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The purpose of this audit was to undertake the review of the Sydney Intermodal Terminal Alliance’s
(SIMTA) works on the Moorebank Precinct East (MPE) Project Rail Access Land Package 1 (RALP), to
verify compliance with the Conditions of Consent (CoC) outlined in Project Approval SSD 6766, and
assess the effectiveness of implementation of environmental management and mitigation measures
as set out in the RALP Construction Environmental Management Plan (CEMP), Sub-plans and
associated documents.

This audit is being carried out in order to satisfy the requirements set out in CoC C4 (d) and Section
2.4 of the RALP Compliance Tracking Program. Construction on the RALP commenced on 10 July
2017. This audit represents the second six monthly independent environmental audit for the
construction period.

There was one non-compliance with the CoC. This related to an incident identified as having
potential harm, not being notified to DPE within the timeframe specified in CoC E10.

There were no non-compliances identified against the mitigation measures set out in the RALP
CEMP and Sub-plans.

There were four observations made in relation to the CoC and Mitigation Measures outlined in the
CEMP and Sub-plans. One related to an incorrect cross reference in the Approval SSD 6766 CoC C4.
The others related to submission of a report to DPE (CoC C15), the design of a noise barrier along
entire length of the rail corridor (CoC C27), and washing down of plant (FF23).

The overall outcome of the audit was positive and indicative of a high level of compliance and

environmental performance by SIMTA and its principal civil contractor (CPB) in carrying out the
construction of the RALP.
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1.1 The works

The Sydney Intermodal Terminal Alliance (SIMTA) is currently developing an intermodal facility,
referred to as the Moorebank Precinct East (MPE) Project. The MPE Project includes warehouse and
distribution facilities, freight village, rail link and ancillary works such as vegetation clearing and
landscaping, remediation, earthworks, road tie-ins, utilities installation/connection and signage.

The site is located on the eastern side of Moorebank Avenue, Moorebank, within the Liverpool City
Council Local Government Area, approximately 27 kilometres south-west of the Sydney Central
Business District. The locality of the project is presented in Figure 1.

The MPE Project is to be developed in three stages:
= Stage 1 - Construction of the Inter-model facility, comprising
o Rail Access Land Package (RALP) (Package 1) and
o Import Export (IMEX) Terminal (Package 2)
= Stage 2 - Construction of warehouse and distribution facilities
= Stage 3 - Extension of the IMT and completion of warehouse and distribution facilities.

This audit focuses on the RALP within the MPE Stage 1 Project. The RALP includes a connection to
the IMEX, and traverses across Moorebank Avenue, Anzac Creek, Georges River and the Glenfield
Waste Facility prior to connecting to the Southern Sydney Freight Line (SSFL). The general overview
of the RALP and MPE Stage 1 Project is presented in Figure 2.

The IMEX works are the subject of a separate audit report.
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Figure 1: Locality of SIMTA MPE Project.

Version: Final Page 6 of 84



Independent Environmental Compliance Audit

SIMTA RALP - Moorebank (July 2018) 6‘\-“\? Ol fpectk

o ) - 'ARZADES AUSTRALLA PACSIC Ty L10
LEGEND s 7101 834 280

Lovwl 5 41 Wt 2| Hats S NSW 2000
61032 1907 5000 | I 161 02 2567 5001

AUBURN

r_7 Project stc —— Rail fink TR S L
"] Rail Corridor O CreekiRiver crossing Scale: 1:20,000 @ A4 - LIVERPOOL
] MPE site O Road crossing

MPE Stage 1 Package 1 ¢ N
{Rail Link) lE‘ ;’ HOLSWORTHY

e Watercourse

. pOREANK IS,
MPE Stage 1Package2 L picind raiay A ARCADIS ETE il

Figure 2: RALP and MPE Stage 1 Project Overview (source: Arcadis)

Version: Final Page 7 of 84



os

1.2 Approval requirements

Approval for the Stage 1 of the MPE Project was granted by the Planning Assessment Commission
on 12 December 2016, pursuant to section 89(E) of the Environmental Planning and Assessment Act
1979 (SSD 6766). The Conditions of Consent were updated on 13 March 2018 following a court
appeal. This audit is being carried out in order to satisfy the requirements set out in CoC C4 (d).

CoC C4 - Compliance Monitoring and Tracking requires that:

The Applicant shall prepare and implement a Compliance Tracking Program, to track compliance with
the requirements of this approval. The Program shall be submitted to the Secretary for approval prior
to the commencement of construction and operate for the duration of construction.

The Program shall include, but not be limited to:

a) provision for the notification to the Secretary prior to the commencement of construction;

b) provision for periodic review of the compliance status of the SSD against the requirements of
this approval;

¢) provision for periodic reporting of compliance status to the Secretary, including but not limited
to:

. a Pre-Construction Compliance Report prior to the commencement of construction,
ii.  Six-monthly, or other timing as agreed by the Secretary, Construction Compliance
Reports, for the duration of construction, and
iii. " a Completion Compliance Report within one month of completion of the construction;

d) a program for independent environmental auditing in accordance with AS/NZS ISO
19011:2014 - Guidelines for Auditing Management Systems;

e) mechanisms for recording environmental incidents during construction and actions taken in
response to those incidents;

f) provision for reporting environmental incidents to the Secretary during construction, in
accordance with conditions C6 and C7 [refer observation in relation to this requirement],

g) procedures for rectifying any non-compliance identified during environmental auditing, review
of compliance or incident management; and

h) provision for ensuring all employees, contractors and sub-contractors are aware of, and comply
with, the conditions of this approval relevant to their respective activities.

A Compliance Tracking Program was developed and submitted to DPE on 27 February 2017, with
approval granted on 4 May 2017. Section 2.4 of the Compliance Tracking Program, addressing CoC
C4 (d), specifies that independent environmental audits will be undertaken in accordance with
AS/NZS ISO 19011:2014 - Guidelines for Auditing Management Systems at six-month intervals
throughout construction.

