












































2.3 Proposed Assets

“Plan 10 — Water” shows the locations of proposed wetland/retarding basin assets along with
indicative pipe alignments.

2.3.1 PROPOSED WETLAND/RETARDING BASINS

2.3.1.1  SIZING OF ALL WETLAND/RETARDING BASIN ASSETS
It is noted that, ultimately, all wetland/retarding basin assets shown on “Plan 10 — Water” are
significantly oversized based on what we would expect to see.

I has completed further MUSIC and RORB modelling for WL02/03, WL04 and WLOG.
Further analysis of the other proposed assets was not completed due to time constraints. Land-take
was estimated as 2x the surface area of the retarding basin, including a 300 mm freeboard and can
hence be considered somewhat conservative.

The following was found:

WL2/WL3: For the purposes of modelling, the assets were joined per the original |
strategy, straddling Buckleys Road. In the updated modelling, we assumed that WL1 would not be
constructed, and hence all of WL1’s catchment would drain to this asset.

“Plan 10 — Water” shows a combined land take of 12.77 ha across WL1, WL2 and WL3. The revised
modelling by | shows a total land take of 4 ha for the combined asset, a decrease of
approximately 68% when compared to the asset proposed in the draft documentation.

WL4: WL4 was modelled in a similar location as shown on “Plan 10 — Water” and assumes a free
outfall towards the west. “Plan 10 — Water” shows a land-take of 6.75 ha with the updated modelling
showing a land take of 4.64 ha, a decrease of approximately 31% when compared to the asset
proposed in the draft documentation.

WLRB6: WL6 was modelled in a similar location as shown on “Plan 10 — Water” and assumes a free
outfall towards the south. The modelling assumes the basin can be shifted further south. “Plan 10 —
Water” shows a land-take of 5.145 ha with the updated modelling showing a land take of 2.0 ha, a
decrease of approximately 61% when compared to the asset proposed in the draft documentation.

The above modelling is high-level, but includes new MUSIC and RORB modelling accounting for the
land uses as shown in the PSP documentation. It suggests that all assets as currently shown are well
oversized when compared to conservative estimates founded on this updated modelling.

We encourage Melbourne Water to re-assess the size of each of the wetland/retarding basin assets,
taking into account the fraction impervious areas proposed by the PSP.

2.3.1.2 REMOVAL OF WL-01

Asset WL-01 in the north of the site was originally present prior to the Eastern Link Road (ELR)
alignment being proposed. With the ELR in place, the catchment area draining towards the potential
asset here is significantly reduced and is limited to approximately 7 ha.

It is requested that WL-01 be removed with all catchment area north of Buckleys Road and west of
the ridge line (as shown in Figure 2
















2.3.1.7 WLO08 LOCATION
Il is generally comfortable with the location of the proposed WLOS8. It is however requested that
the asset is moved in a south-westerly direction towards the existing dam, as shown in Figure 6.

23.1.8 WL12 LOCATION
WL12 is not within il 'and, although | have been asked to comment on its location
and suitability in agreement with the land-owner.

It is suggested that WL12 could be moved further south to the southern side of the existing tributary
as shown in Figure 7. This would allow a larger catchment to drain to the asset and would also
provide alternate outfall option (to the south to combine with the WL-14 outfall). It is suggested that
the ultimate footprint should sit on the eastern side of Bences Road.













To develop sustainable water, drainage and wastewater systems that protect, conserve,
and improve biodiversity, waterways and other natural resources and maintain or enhances
the safety, health, and wellbeing of people and property.

To plan for an integrated water management system that reduces reliance on reticulated
potable water, increases the reuse of alternative water through stormwater harvesting, water
sensitive urban design, and other measures; contributing towards a sustainable and climate
resilient environment.

These objectives align with | 2 rroach to water supply, wastewater and
drainage system design for the Merrimu Precinct, and are supported as articulated in the PSP.

