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Fred Duncan 

Contact:   

Mr John Jordan, 
General Manager, 
Meander Valley Council 
PO Box 102 Westbury Tasmania 7303 
mail@mvc.tas.gov.au 

Dear Mr Jordan, 

Re: Submission on proposed development - Brushy Rivulet Crown Land property 

Please find attached a submission I have prepared in relation to the proposed prison 
development on Crown Land adjacent to Brushy Rivulet (property identification 7031141) in 
Meander Valley Municipality. 

I assessed this property in 1998 in my role as Senior Botanist with the Tasmanian Forest 
Practices Authority (FPA).  The property was then private land, and a proposal to establish a 
hardwood plantation had been referred to the FPA for specialist advice, as was required 
under the Tasmanian Regional Forest Agreement (RFA) that had been signed in November 
1997. A survey was also required under guidelines of the Tasmanian Forest Practices Code. 

I informed the landowner, Dr Harry Laker, that part of the property could not be cleared for 
plantation because of the presence of threatened plant species and a forest community that 
had a priority for conservation under the RFA. I liaised with Dr Harry Laker at Culzean and 
described the values and gave him information on the financial incentives that were 
available to protect those values through Tasmania’s Private Forests Reserve Program 
(PFRP). This program was established under the RFA, and was administered by DPIPWE with 
funding from the Commonwealth Government.  The property was also assessed by two 
other botanists – Stephen Casey from Private Forests Tasmania and Dr Matt Appleby who 
was a Senior Conservation Officer with PFRP. 

In 1999, a mutually acceptable agreement was made between PFRP and the landowner, and 
the Brushy Rivulet property was purchased, with the intention that the property be reserved 
and managed to protect the identified values in perpetuity. Purchase of private land 
occurred on a small number of other properties that were referred to the PFRP by FPA, with 
almost all of these properties being allocated to a formal reserve tenure. (A much larger 
number of private properties referred to PFRP were covenanted, rather than purchased, 
and remain as private land with their conservation values protected.) 

I anticipated that the Brushy Rivulet property would have been protected and its values 
managed as was intended through the RFA processes and the use of public funds provided 
for this purpose. Such protection of values was integral to the development and renewing of 
the RFA by the Tasmanian and Commonwealth governments. The RFA has facilitated 
continued sustainable management in Tasmania’s forests, by taking into account the 
balance between economic, environmental and social priorities. 

I retired from the Forest Practices Authority in 2010, but still maintain a role in the 
organisation and a strong interest in sustainable forest management, through being a 

mailto:fredericotas@gmail.com
mailto:mail@mvc.tas.gov.au
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member of the Forest Practices Advisory Committee. I also provide conservation and 
management advice for areas of public and private land, including reserves, through being 
on committees of DPIPWE and the Tasmanian Land Conservancy. 

I can still recall many features of the Brushy Rivulet property, although I have not visited it 
for over 20 years.  To some, it may seem a fairly “ordinary” patch of bush, but I am 
convinced that the decision to purchase and protect the property in 1999 was justified for 
many reasons.  They include: 

 Presence of species of plants, found in the initial assessments, that that are listed as
threatened in Tasmania under the Tasmanian Threatened Species Protection Act;

 Presence of species of plants and animals, which have been recorded from and
adjacent to the property since 1999, that are listed as threatened in Tasmania under
the Tasmanian Threatened Species Protection Act and the Commonwealth
Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act;

 The presence of a forest community that has strong affinities with a community that
has a high priority for protection under the RFA and the Tasmanian Nature
Conservation Act;

 The context of this area of forest (extending to native forest on adjacent properties)
and the diversity of species and habitats, particularly because much of the native
vegetation in the immediate area has been cleared for agriculture or plantations.

The protection of private land, through the PFRP and other programs, has been an 
important element in Tasmania meeting its RFA requirements, and therefore contributing to 
the continued use of native forest for economic purposes.  Presence of threatened species 
and communities in protected areas (whether on private or public land) are regularly 
collated and these details are incorporated into general conservation planning and 
prioritisation.  At this stage, the Brushy Rivulet property is still being considered as 
contributing to conservation of threatened species and priority vegetation. 