Construction on the RALP commenced on 10 July 2017. This audit represents the second six monthly
independent environmental audit for the construction period.
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1.3 Purpose and Scope

The purpose of this audit was to undertake the review of SIMTA’s works on the RALP to verify
compliance with the CoC and assess the effectiveness of environmental management and mitigation
works.

The scope of this audit included a detailed assessment:
» the RALP construction works against applicable CoC and
* implementation of the environmental management and mitigation measures as set out in
the RALP CEMP, Sub-plans and associated documents

This audit does not include assessment of pre-construction or operational phase CoC, as these

works have either been completed or yet to commence. This audit does assess the IMEX project, as
this is presented in a separate audit report.
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This audit was conducted in accordance with AS/NZS ISO 19011:2014 - Guidelines for Auditing
Management Systems. An overview of the audit activities, as specified in the standard, is presented in

Figure 3.

6.2 Initiating the audit

6.2.1 General
6.2.2 Establishing initial contact with the auditee
6.2.3 Determining the feasibility of the audit

i'

6.3 Preparing audit activities

6.3.1 Performing document review in preparation for the audit
6.3.2 Preparing the audit plan

6.3.3 Assigning work to the audit team

6.3.4 Preparing work documents

6.4 Conducting the audit activities

6.4.1 General

6.4_2 Conducting the opening meeting

6.4.3 Performing document review while conducting the audit
6.4.4 Communicating during the audit

6.4.5 Assigning roles and responsibilities of quides and observers
6.4.6 Collecting and verifying information

6.4.7 Generating audit findings

6.4.8 Preparing audit conclusions

6.4.9 Conducting the closing meeting

6.5 Preparing and distributing the audit report

6.5.1 Preparing the audit report
6.5.2 Distribuling the audit report

6.6 Completing the audit

6.7 Conducting audit follow-up
(if specified in the audit plan)

Figure 3: Audit activities overview (AS/NZS ISO 19011:2014). Subclause numbering refers to the
relevant subclauses in the Standard.
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Prior to the commencement of the audit the following tasks were completed:
= Establish initial contact with the auditee
» Confirm the audit team: The audit was undertaken by Derek Low. Derek is an Exemplar
Global certified associate environmental auditor. Derek was supported by Natalie
Jongebloed.
» Confirm the audit purpose, scope and criteria.

The documents reviewed prior to the site visit are as follows:

* Project Approval SSD 6766 for MPE stage 1 Project, dated 13 March 2018

= Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 Approval, dated 6 March 2014

= Selected Approvals Matrix - Stage 1 Recommended CoC, dated 3 August 2016

» Selected Approvals Matrix - Stage 1 Final Compilation of Mitigation Measures, dated 3
August 2016 and

= Construction Environmental Management Plan Moorebank Precinct East Stage T — RALP No. 1,
dated 18 May 2018, and Sub-plans.

Following the document review the following tasks were undertaken prior to the on-site audit
activity:
* Preparing the audit program
= Assigning work to the audit team
* Preparing audit checklists:
o Minister's Conditions of Approval for the RALP
o environmental management and mitigation measures as set out in the RALP CEMP,
Sub-plans and associated documents.

The on-site audit activities took place on 20 June 2018. The following personnel took part in the
audit:

= lan Irwin — Environment Manager

= Adam Noonan — Environment Manager (civil contractor)

» Rui Henriques — Independent Environmental Representative

= Amanda Sng - Project Engineer

= Josh Shelton — SHEQ Coordinator.

The on-site audit activities included an inspection of the site and work activities and review
monitoring records and inspection reports.

A component of the audit was conducted off-site after the on-site audit activities. The off-site audit

activities were completed between 20 June and 12 July 2018 and involved review of plans, reports,
checklists, correspondence records and other related documentation.
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In relation to findings against conditions, the following terminology was adopted:

= Compliant. Complies with all requirements of the condition(s)

» Observation: A situation observed during the audit that provides an opportunity for
improvement, requires further consideration or could lead to a non-compliance or
environmental impact if not addressed.

» Corrective Action Request. Observation warranting the issue of a Corrective Action Request
as a result of the finding.

* Non-compliance: Does not fully comply with all requirements of the condition. These are
categorised as minor or major, depending on the severity of the non-compliance.

» Not Triggered: There were either no compliance issues related to the condition, is a future
required action, was not triggered at the time of the audit or was not related to a SIMTA
responsibility.
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Table 1 provides a summary of the findings of this audit and actions proposed or undertaken in
response to the findings.

The Audit Checklists provided in Appendices A - B include details of all the evidence collected,
observed and provided in support of compliance, publicly available information on SIMTA's website.
They also include evidence collected during the inspection of the Project site and interviews with
personnel on 20 June 2018. Highlighted text indicates a finding.

21 Compliance Status

There was one Non-Compliance with the CoC.

= Non-compliance against CoC E10:
CoC E10 requires that the Applicant shall notify the Secretary and relevant public authorities
of any incident with actual or potential significant on-site or off-site impacts on human
health or the biophysical environment within 24 hours of becoming aware of the incident.
The Applicant shall provide full written details of the incident to the Secretary within seven
days of the date on which the incident occurred. Note: Where an incident also requires
reporting to the EPA and/or OEH, the incident report prepared for the purposes of notifying
the EPA and/or OEH would meet this requirement.
The incident report for PIRMP enacted turbid water event (01/02/18) was sighted. The PIRMP
was enacted due to the potential significance of the event. The cause of the incident could
not be confirmed. A written report was provided to DPE after the event. It is not clear from
the information that DPE was notified within the specified timeframes, or the reason why this
did not occur.
SIMTA advised that they did not consider the requirement to be triggered, but have selected
to incorporate DPE notifications in future updates to the PIRMP.

There were no non-compliances identified against the mitigation measures set out in the RALP
CEMP and Sub-plans.
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2.2 Corrective Action Requests and Observations

There were four Observations made in this audit as summarised below:

= Observation in relation to CoC C4.
In the Approval SSD 6766, CoC C4(f) incorrectly references CoC C6 and C7. The CoC should
reference CoC E10 and E11. It is suggested that SIMTA raise this matter to DPE for them to
amend the error.