From an IWM perspective, these objectives are supported by several requirements. These have been
reviewed with the following positions:

Largely accepted. It should be noted that the meeting of the stormwater targets as
outlined in the Urban Stormwater Management Guidelines (EPA Publication 1739.1, Jun
2021) can most likely only be met through new infrastructure types. | N
I Vi work with the relevant authorities to design and implement reasonably
practicable solutions to meet this requirement.

Accepted. NN scc value in well formulated and rigorous IWM
planning and have started on the development of an IWM Plan with a focus on our proposed
Stage 1. We are across the Werribee Catchment IWM Forum Strategic Directions Statement
and IWM Plan and will be developing Merrimu Precinct IWM Plans to align. Regarding the
Healthy Waterways Strategy Harvesting and Infiltration Targets, we understand these align
with the EPA Urban Stormwater Management Guidelines targets, and we are comfortable
exploring systems to meet these targets. We also acknowledge the position of the General
Environmental Duty and are comfortable exploring reasonably practicable measures to meet
these ambitious targets.

IWM exploration for the Precinct is further articulated through several Guidelines. Our position on
these is as follows:

Largely accepted. This guideline identifies a preference of water supply (stormwater) to
be provided through gravity to any pre-European wetland across the precinct. Should any pre-
European wetlands be identified, we will endeavour to meet this guideline.

Accepted. The IWM Plan, Stormwater Management Strategy and Landscape Plan will
be developed collaboratively amongst consultants and authorities.

Accepted. We will engage with these authorities to ensure we have the most up to date
documentation to guide development of the IWM Plan.

Accepted

Accepted

Accepted. Estimated reductions will be quantified through the IWM Plan.

Accepted

- Accepted
Accepted. All these options, and others, will be explored through the IWM Plan

I 'ccoonise the importance of collaborative planning in delivering any
IWM initiatives identified through this analysis. We have initiated engagement with Melbourne Water,

Greater Western Water, Moorabool Shire Council and Southern Rural Water to collaboratively develop
this IWM Plan in an effort to ensure the identification of good initiatives will lead to delivery and
ongoing operation.




































































































species occurring, but presence cannot be discounted due to the species cryptic nature and low
detectability (AECOM 2024).

Section 6, item 1: current text states that additional efforts to avoid and minimise impacts to native
vegetation should be demonstrated at the permit stage. This would only be triggered for proposals
that seek to remove native vegetation that is flagged as ‘to be retained’ in the NVPP and require a
permit under Clause 52.16 due to not being in accordance with the NVPP. The removal of native
vegetation that is flagged as ‘to be removed’ in the NVPP would not need a permit under Clause 52.16,
due to being in accordance with the NVPP.

Section 6, item 5a. Requirement to fence all retained native vegetation in the NVPP prior to the
commencement of works or approved removal of native vegetation. This item is recommended to be
amended to clarify that only retained vegetation that occurs within 15 metres of the proposed works
is required to be fenced (i.e. native vegetation in proximity to the works, not the entire NVPP site for
feasibility purposes).

Section 6, item 7a. Regarding any native vegetation that ‘appears’ after approval of the NVPP (i.e. does
not form part of the areas identified for retention / removal in the NVPP). Any native vegetation that
‘appears’ after approval of the NVPP and that is proposed to be removed would require assessment
under Clause 52.16 of the planning scheme, due to the removal not being in accordance with the
NVPP. The permit application must consider the decision guidelines of the Guidelines for the removal,
destruction or lopping of native vegetation (DEECA 2025).

Section 6, item 8. Regarding surveys for Striped Legless Lizard, Tussock Skink and Fat-tailed Dunnart.
For Striped Legless Lizard, targeted surveys may be required in some areas of habitat prior to
disturbance to ensure compliance with the EPBC Act. Recommend reviewing the language for the
requirement to undertake salvage and translocation. The requirement to salvage and translocate
should be subject to consultation with DEECA and species experts, to determine feasibility.