I have given more detail about these points in the attached submission.  I have concentrated 
on aspects of the plant species and vegetation communities, which were the trigger for 
FPA’s and PFRP’s initial liaison with the landowner and subsequent purchase of the property 
through the PFRP. I understand that other submissions will be presented to Council on 
fauna values and potential impacts of the development on those values. 

I believe that the current proposed development on the Brushy Rivulet property is a poor 
outcome for many reasons. They include: 

 The property comprises an area of diverse forest, containing a range of threatened
species and other values;

 The property was purchased with public funds to protect those values, and such
protection contributes (and continues to contribute) to the functioning of the
Tasmanian RFA, which has permitted ongoing sustainable use of Tasmania’s forests;

 The diversity and context of the Brushy Rivulet property enhance its viability in part
of the State where much of the native vegetation has been cleared or significantly
disturbed (e.g. by plantation development);
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 Within the general area, and elsewhere in Meander Valley Municipality, there are
other potential development sites on cleared or significantly disturbed public or
private land– and the cost to the Tasmanian Government of purchasing and
developing an alternative site would be miniscule as a proportion of the overall costs
of the proposed development, and its ongoing use, on the Brushy Rivulet property.

I have discussed the attached submission with Dr Matt Appleby, who also assessed the 
Brushy Rivulet property and oversaw the negotiations and subsequent purchase of the 
property by the PFRP in 1999. He supports the comments I have made in this submission. 

I am happy to provide additional information to Meander Valley Council councillors or staff, 
if this is considered useful. 

Yours sincerely, 

Fred Duncan 
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Submission to Meander Council on proposed development on 
Crown Land - Brushy Rivulet, Birralee Road 

Fred Duncan 

Contact: 

1. Introduction

I have prepared this submission to provide support for the ongoing protection of the 
conservation values on the Brushy Rivulet property that is proposed for development of a 
prison complex.  

I believe that the area has important conservation values that will be significantly and 
irreversibly affected by the propose development.  Some of these values were responsible for 
the property being purchased by the Tasmanian Private Forests Reserve Program (PFRP), to 
protect these values in perpetuity.  The PFRP was administered by DPIPWE with funding from 
the Commonwealth Government.  The acquisition of the property was undertaken as part of 
the agreed processes of the Tasmanian Regional Forest Agreement (RFA), which has 
contributed to ongoing sustainable management of Tasmania’s forest estate.  

I became involved with land use decisions relating to the property in 1998, when I assessed 
the property in my role as Senior Botanist with the Tasmanian Forest Practices Authority 
(FPA). I have given an outline of my professional experience in Section 2 of my submission. I 
have also given details of my initial assessment, as I consider that this may be useful in 
understanding the reasons that the property was purchased to protect those values.  

Section 3 gives some details of the conservation values of the property. I have concentrated 
on plant species and vegetation communities, as I understand that fauna values that were 
determined in recent years will be provided in other submissions to Council. 

Section 4 summarises some of the reasons that, in my opinion, indicate that the proposed 
development of a prison on the Brushy Rivulet property site is not an appropriate land use.  I 
strongly support the ongoing management of the Brushy Rivulet property as a reserve to 
maintain and enhance its conservation values. 

2. My experience and involvement with the Brushy Rivulet property

General experience 

I have worked as a botanist/ecologist in Tasmania for over 40 years. I have evaluated 
vegetation and other natural values, and the effects of different land uses, in all major 
Tasmanian environments. Relevant employment includes working as a researcher with the 
Tasmanian Forestry Commission/Forestry Tasmania, and from 1987 to 2010 being employed 
by the Tasmanian Forest Practices Authority as Senior Botanist and subsequently Manager of 
the Authority’s Biodiversity Program (and on occasions as Acting Chief Forest Practices 
Officer).  