= Observation in relation to CoC C15.
CoC C15 requires, among other things, that within twelve months of completing aboriginal
archaeological salvage works, unless otherwise agreed by the Secretary, the Applicant shall
submit a report containing the findings of the excavations, including artefact analysis and
Aboriginal Site Impacts Recording Forms (ASIR), and the identification of final storage
location for all Aboriginal objects recovered (testing and salvage), prepared in consultation
with the Aboriginal stakeholders, the OEH (Aboriginal heritage) and to the satisfaction of the
Secretary.
Salvage was completed on 28/04/2017. The report presenting information from the
undertaking of the salvage works and prepared in consultation with the OEH, was due to
DPE on 28/04/2018. On 28/04/18 SIMTA provided DPE with a Findings Report, prepared in
consultation with Aboriginal stakeholders. SIMTA noted that consultation with the OEH was
still ongoing and was expected to be finalized by 08/05/18. On 14/05/18 OEH wrote to
SIMTA to advise that they apologized for the delay and that they had no comments on the
report. On the same day SIMTA submitted to documents to DPE.

= Observation in relation CoC C27.
CoC C27 requires that the Applicant design the rail link to accommodate the installation of
trackside noise barriers for the full length of the rail link in the event they may be required at
some future time to comply with the project specific noise levels.
The documentation presented indicates that noise walls are being considered for the GWF
and the northern and southern connections. It is not evident that the design is factoring in
the entire length as specified by the condition.

= Observation in relation to FF23.

FF23 requires that water from the truck wash down in the Rail East Compound will be
captured and disposed of offsite to prevent spread of weed and/or soil pathogens to
adjoining native vegetation.

Information supporting weed management strategies were sighted during the audit.
However, there is no explicit evidence that plant washdown water be disposed of off-site to
prevent spread of weeds. SIMTA advise that due to access restrictions, this mitigation
measure was not triggered.
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23 Effectiveness of environmental management & mitigation measures

The effectiveness of implementation of construction environmental management measures relied on
a review of SIMTA's site inspection records, incident reports, training and induction records and
other relevant records that were reviewed during the site inspection and interviews held on 20 June
2018.

The assessment indicated that the CEMP and associated Sub-plans were being effectively
implemented and the sample of mitigation measures that were checked during this audit have
achieved an appropriate level of environmental protection. Plates 1 - 8 below provide evidence of
operational environmental controls being implemented on the day of the site audit, in addition to
the assessment against the mitigation measures outlined in Appendix B.
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The overall outcome of the audit was positive. Compliance records were very well organised and
available at the time of the site inspection and interview with SIMTA's personnel on 20 June 2018.

Relevant environmental and compliance monitoring records continue to be collected and reported
as required to provide verification of compliance to statutory requirements and the broader Project
environmental requirements. The majority of this information is publicly available, along with the
relevant environmental management plans, on SIMTA’s website.

There was one Non-Compliance with the CoC:

= Non-compliance against CoC E10:
CoC E10 requires that the Applicant shall notify the Secretary and relevant public authorities
of any incident with actual or potential significant on-site or off-site impacts on human
health or the biophysical environment within 24 hours of becoming aware of the incident.
The Applicant shall provide full written details of the incident to the Secretary within seven
days of the date on which the incident occurred. Note: Where an incident also requires
reporting to the EPA and/or OEH, the incident report prepared for the purposes of notifying
the EPA and/or OEH would meet this requirement.
The incident report for PIRMP enacted turbid water event (01/02/18) was sighted. The PIRMP
was enacted due to the potential significance of the event. The cause of the incident could
not be confirmed. A written report was provided to DPE after the event. It is not clear from
the information that DPE was notified within the specified timeframes, or the reason why this
did not occur.
SIMTA advised that they did not consider the requirement to be triggered, but have selected
to incorporate DPE notifications in future updates to the PIRMP.

There were no non-compliances identified against the mitigation measures set out in the RALP
CEMP and Sub-plans.

There were four Observations made in relation to the CoC and Mitigation Measures outlined in the
CEMP and Sub-plans:

» Observation in relation to CoC C4.
In the Approval SSD 6766, CoC C4(f) incorrectly references CoC C6 and C7. The CoC should
reference CoC E10 and E11. It is suggested that SIMTA raise this matter to DPE for them to
amend the error.

» Observation in relation to CoC C15.
CoC C15 requires, among other things, that within twelve months of completing aboriginal
archaeological salvage works, unless otherwise agreed by the Secretary, the Applicant shall
submit a report containing the findings of the excavations, including artefact analysis and
Aboriginal Site Impacts Recording Forms (ASIR), and the identification of final storage
location for all Aboriginal objects recovered (testing and salvage), prepared in consultation
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with the Aboriginal stakeholders, the OEH (Aboriginal heritage) and to the satisfaction of the
Secretary.

Salvage was completed on 28/04/2017. The report presenting information from the
undertaking of the salvage works and prepared in consultation with the OEH, was due to
DPE on 28/04/2018. On 28/04/18 SIMTA provided DPE with a Findings Report, prepared in
consultation with Aboriginal stakeholders. SIMTA noted that consultation with the OEH was
still ongoing and was expected to be finalized by 08/05/18. On 14/05/18 OEH wrote to
SIMTA to advise that they apologized for the delay and that they had no comments on the
report. On the same day SIMTA submitted to documents to DPE.

= Observation in relation CoC C27.
CoC C27 requires that the Applicant design the rail link to accommodate the installation of
trackside noise barriers for the full length of the rail link in the event they may be required at
some future time to comply with the project specific noise levels.
The documentation presented indicates that noise walls are being considered for the GWF
and the northern and southern connections. It is not evident that the design is factoring in
the entire length as specified by the condition.

= Observation in relation to FF23.

FF23 requires that water from the truck wash down in the Rail East Compound will be
captured and disposed of offsite to prevent spread of weed and/or soil pathogens to
adjoining native vegetation.

Information supporting weed management strategies were sighted during the audit.
However, there is no explicit evidence that plant washdown water be disposed of off-site to
prevent spread of weeds. SIMTA advise that due to access restrictions, this mitigation
measure was not triggered.