Section 2 refers to a “Desktop Assessment Area”, as shown on Figure 1. Figure 1 does not show a
desktop assessment area. The term desktop assessment area is only referred to twice in the NVPP,
both in Section 2. It is unclear what this refers to.

EPBC Act implications: the NVPP over-reaches due to discussion and recommendations relating to
nationally significant matters. The NVPP should focus on native vegetation matters relevant to State
based legislation. We recommend that the brief paragraph highlighting potential EPBC Act approval
obligations (Section 1.1.1) is sufficient to address EPBC Act matters, with the remainder of the NVPP
focussed on the NVPP objectives.

3 Offset Obligations relevant to Jjjj Land

An estimate of the native vegetation offset requirements that would be generated based on the native

vegetation clearing within Jjjjjj 'and as per the proposed NVPP are:

1.589 Species Habitat Units (SHUs) for Victorian Grassland Earless Dragon (VGED);
2.603 SHUs for Small Golden Moths;

3.096 SHUs of Fragrant Saltbush;
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e 3.096 SHUs of Heath Spear-grass;
e 3.096 SHUs of Melbourne Yellow-gum; and,
e 3.074 SHUs of Bacchus Marsh Wattle.

Il 2re proposing to establish an offset site on the parcel located at 289 Bences Road, Merrimu (Property
MM-17 in the NVPP). Based on a preliminary assessment, the establishment of an offset site on this parcel
would cover off on all of the above offset requirements, with the exception of Small Golden Moths, where
there is approximately a 0.802 deficit (Section 4). At current, there are no registered or potential offset sites
in the Native Vegetation Credit Register that contain the required Small Golden Moth offset requirement
(DEECA 2026).

4 [ Offset Availability

A preliminary analysis of the potential offset credits that could be generated through the establishment of an
offset site on Property MM-17 has been undertaken, excluding the approximately 6.4 hectares designated for
EPBC Act offset purposes. The offset requirements below are based on the [Jjjj land only, not the overall
NVPP.

The approximate available SHUs within the offset site are as follows:
e 5.816 SHUs for VGED, exceeding the 1.589 SHU requirement.
e 1.801 SHUs for Small Golden Moths, which is 69.19% of the required 2.603 SHUs.
e 7.401 SHUs of Fragrant Saltbush, exceeding the 3.096 SHU requirement.
e 7.401 SHUs of Heath Spear-grass, exceeding the 3.096 SHU requirement.
e 7.401 SHUs of Melbourne Yellow-gum, exceeding the 3.096 SHU requirement.
e 7.403 SHUs of Bacchus Marsh Wattle, exceeding the 3.074 SHU requirement.

Of the above, all but one of the required SHUs triggered for proposed removal within the JJjjjj land could be
satisfied with the establishment of the proposed offset site. Small Golden Moths is the exception, where

further assessment of offset availability or opportunities to reduce impacts is required.

Retaining either patch PG2j (MM-27) or PG4g (MM-25) would reduce the offset obligation for Small Golden
Moths to below 1.801 SHUs, meaning that ] offset obligation could be met entirely within the offset site
established on MM-17.

Alternatively, a second offset site would need to be located that contains modelled habitat for the species and
meets the eligibility criteria for use as an offset site, entered into an on-title agreement and managed for
conservation purposes in perpetuity.

5 Summary
I Fo the vegetation within the [l land that is

designated as to be removed within the Merrimu NVPP, offset obligations can be fully achieved with the
exception of a deficit of 0.802 SHU for Small Golden Moths. Retention of either PG2j or PG4g would remove
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this deficit, ensure that Jjjj are able demonstrate that their offset obligations can be fully achieved, and
demonstrate further retention of ecological values at the local scale.

In this context, it is our opinion that the NVPP should be applied to the [Jjjjj 'and, given the demonstrated
ability of JJjjjj to meet their offset obligations in accordance with the Merrimu NVPP.

Kind Regards,
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