Since 2010, I have worked on environmental consultancies and projects for the Forest 
Practices Authority, Tasmania Fire Service, Parks and Wildlife Service, Port Arthur 
Management Authority, forestry companies, schools, community groups and private 
landowners.  

I have been a member of the Tasmanian Forest Practices Advisory Council since 2013. I am 
currently a member of scientific and reserve evaluation committees of the Tasmanian Land 
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Conservancy. I am a member of DPIPWE’s Property Advisory Group, which evaluates 
conservation values on proposed covenant areas and gives advice on management of those 
values.  

During my employment in Tasmania, I have been responsible for developing classifications of 
Tasmania’s dry eucalypt forest communities and other vegetation types, and I have 
contributed to development of the TASVEG classification system.  I have also been involved 
with many projects and evaluations of species and communities with a priority for 
conservation, and provided advice on management on different land uses. I have been 
involved in development of codes of practice and planning tools, including those dealing with 
threatened communities ad species and other conservation values.  

I have initiated, worked on and supervised many projects that have examined the effects of 
land use and natural processes on vegetation, and published many articles and reports on 
Tasmania’s vegetation and its management. 

I have undertaken environmental and land use assessments and prepared management 
advice in connection with many development and infrastructure projects. They include: 
proposed forestry operations; agricultural activities; communication infrastructure and road 
works; tourism developments; subdivision, housing and other construction projects; and fuel 
reduction burning. I have also undertaken field assessments in existing and proposed reserves 
(on public and private land) in all parts of Tasmania. I have contributed to works programs, 
research studies and interpretation on public and private land, including production forests 
and reserves. 

I estimate that I have undertaken over 1,500 field assessments of individual land parcels in 
Tasmania.  I have worked extensively in Tasmania’s dry forests, including in the Central North 
and Northern Midlands. 

In my work with the Forest Practices Authority, I was heavily involved with different aspects of 
the Tasmanian Regional Forest Agreement (signed November 1997).  I mention this 
specifically because it is relevant to the purchase of the Brushy Rivulet property in 1999, with 
funds provided to the Tasmanian Government from the Commonwealth Government, under 
the terms of the RFA. 

My involvement with the RFA included: 

 Developing classifications of forest communities and determining their conservation
status, and mapping the distribution of forest communities;

 Preparing keys and other planning tools to allow communities and values to be
recognised

 Contributing to development of policies and guidelines relating to the RFA (and
subsequent Tasmanian legislation designed to better conserve threatened Tasmanian
vegetation communities).

 Conducting field assessments and providing advice to land managers, the FPA and
DPIPWE about protecting areas of native forest that contained identified values
(primarily  threatened species and communities) that could be adversely affected by
proposed forestry operations (particularly clearing for plantation establishment and
agriculture). I was directly or indirectly involved with assessing over 250 individual
areas in the course of this work.

 Liaising with landowners/managers, Forest Practices Officers and government
agencies with primary carriage of RFA requirements. These agencies were Forestry
Tasmania, Private Forests Tasmania, Forest Practices Authority and DPIPWE (and
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particularly the PFRP, which was established under the RFA to provide incentives to 
protect important areas of forest on private land).   

The above activities resulted in a relatively small number of operations on private land not 
being permitted under the requirements of the RFA, and other operations were modified so 
that they complied with RFA requirements.  Several areas on private land were referred to 
PFRP. Properties were referred to the PFRP so that the PFRP had the opportunity to liaise with 
landowners about establishing covenants or management agreements on their property 
(generally in return for an agreed payment) or, in a few cases, PFRP funds were used to 
purchase a property.  In all cases, there was significant vetting of the RFA requirements and 
conservation values of such properties, including by accredited valuers, conservation scientists 
(including those employed by PFRP), and senior staff of relevant Tasmanian and 
Commonwealth government agencies.  