Actions proposed by the Project team to address the findings of this audit and any previously open
audit findings are set out in Table 1 below.

The overall outcome of the audit was indicative of a high level of compliance and environmental
performance by SIMTA and its principal civil contractor (CPB) in carrying out the construction of the

RALP.

The auditor would like to thank the auditees (representing SIMTA and CPB) for their high level of
organisation, cooperation and assistance during the audit.
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Table 1: AUDIT ACTION LIST

Item
No

Condition
No

Type

Details of Item

o8

Proposed or Completed Action

Who By

Status

JUNE 2018 AUDIT FINDINGS STATUS

1

2

Version: Final

CoCC15

CoC C27

Observation

Observation

CoC C15 requires, among other things, that within twelve months of
completing aboriginal archaeological salvage works, unless otherwise
agreed by the Secretary, the Applicant shall submit a report containing
the findings of the excavations, including artefact analysis and
Aboriginal Site Impacts Recording Forms (ASIR), and the identification
of final storage location for all Aboriginal objects recovered (testing
and salvage), prepared in consultation with the Aboriginal
stakeholders, the OEH (Aboriginal heritage) and to the satisfaction of
the Secretary.

Salvage was completed on 28/04/2017. The report presenting
information from the undertaking of the salvage works and prepared
in consultation with the OEH, was due to DPE on 28/04/2018. On
28/04/18 SIMTA provided DPE with a Findings Report, prepared in
consultation with Aboriginal stakeholders. SIMTA noted that
consultation with the OEH was still ongoing and was expected to be
finalized by 08/05/18. On 14/05/18 OEH wrote to SIMTA to advise that
they apologized for the delay and that they had no comments on the
report. On the same day SIMTA submitted to documents to DPE.

CoC C27 requires that the Applicant design the rail link to
accommodate the installation of trackside noise barriers for the full
length of the rail link in the event they may be required at some future
time to comply with the project specific noise levels.

The documentation presented indicates that noise walls are being
considered for the GWF and the northern and southern connections. It
is not evident that the design is factoring in the entire length as
specified by the condition.

No action required.

The final design and noise monitoring and
modelling is not complete. As such the
evidence associated with the contingency of
noise barriers is still ongoing at this point in
time.

No action
required

CPB

Closed

Open
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Item Condition Type Details of Item Proposed or Completed Action Who By Status
No No
3 CoCE10 Non- CoC E10 requires that the Applicant shall notify the Secretary and SIMTA advises that it does not consider that the | CPB Open
compliance relevant public authorities of any incident with actual or potential notification requirements to the DPE were
significant on-site or off-site impacts on human health or the triggered as part of this incident, as the
biophysical environment within 24 hours of becoming aware of the determination of cause was not established as
incident. The Applicant shall provide full written details of the incident | part of the investigation and the it is not
to the Secretary within seven days of the date on which the incident believed that the definition under the CoC for
occurred. MPE Stage 1 was met, in relation to the
Note: Where an incident also requires reporting to the EPA and/or requirement to notify within 24hrs. Itis
OEH, the incident report prepared for the purposes of notifying the however, noted that there is a need to update
EPA and/or OEH would meet this requirement. the PIRMP to better address the requirements
for notification to the Department and to bring
the incident notification requirement in line
Sighted incident report for PIRMP enacted incident (turbid water event | vith MPE Stage 2 CoC which are more
01/02/18). The PIRMP was enacted due to the potential significance of | descriptive than that for the MPE Stage 1
the event. The cause of the incident could not be confirmed. project. It is noted that the adoption of the MPE
A written report was provided to DPE after the event. It is not clear Stage 2 CoC requirements do not contradict
from the information that DPE was notified within the specified those associated with MPE Stage 1 and in
timeframes, or the reason why this did not occur. meeting MPE Stage 2 requirements the
requirements for MPE Stage 1 are still being
met.
The PIRMP will be updated to require
notification to the Department at
compliance@planning.nsw.gov.au in the event
of an incident that would trigger a notification
to the EPA within 24hrs and in line with the
more detailed definition as outlined in with
MPE Stage 2 consent.
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Item Condition Type Details of Item Proposed or Completed Action Who By Status
No No
4 FF23 Observation FF23 requires that water from the truck wash down in the Rail East SIMTA advises that due to access restrictions Not Closed
Compound will be captured and disposed of offsite to prevent spread | imposed on the project and subsequent staging | Triggered
of weed and/or soil pathogens to adjoining native vegetation. of works / areas, this requirement was not
Information supporting weed management strategies was sighted triggered.
during the audit. However, there is no explicit evidence that plant CPB initially only had access to construct the
washdown water be disposed of off-site to prevent spread of weeds. Rail East Compound and Rail link footprint
SIMTA advise that due to access restrictions, this mitigation measure within the former RAE golf course prior to
was not triggered. being granted access to clear native vegetation
east of Georges River and west of Moorebank
Ave. As such, plant movements were restricted
from areas of native vegetation until such time
as those areas containing noxious weeds were
stripped and capping applied.
Furthermore, no topsoil from Georges River
eastern embankment to Moorebank Ave,
including areas of native vegetation, were
suitable for reuse due to presence of
contamination.
5 CoC C4(f) Observation It is noted that CoC D4(f) incorrectly references CoCs C6 and C7. These | NO action required at this time No action | Closed
should reference CoC E10 and E11. required
at this
time
DEC 2017 AUDIT FINDINGS STATUS
1 CoCC5 Non- CoC C5 requires SIMTA to provide an Assessment Report to the EPA A Non-Compliance Report (NCR) will be raised CPB Closed.
compliance for review and approval at least 6 weeks prior to the commencement in accordance with the CEMP for the toe of All
of construction within the Glenfield Waste Facility (GWF). A copy must | embankment that has encroached into the construction
also be submitted to the Secretary for information. No works are GWF. o i e
permitted to commence within the GWF licenced premises without the | ¢ rractive and preventive actions will be GWF
EPA's written approval, unless otherwise agreed by the Secretary. included in the NCR. premises
Based on information provided, the EPA have advised that they were Once finalised, NCR will be provided to the have ceased
unable to approve plans for purpose of meeting conditions of consent, Independent Environmental Representative. until such
but provided their satisfaction with the approach outlined in the time as CoC
assessment report. The DPE have not accepted this as approval, C5is
advising that further written agreement is required prior to works satisfied.
being permitted to proceed inside the GWF. Works occurring in the
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Item Condition
No No

Type

o8

Details of Item

Proposed or Completed Action Who By

Status

2 CoC D4

3 CoC E7
Mitigation
Measure
SW7

4 CoC E20

Version: Final

Minor non-
compliance

Observation

Observation

adjacent ARTC lands have commenced and have encroached into the
GWF lands, despite approval or written agreement not being received.

