondence from the 
proponent to Mark Brown (Department of 
Planning and Environment) on 18 May 2015 
and support the proposed sub-lease having 
built in requirements for co-location. 
Advice on leasing components is being 
sought and further leasing comments may 
be applicable. 
 

 
 
Noted. 
 
KT note that the statutory 28 days for OEH 
referral comments under the Kosciuszko 
National Park Alpine Resorts SEPP, 2007 
expired on 9 March, 2015. 

Compliance with National Parks and Wildlife 
Act 1974 
 
Concerns are raised over the potential 
visual impact of the proposed structure. The 
proposed height of the tower is well above 
the existing infrastructure and ski lift towers 
and would be visible from the village and 
the Alpine Way. 
 

 
 
 
Visual impact is addressed in the SEE and 
particularly in the context of the coverage 
objectives of the facility.  
 
Even a reduction in height of five metres has 
significant impacts on the targeted coverage 
areas for the site, and Optus would need to 
consider how this deficit would be addressed 
in the future. As previously noted, Optus’ 
intent is to avoid the requirement of a future 
site in the area.  
 
KT understands the proposal to be compliant 
with Section 153 (D) of the NPW Act (1974) as 
the Minister has granted a lease to KT that 
grants it the right to enter into agreements 
with Utility Providers.   
 
Concerns regarding potential visual impacts 
are matter to be dealt with by DPE under the 
Alpine SEPP/EPA Act and are not matters of 
compliance with the NPW Act.   
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