My involvement with the Brushy Rivulet property 

I assessed the Brushy Rivulet property in 1998 in my role as Senior Botanist with the FPA.  The 
property was then private land, and a proposal to establish a hardwood plantation had been 
referred to the FPA for specialist advice, as was required under the RFA. A survey was also 
required under guidelines of the Tasmanian Forest Practices Code. 

I informed the landowner, Dr Harry Laker, that part of the property could not be cleared for 
plantation because of the presence of threatened plant species and a forest community that 
had a priority for conservation under the RFA. I liaised with Dr Harry Laker at Culzean and 
described the values and gave him information on the financial incentives that were available 
to protect those values through Tasmania’s PFRP. The property was also assessed by two 
other botanists – Stephen Casey from Private Forests Tasmania and Dr Matt Appleby who was 
a Senior Conservation Officer with PFRP. 

In 1999, a mutually acceptable agreement was made between PFRP and the landowner, and 
the Brushy Rivulet property was purchased, with the intention that the property be reserved 
and managed to protect the identified values in perpetuity.  

I anticipated that the Brushy Rivulet property would have been protected and its values 
managed as was intended through the RFA processes and the use of public funds provided for 
this purpose. Such protection of values was integral to the development and renewing of the 
RFA by the Tasmanian and Commonwealth governments. The RFA has facilitated continued 
sustainable management in Tasmania’s forests, by taking into account the balance between 
economic, environmental and social priorities.  

I can still recall many features of the Brushy Rivulet property, although I have not visited it for 
over 20 years.  To some, it may seem a fairly “ordinary” patch of bush, but I am convinced that 
the decision to purchase and protect the property in 1999 was justified for many reasons.  
They include: 

 The presence of species of plants, found in the initial assessments, that that are
listed as threatened in Tasmania under the Tasmanian Threatened Species
Protection Act;

 The resence of species of plants and animals, which have been recorded from and
adjacent to the property since 1999, that are listed as threatened in Tasmania under
the Tasmanian Threatened Species Protection Act and the Commonwealth
Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act;

 The presence of a forest community that had strong affinities with a community that
had a high priority for protection under the RFA (and subsequently the Tasmanian
Nature Conservation Act;)
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 The context of this area of forest (including forest on adjacent properties) and the 
diversity of species and habitats, particularly as much of the native vegetation in the 
immediate area has been cleared for agriculture or plantations. 

3. Conservation values on the Brushy Rivulet property 

As mentioned above, this section does not deal with all identified values on the property 
submission.  Several additional values have been recorded since the purchase of the property 
through PFRP.  

I make the point that it is highly likely that conservation values will continue to be identified.  
Most areas protected through processes such as the PFRP are based on limited sampling, 
which has established the presence of some values (e.g. threatened species, priority 
vegetation communities, localised habitats, geomorphic or cultural history values etc.).   In 
many respects, protection of an area is based on known values, and the potential for 
additional values to be identified in the future – and this is particularly the case where the site 
contains localised or remnant native vegetation and habitats. This has been borne out on the 
Brushy Rivulet property, where several additional values have been identified since the 
purchase of the property in 1999. 

Distribution of threatened plant species on the property is shown in Map 1. 

3.1 Threatened plant species 

I discuss the presence of here threatened plant species that have been recorded from the 
property. I believe that the proposed development will have an adverse impact on the three 
species I discuss below, but the impact on Brunonia australis is of most concern.  

Distribution of threatened plant species on the property is shown in Map 1. 

Brunonia australis (blue pin cushion) 

Brunonia australis is listed as a Rare species under the Tasmanian Threatened Species 
Protection Act.  At the time of property purchase, it was listed as a Vulnerable species.  It is an 
attractive herb that with distinctive blue flowerheads. My recollection is that the species was 
concentrated on the upper slopes and broad ridge of the Brushy Rivulet property, on sites 
with some influence from a lateritic overlay over the substrate. 

Brunonia is confined to dry forests and woodlands in northern Tasmania, and is strongly 
associated with sedimentary geology (e.g. lateritic gravels), with some occurrences on dolerite 
(but generally close to contact zones with sediments).  It occurs in several sites in Meander 
Valley Municipality, with the Brushy Rivulet property supporting the largest population.  