CoC D4 requires SIMTA to, subject to confidentiality, publish and
maintain up-to-date information on the website or dedicated pages
including each current report, plan, or other document required under
the Project Approval.

At the time of the audit some documents, pertinent to CoC D4e) and
D4f), had yet to be placed on the website, including:

»  the Remediation Action Plan (subsequently uploaded on
20/12/17)

=  the Pre-Construction Compliance Report (subsequently uploaded
on 20/12/17).

CoC E7 requires construction to be undertaken to comply with section
120 of the Protection of the Environment Operations Act 1997, which
prohibits the pollution of waters. Mitigation Measure SW7 specifies
that water discharged from site is in strict accordance with the site’s
dewatering procedure (Appendix G of the Soil and Water
Management Plan).

Whilst discharge off site is yet to occur, water quality testing has to
date used NTUs as the measurement parameter for suspended solids,
whereas the criteria is measured in TSS (mg/L). These do not
necessarily correlate on a 1:1 basis. SIMTA advise that works are
planned to prevent or limit the need to discharge water off site and
that, if this is required, water would be tested against the TSS criteria
for compliance prior. No actions are required at this time.

CoC E20 places restrictions on permissible hours of work for high
noise impact works.

The project induction, MPE Site Specific Induction Book (Rev5) and
supplied workpacks cover permissible standard hours of work.
However, they do not communicate the further restrictions on
permissible hours for high noise impact activities. Consideration
should be given to including this information prior to commencement
of high noise impact works.

Not required Not
applicable

Not required Not
applicable

The relevant information will be included in CPB

future workpacks as relevant. (principal
civil
contractor

)

Closed.

Closed

Closed. The
induction
booklet has
been
updated to
capture this
requirement.
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Item Condition Type Details of Item Proposed or Completed Action Who By Status
No No
5 Mitigation Observation Mitigation Measure FF8 requires sensitive areas (no-go areas) which To be actioned by CPB (principal civil CPB Closed.
Measure cannot be impacted by construction to be clearly identified and contractor) (principal | A change
FF8 clearing activities to be constrained to approved civil compliance
areas only. contractor | review was
Two incidental work activities extend beyond the project boundary: ) completed.
= A small stockpile approximately 1.5m beyond the northern
boundary of the main compound
= A sediment fence approximately 2m beyond the eastern
boundary of the main compound.
No mature trees or native vegetation were impacted by the
encroachment.
Consideration should be given to recovery / realignment of these
items back inside the project footprint or assessment in a Change
Compliance Review.
6 Mitigation Observation Mitigation Measure SW11 requires all refuelling points, including Site Environmental Plans will be updated to CPB Closed. Refer
Measure refuelling/lube trucks, will carry hydrocarbon spill kits. reflect correct refuelling and spill kit locations. (principal | finding for
SW1T The Site Environment Plans for earthworks and rail corridor works civil SWiT.
identify refuelling and spill kit locations in the same locations. Spill kits contractor
were observed in the field on 19 December 2017. The refuelling )
location had been relocated to east side of site offices, different to that
specified in the Site Environment Plans. The Site Environment Plans
should be updated accordingly.
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Independent Environmental Compliance Audit .
SIMTA RALP — Moorebank (March 2018) p&uk
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Plate 1: Boundary control and erosion and sediment control.

Plate 2: Silt curtains in Georges River.
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Independent Environmental Compliance Audit
SIMTA RALP - Moorebank (July 2018) 6

- - “ ¥ . -
Plate 4: Georges River works overview, with boundary flora and fauna controls and erosion and
sediment controls in place.
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Independent Environmental Compliance Audit
SIMTA RALP — Moorebank (July 2018) peak

Plate 6: Watercart in use on haul roads.
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Plate 7: Stabilised stockpile.
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Plate 8: Office recycling bins.
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PROJECT APPROVAL (SSD 6766) CONDITIONS OF CONSENT

CoC No

Condition of Approval Requirement

RESPONSIBILITY

PRINCIPAL ‘ CONTRACTOR

Comments, observations, discussion

Evidence, supporting documentation

Audit Outcome
(See footer for key)

C‘O|NC|NT

Rating: C- Compliant, O — Observation, NC — Non-compliant, NT — Not triggered

PART A ADMINISTRATIVE CONDITIONS

Development in Accordance with Plans and Documents

Al

The Applicant shall carry out the development generally in accordance
with the:

a. State Significant Development Application SSD 6766;

b. SIMTA Intermodal Terminal Facility - Stage 1 - Environmental
Impact Statement (Hyder Consulting Pty Ltd, May 2014);

c. SIMTA Intermodal Terminal Facility - Stage 1 - Response to
Submissions (Hyder Consulting Pty Ltd, September 2015); and

d. The conditions of this consent.

Compliance with these
requirements is verified through
this independent audit process.

A2

In the event of an inconsistency between:

a. the conditions of this approval and any document listed from
condition A1(a) to A1(c) inclusive, the conditions of this approval shall
prevail to the extent of the inconsistency; and

b. any document listed from condition A1(a) to A1(c) inclusive,
and any other document listed from condition A1(a) to A1(c) inclusive,
the most recent document shall prevail to the extent of the
inconsistency.

NOTE

A3

The Applicant shall comply with any reasonable requirement(s) of the
Secretary arising from the Department's assessment of:

a. any reports, plans or correspondence that are submitted in
accordance with this consent; and

b. the implementation of any actions or measures contained
within these documents

CEMP and sub-plans revised in
accordance with comments
provided DPE.

http://simta.com.au/mpe/

Lapsing of approval

Version: Final
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CoC No Condition of Approval Requirement RESPONSIBILITY Comments, observations, discussion Audit Outcome
Evidence, supporting documentation | (See footer for key)
PRINCIPAL | CONTRACTOR c|o | NC |NT
A4 This approval will lapse ten years from the date of this approval unless | X NT NT
works the subject of this approval are physically commenced, on Works Commenced
or before that lapse date.
A5 In the event of a dispute between the Applicant and a public authority, | X NT NT
in relation to this approval, either party may refer the matter to the Neneldentised!
Secretary for resolution. The Secretary's resolution of the matter
shall be binding on the parties.
Legal notices
A6 Any advice or notice to the consent authority shall be served on the X NT NT
Secretary None identified.
A7 The applicant shall ensure that all licences, permits, consents and X X EPBC Act Approval (EPBC C
approvals are obtained and maintained as required throughout the life 2011/6229)
of the development. No condition of this consent removes the Project Approval SSD 6766
obligation of the Applicant to obtain, renew or comply with such . .
019 he App . Py Project Approval - Court decision
licences, permits or approvals. The Applicant shall ensure that a copy update
of this consent and all relevant environmental licences, permits, _p_‘ ) )
consents and approvals are available on the Project Website and Environment Protection Licence
Subject Site at all times during the development EPL 20966
http://simta.com.au/mpe-2/
Approved CEMP and sub-plans
outline applicable legal obligations
and licence, permit, consent and
approval requirements, including:
- Road occupancy licences
under S138 of the Roads
Act 1993
- Permits to manage EECs
under S132C of NPW Act
1974
- Permits for pesticide use
under Agricultural and
Veterinary Chemicals
Code Act 1994
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CoC No Condition of Approval Requirement RESPONSIBILITY Comments, observations, discussion Audit Outcome
Evidence, supporting documentation | (See footer for key)
PRINCIPAL | CONTRACTOR c|o | NC |NT
- Licence for translocation
of threatened species
under the Biodiversity
Conservation Act 2016.
PART B PRIOR TO THE ISSUE OF A CONSTRUCTION CERTIFICATE
Disabled Access
B1 Access for people with disabilities shall be provided for offices and X NT NT
amenities for the development in accordance with the Disability IMEX
Discrimination Act 1992 (Commonwealth).
Prior to the issue of a Construction Certificate, verification of
compliance with this condition from an appropriately qualified person
shall be provided to the Certifying Authority
Compliance with the Building Code of Australia (BCA)
B2 Details shall be provided to the satisfaction of the Certifying Authority, | X Compliance with BCA Codes C
with the application for a Construction Certificate, which demonstrate provided through issues of 2 x
that the proposal complies with the prescribed conditions of approval Construction Certificates issued:
under Clause 98 of the Environmental Planning and Assessment - Site establishment dated
Regulation in relation to the requirements of the Building Code of 16/05/17
Australia (BCA). - Earthworks and structures
dated 07/07/17.
Development Contributions
B3 Prior to the issue of a Construction Certificate, the Applicant shall pay | X Payment made on 15/05/17. C
a monetary levy of $643,027.27 to Liverpool City Council for transport,
drainage, community facilities, administration and professional and
legal fees pursuant to section 94B(2) of the Environmental Planning
and Assessment Act 1979.
Site Layout and Access
B4 The design of the main access gate shall preclude heavy road freight X NT NT
vehicles from using Moorebank Avenue south (no left turn from the IMEX
terminal site onto Moorebank Avenue, and no right turn from
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CoC No Condition of Approval Requirement RESPONSIBILITY Comments, observations, discussion Audit Outcome
(See footer for key)

Evidence, supporting documentation

PRINCIPAL | CONTRACTOR (¢ (o] NC NT

Moorebank Avenue into the terminal site). Detailed plans are to be
submitted to the satisfaction of the Certifying Authority and provided
to the Secretary for information.

B5 The Applicant shall ensure that: X NT NT

a) internal roads, driveways and parking (including grades, turn paths, IMEX
sight distance requirements, aisle widths, aisle lengths and parking
bay dimensions) associated with the Development are constructed
and maintained in accordance with the latest versions of AS 2890.1 —
2004, AS 2890.6-2009 and AS 2890.2 — 2002 for heavy vehicle usage;

b) the swept path of the longest vehicle entering and exiting the
subject site, as well as manoeuvrability through the site, is in
accordance with AUSTROADS;

¢) The layout of the site shall be designed to ensure heavy vehicles
associated with the operation of the intermodal terminal can be
accommodated on site in the event of an incident blocking access to
the M5 Motorway/ Moorebank Avenue to avoid queuing on public
roads.

d) The layout of the site shall be designed to minimise heavy vehicles
reversing are not required to select reverse gear.

e) heavy vehicles and bins associated with the SSD do not park or
stand on local roads or footpaths in the vicinity of the site;

f) all vehicles are wholly contained on site before being required to
stop;

g) all loading and unloading of materials is carried out on site; and

h) the proposed turning areas in the car park are kept clear of any
obstacles, including parked cars, at all times.

Detailed plans demonstrating compliance with a)-h) shall be prepared
in consultation with RMS and to the satisfaction of the Certifying
Authority.

B6 The Applicant shall include provision for emergency access to the site. | X As per PCCR: Information provided | C
Plans demonstrating compliance shall be submitted to the satisfaction to Certifying Authority and
approval provided on 13/6/17.
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CoC No

Condition of Approval Requirement

RESPONSIBILITY

PRINCIPAL | CONTRACTOR

Comments, observations, discussion

Evidence, supporting documentation

Audit Outcome
(See footer for key)

C

o

NC

NT

of the Certifying Authority and provided to the Secretary for
information.

Forwarded to DPE for information
via email on 15/5/17.