Habitat of the species has been substantially cleared since early in European settlement, and 
many remaining populations are small and localised (including some in reserves).  

A detailed assessment of the species was undertaken by Craig Hawkins between 2000-2004. 
Craig was a forester employed by Gunns, and subsequently by FPA.  I was involved with his 
project, and I can confirm the comprehensive nature of his fieldwork and investigations.   

Craig recorded several new populations and checked out sites containing previously recorded 
populations.  The overall picture was of a species that had a fragmented distribution, with 
some populations of reasonable size (> 1000 individuals), but with many very small 
populations. About 20 previously recorded populations had been lost because of land use 
pressures and possibly because the populations were too small to remain viable. He predicted 
a continued decline of the species without adequate protection and management actions. 

The Brushy Rivulet population was one of the largest he recorded. This was not a function of 
deliberate oversampling of this site - as mentioned his study across the range of the species 
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was comprehensive. In 2002, it was the fourth-largest population in the State, and one of the 
best reserved populations.   

In my opinion, the Brushy Rivulet property is a critical site for the ongoing maintenance of this 
population. I believe that the proposed development is likely to have significant adverse 
impact on Brunonia. This could result in its status of the species again being listed as 
Vulnerable, and that the intention of the RFA to protect threatened forest species would be 
undermined. 

Uncinia elegans (handsome hooksedge) 

Uncinia elegans is listed as a Rare species under the Tasmanian Threatened Species Protection 
Act.  It has been recorded from two sites on the Brushy Rivulet property, in relatively open 
forest.  My recollection is that these sites had a sandy substrate over dolerite. 

Uncinia elegans has a localised distribution in mainly dry forests in Tasmania.  Within Meander 
Valley Municipality, it has only been recorded from the Brushy Rivulet property (information 
from DPIPWE’s Natural Values Atlas). 

Aphelia pumilio (dwarf fanwort) 

Aphelia pumilio is listed as a Rare species under the Tasmanian Threatened Species Protection 
Act.  It has been recorded recently from the Brushy Rivulet property. It is typically a species of 
open or grassy forest, often growing in damp conditions. 

In Tasmania, it has only been recorded from the northern Midlands and Central North. It 
would have been substantially affected by clearance for agriculture or settlement and is not 
well reserved. It has been recorded from three sites in Meander Valley Municipality, with one 
of these sites being in a residential area in Prospect (information from DPIPWE’s Natural 
Values Atlas). 

Map 1:  Records of threatened plant species (green triangles) and threatened animal 
species (red squares) in and adjacent to Brushy Rivulet property (source: DPIPWE’s 
Natural Values Atlas) 
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3.2 Threatened vegetation community 

Allocation of vegetation types on the Brushy Rivulet property has proved problematic – 
because of the interface between Jurassic dolerite (which can be observed throughout much 
of the property) and Tertiary sediments (which are mapped as occurring mainly to the east 
and northwest of the property, but extend onto the property on the flatter sites and upper 
slopes as the community “inland Eucalyptus amygdalina forest”.   

Areas that I allocated to “inland E. amygdalina forest”, had vegetation and substrate 
characteristics that were typical of this community, as described in information available in 
1998.  Such vegetation features included the composition and structure of the understorey 
(including the presence of Brunonia australis) and the presence of lateritic and sand substrate, 
which were also typical of this community.  Dolerite was also present in these areas, but my 
overall conclusion was that the upper slopes and flats supported vegetation that was better 
allocated to “inland Eucalyptus amygdalina forest” than “E. amygdalina forest on dolerite”. 

In coming to this decision, I also took into account the structure and composition of 
Eucalyptus amygdalina forest on dolerite that I had sampled very extensively on State forest 
and private land elsewhere in this general area (including Reedy Marsh area, Black Sugarloaf 
and Marneys Hill) and could be readily allocated to this community.  It was my professional 
opinion that the vegetation on parts of the Brushy Rivulet property (and particularly the areas 
proposed for plantation development) had a greater affinity to “inland Eucalyptus amygdalina 
forest” than “Eucalyptus amygdalina forest on dolerite”. 