Access points defined in the
CTAMP Appendix F

Lighting Plan

B7

A detailed plan prepared by a suitably qualified lighting engineer must
be submitted to the Certifying Authority for approval prior the issue of
a Construction Certificate, and include, but not be limited to:

a) Adequate lighting of pedestrian thoroughfares;

b) All lighting in public domain areas is to comply with the relevant
Council requirements and Australian Standard AS1158 for Street
Lighting Applications;

¢) The lighting plan should include lighting designs, supported by
luminance calculations and luminance plots, and is to be of a high
standard and Energy Australia compatible; and

All outdoor lighting (excluding street lighting) shall comply with,
where relevant, AS/NZ1158.3: 1999 Pedestrian Area (Category P)
Lighting and AS4282: 1997 Control of the Obtrusive Effects of Outdoor
Lighting.

NT
IMEX

NT

Public Transport

B8

The SSD shall be designed to ensure a bus stop on Moorebank
Avenue (including direct pedestrian access from the terminal site to
the bus stop), and associated turnaround facility suitable for a 14.5
metre long non-rear steer bus is not precluded.

NT
IMEX

NT

PART C PRIOR TO CONSTRUCTION

Commencement of Works

1

Demolition, excavation, clearing (other than minor clearing),
construction, subdivision or associated activities must not commence
until a Construction Certificate has been issued for the project
pursuant to the Environmental Planning and Assessment Act 1979.

2 x Construction Certificates issued:

- Site establishment dated
16/05/17

- Earthworks and structures
dated 07/07/17.

Demolition

Version: Final

Page 31 of 84


http://simta.com.au/wordpress/wp-content/uploads/2018/02/CEMP/Construction%20Traffic%20and%20Access%20Management%20Plan.pdf

o8

CoC No Condition of Approval Requirement RESPONSIBILITY Comments, observations, discussion Audit Outcome
Evidence, supporting documentation | (See footer for key)
PRINCIPAL | CONTRACTOR c|o | NC |NT
Cc2 The Applicant shall ensure that all demolition work is carried out in X NT NT
accordance with Australian Standard AS 2601:2001: The Demolition of IMEX
Structures, or its latest version.
c3 The Applicant shall prepare and implement an Urban Des.ign and X X Conditional approval of UDLP C
Landscape Plan for the project. The Plan shall present an integrated
. . . . granted on 26/07/17. Approval
urban design for the project. The Plan shall include, but not necessarily
be limited to: allows for commencement of
a) final design details of the proposed external materials and finishes; works. UDLP to be further
b) location of existing vegetation and proposed landscaping (including developed and approved by DPE
use of indigenous and endemic species where possible) and design prior to landscaping.
features;
c) strategies for progressive landscaping of other environmental
controls such as erosion and sedimentation controls, drainage and
noise mitigation; and
d) location and design treatments for any associated footpaths and
cyclist elements, and other features such as seating, lighting (in
accordance with AS 4282-1997 Control of the Obtrusive Effect of
Outdoor Lighting), fencing, and signs;
The Plan shall be submitted for the approval of the Secretary prior to
the commencement of permanent built works and/ or landscaping,
unless otherwise agreed by the Secretary.
Compliance Monitoring and Tracking
ca The Applicant shall prepare and.implement.a Compliance_Tracking X X Compliance Tracking Proaram clo
Program, to track compliance with the requirements of this approval. approved by DPE on 04/05/17
The Program shall be submitted to the Secretary for approval prior to PP y '
the commencement of construction and operate for the duration of The Pre-construction compliance
construction. report was approved by DPE on
The Program shall include, but not be limited to: 23/06/17.
a) provision for the notificatign t.o the Secretary prior to the A Bl el A e [ el
commencement of construction;
b) provision for periodic review of the compliance status of the SSD prepared on'8/02/18. IF addresses
against the requirements of this approval; matters pertinent to this condition,
¢) provision for periodic reporting of compliance status to the including the reporting and
Secretary, including but not limited to: rectifying of non-compliances and
() a Pre-Construction Compliance Report prior to the commencement incidents.
of construction,
(iy Six-monthly, or other timing as agreed by the Secretary,
Construction Compliance Reports, for the duration of construction,
Version: Final
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CoC No Condition of Approval Requirement RESPONSIBILITY Comments, observations, discussion Audit Outcome
Evidence, supporting documentation | (See footer for key)
PRINCIPAL | CONTRACTOR c|o | NC |NT

and In accordance with d) an
(i) a Completion Compliance Report within one month of completion independent audit was conducted
ol tie @omElLIEnoT; : o on the 19/12/2017 and 20/06/18.
d) a program for independent environmental auditing in accordance
with AS/NZS ISO 19011:2014 - Guidelines for Auditing Management
Systems; It is noted that CoC D4(f)
e) mechanisms for recording environmental incidents during incorrectly references CoCs C6 and
construction and actions taken in response to those incidents; 7. These dheuld e Cofe
f) provision for reporting environmental incidents to the Secretary E10 and E11
during construction, in accordance with conditions C6 and C7; :
g) procedures for rectifying any non-compliance identified during
environmental auditing, review of compliance or incident
management; and
h) provision for ensuring all employees, contractors and sub-
contractors are aware of, and
i) comply with, the conditions of this approval relevant to their
respective activities.

Contamination

s Prior to the commencement of constrgction of the rail link within the X In the previous audit period it was | C
Glenfield Waste Facility licenced premises, the Applicant shall prepare identified that construction works
an assessment report of the proposed impacts of construction on the aent .
Glenfield Waste Facility licenced premises. ha.d Comm?nc?d in Fhe GWF.
The assessment must address: without satisfying this condition.
a) Targeted intrusive investigations to determine contamination An incident and non-compliance
pathways and to develop mitigation, management and/or remediation report was raised and construction
options based on those investigations; works, as defined in this Project
b) det.alls of the quantity .of landfilled waste to be removed, the Approval, ceased until such time as
location from where it will be removed, the methodology to be this condition is satisfied
utilised and the estimated timeframe for the removal and reburial; ’
¢) proposed measures to mitigate odour impacts on sensitive Non-construction works (such as
receivers, including an undertaking to apply daily cover to any investigative drilling) have
exposed waste in accordance with benchmark technique 33 of the continued with the owners
document Environmental Guidelines: Solid Waste Landfills, NSW EPA consent.
1996;
d) details of impacts on pollution control and monitoring systems
including existing groundwater and landfill gas bores and their
subsequent repair/ replacement;
e) the methodology proposed to ensure that the landfill barrier system
disturbed in the removal process is replaced/ repaired to ensure its

Version: Final

Page 33 of 84




o8

CoC No Condition of Approval Requirement RESPONSIBILITY Comments, observations, discussion Audit Outcome
(See footer for key)

Evidence, supporting documentation

PRINCIPAL | CONTRACTOR C | O | NC | NT

ongoing performance.