Downslope, and particularly on lower slopes adjacent  to Brushy Rivulet, my recollection is 
that the dolerite influence was stronger, and the riparian vegetation (which was in particularly 
good condition) contained many species that I associated with dolerite-based streams in this 
part of the State. 

The vegetation was in fair to good condition, despite impacts of occasional grazing by stock an 
felling of some trees (probably for firewood or posts) – which were most evident on the upper 
slopes/broad ridge near the southern property boundary.  I had sampled many areas of 
Midland forest (with affinities to “inland E. amygdalina forest”} over the years, and I was 
satisfied with my condition assessment for the community on the Brushy Rivulet property. As 
mentioned, the area was also assessed by other botanists as part of the RFA and PFRP 
processes, who supported my conclusions about the vegetation (species and communities) 
that were present on the property. 

I am not aware of reasons for the reclassification of some forest on the property, so that all 
forest on the property has been allocated to the TASVEG community ”E. amygdalina  forest 
and woodland on dolerite (DAD)”, rather than part of the property being allocated to this 
community, and other areas with a sand/laterite influence being allocated to “E. amygdalina 
inland forest and woodland on Cainozoic deposits (DAZ)”.  As the latter community was listed 
as a threatened community under Tasmania’s Nature Conservation Act in 2007, and the 
former community is not listed as a threatened community, this reallocation has implications 
for the conservation value of the property as it relates to forest communities. 

DAZ is a community that was erected in a 2005 reclassification of Tasmania’s native vegetation 
communities and it is a close (but not complete) match to the pre-2005 community “inland E. 
amygdalina forest”, which was identified in the RFA as having a high priority for protection.  
DAZ and Dad are described in the publication From Forest to Fjaeldmark (available on 
DPIPWE’s website: https://dpipwe.tas.gov.au/Documents/f2f_dry_eucalypt.pdf) and these 
descriptions are the main basis for allocating vegetation at a site to different forest 
communities.  The FPA’s Forest Botany Manual 
(https://www.fpa.tas.gov.au/Planning/biodiversity/forest_botany_manual) is also a useful 

https://dpipwe.tas.gov.au/Documents/f2f_dry_eucalypt.pdf
https://www.fpa.tas.gov.au/Planning/biodiversity/forest_botany_manual
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tool in allocating vegetation to communities.  In any determination of communities, it is 
necessary that all site factors need to be considered, including how land use history or 
geological boundaries can result in vegetation being gradational between communities – and 
thereby confounding community classification at a site. 

In the case of the Bushy Rivulet property, I believe that my original allocation of part of the 
site to “inland E. amygdalina forest” is valid on the basis of the transitional/gradational 
attributes of the site, as I’ve described above.  I also consider allocation of vegetation to “E. 
amygdalina inland forest and woodland on Cainozoic deposits (DAZ)” is supported in some 
circumstances where dolerite substrate is also present – and that these circumstances apply 
to parts of the Brushy Rivulet property.  The description of DAZ in From Forest to Fjaeldmark 
states that in the central north around Bridgenorth there can be a subtle gradation between 
DAZ and DAD.  I have seen a similar situations in the Reedy Marsh area. I consider that this 
situation also applies on the Brushy Rivulet property.  The FPA’s Forest Botany Manual also 
emphasises the need to check in distinguishing between DAZ and DAD where Cainozoic 
sediments occur in the vicinity of dolerite. It is important to note that remnant areas of native 
forest to the immediate east of the property are mapped as DAZ on the current TASVEG map, 
and an area to the west of the property is also mapped as DAZ. 

I realise that this explanation of community identification on the Brushy Rivulet property is 
complex - this is largely because of the occurrence of the mapped Cainozoic - Jurassic 
boundary within and adjacent to the Brushy Rivulet property (and therefore the gradational 
nature of substrate and vegetation on parts of the property can be anticipated).  The changes 
in forest community classifications between 1997 and 2005 have added to the complexity.   

In considering all the information in this section of my submission, I am satisfied – from my 
experience in classifying and allocating Tasmania’s forest vegetation and my recent review of 
details of the property – that the property supports some areas of DAZ.  Therefore the 
presence of this threatened community on the Brushy Rivulet property should be taken into 
account in land use decisions. 

3.3 Context of the property 

I will make some brief observations on the landscape context of the property - and the 
importance of the Brushy Rivulet property in forming part of a corridor of native vegetation 
(primarily forest) in a part of Tasmania which has been substantially modified.  

I realise that the vegetation within the Brushy Rivulet property has also been modified 
(particularly near the southern property boundary), but it is in fair to good condition and can 
recover with little management input. The riparian vegetation adjacent to Brushy Rivulet is in 
excellent condition. Other forest connecting with the Brushy Rivulet property to the 
northwest is also in good condition.  

The vegetation in Brushy Rivulet property is relatively diverse (which is associated with 
variability in substrate and topography) and adds to the diversity of vegetation and habitats in 
the corridor I have mentioned above.   

The importance of this corridor can be seen in Figure 2, which shows the extent of native and 
modified vegetation within a circle of 2 km radius, centred on the Brushy Rivulet property. 
Native vegetation comprises approx. 385 ha – approx. 40 % of the area within this circle.  
Hardwood and softwood plantations comprise 280 ha and areas cleared for agriculture or 
other purposes comprise approx. 520 ha – meaning that approx. 60% of the circled area is 
substantially modified. The fact that most of the area of native vegetation forms a continuous 
and moderately broad corridor, and its diversity, adds greatly to its conservation value. This 
value will be reduced by the proposed development - both in areas of direct impact on the 
Brushy Rivulet property, and through indirect impacts on adjacent native vegetation. 
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4 Conclusions 

I believe that the current proposed development on the Brushy Rivulet property is a poor 
outcome for many reasons. I have outlined some of the reasons relating to plant species and 
vegetation communities.  I am aware that the Brushy Rivulet property is also important for 
other values – particularly in relation to threatened fauna species and diversity of fauna. 

In relation to the points I have covered in in Section 3 of my submission, I believe that the 
property is important for many reasons, which include: 

 The property comprises an area of diverse forest, containing at least three threatened
plant species. The population of Brunonia australis is one of the largest in Tasmania.
The species appears to be at risk of loss of small populations on many sites elsewhere in
its range.  Two other threatened species (Aphelia pumilio and Uncinia elegans) have
very few recorded occurrences in Meander Valley Municipality.

 I believe that the threatened vegetation community “E. amygdalina inland forest and
woodland on Cainozoic deposits (DAZ)” is present on part of the property on the basis
of structure and composition of the vegetation and substrate attributes. The
community is in fair to good condition and has a high priority for conservation in the
region and in Tasmania as a whole.

Map 2:  Location of Brushy Rivulet property (black outline) and 2 km radius circle 
centred on the property.  Areas of native vegetation are shown in green. 
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 The property was purchased with public funds to protect those values, and such
protection contributes (and continues to contribute) to the functioning of the
Tasmanian RFA, which has permitted ongoing sustainable use of Tasmania’s forests.

 The diversity and context of the Brushy Rivulet property enhance its viability in part of
the State where much of the native vegetation has been cleared or significantly
disturbed (e.g. by plantation development).

 Within the general area, and elsewhere in Meander Valley Municipality, there are other
potential development sites on cleared or significantly disturbed public or private land–
and the cost to the Tasmanian Government of purchasing and developing an alternative
site would be miniscule as a proportion of the overall costs of the proposed
development, and its ongoing use, on the Brushy Rivulet property.

I hope that Meander Valley Council can take into account the information in my submission, when 
they consider future land use on the Brushy Rivulet property. 
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