The Applicant shall detail matters such as sub grade preparation and
specifications, liner installation/ reinstallation procedures and
construction quality assurance (CQA) procedures;

f) a commitment to providing the EPA with a construction quality
assurance report within 60 days of the completion of the works
referred to in (d) above; and

g) an overview of any access and/or materials/ equipment storage
arrangements with Glenfield Waste Facility in relation to the
construction of the project, and operation and maintenance of the rail
link.

h) details of any other expected or potential impacts to the licensed
area and options for management and mitigation of those impacts
(i.e. leachate management and surface water runoff, potential impacts
on the Georges River during works, dust etc.); and

i) details of and proposed mitigation measures for the long term
management of the rail link (eg. subsidence or gas issues).

The Applicant must provide the assessment report to the EPA for
review and approval at least 6 weeks prior to the commencement of
construction. A copy must also be submitted to the Secretary for
information. No works are permitted to commence within the
Glenfield Waste Facility licenced premises without the EPA's written
approval, unless otherwise agreed by the Secretary.

cé6 The Applicant shall prepare construction design plans for the section X Designs were submitted to the EPA | C
of the rail link within the Glenfield Waste Facility licenced premises in on 2/2/17. EPA advised on 3/2/17
consultation with the EPA, and submit for the approval of the that they did not wish to comment.
Certifying Authority prior to the commencement of construction, Certifying Authority advised on
unless otherwise agreed by the Secretary. A copy must be provided to 11/4/17 that the condition had

the Secretary for information. been satisfied.

c7 The approved works (including any excavation required for X X Sighted: C
remediation) must not occur below 5 metres AHD and lower the water - Section 5 of the ASSMP in
table below Tm AHD on adjacent class 1, 2, 3, 4 lands in accordance Attachment E of Soil and
with the Liverpool Local Environmental Plan 2008. Water Management Plan

shows alignment in
relationto class 1 -4
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CoC No Condition of Approval Requirement RESPONSIBILITY Comments, observations, discussion Audit Outcome
Evidence, supporting documentation | (See footer for key)
PRINCIPAL | CONTRACTOR c | o | Nc |NT
lands and likely impacts.
Filling works (as opposed
to excavation) are
anticipated in proximity to
these lands.
- Excerpt from Table 5 of
the General Arrangement
and Bulk Earthworks
Design Report, confirming
cuttings in the area do
not go below 5m AHD.
cs The subject site is to be. reme;liated in accordance with: X RAP prepared and approved by C
a) The apprqved Remedial Agtlon Plgn; o site auditor on 11/11/17
b) State Environmental Planning Policy No. 55 - Remediation of Land; )
and c) The guidelines in force under the Contaminated Land Remediation not yet undertaken.
Management Act.
Amendments to the approved Remedial Action Plan required as a
result of further site investigations must be approved by the site
auditor, in consultation with the EPA.
Within 3 months after the completion of the remediation works, a
notice of completion, including a validation and/or monitoring report
is to be provided to the Secretary. This notice must be consistent with
State Environmental Planning Policy No. 55 - Remediation of Land.
The validation and/or monitoring report is to be independently
audited and a Site Audit Statement Issued. The audit is to be carried
out by an independent auditor accredited by the EPA. Any conditions
recorded on the Site Audit Statement are to be complied with.
Soil, Water Quality and Hydrology
9 The design of any new stormwater outlets to the Georges River or X Specified in Drainage Design C
Anzac Creek must include scour protection works. Report, Section 6.
c10 Prior to the commencement of construction the Applicant shall X CEMP Appendix D and PCCR state | C
consider the staging of in-water works for the bridge construction that a single causeway has been
across the Georges River to avoid the impact on the migration season designed to be constructed from
of Australian Bass. the eastern embankment of
Version: Final
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CoC No Condition of Approval Requirement RESPONSIBILITY Comments, observations, discussion Audit Outcome
Evidence, supporting documentation | (See footer for key)
PRINCIPAL | CONTRACTOR c|o | NC |NT
Georges River so as to facilitate the
migration of Australian Bass.
C11 Prior to the commencement of the bridge construction works across X CEMP Appendix D and PCCR state C
the Georges River, the Applicant must consider if possible, restricting that a single temporary causeway
the use of the temporary platform to only one, and be designed to is proposed to be constructed from
maintain fish passage. The Applicant must consult with DPI Fisheries the eastern embankment of
with regard to the platform and its design prior to constructing the Georges River, and a 18 metre
platform in the Georges River. channel will be maintained for flow
and to facilitate the movement of
fish beyond the project boundary.
The PSP for Georges River was
consulted on with DPI Fisheries
and this plan contained the
platform and its design as per the
condition.
c12 The Applica.nt i§ to ensure that a dai.Iy visual inspect]on fgr deaq or X Captured in Flora and Fauna C
f:ilst.ressed flsh in the Georges River is undertaken. Fish ghstress is Management Plan
indicated by fish gasping at the water surface, or crowding at the ’
creek's banks. Should dead or distressed fish be observed, all works Bridge works have commenced,
are to cease and DPI Fisheries is to be contacted immediately. Works sighted daily diary 9-14/5/18,
can proceed following approval by DPI Fisheries. including statement on fish kills.
Heritage
C13 Prior to the commencement of construction activities affecting the X NT NT
WWII store buildings, the Applicant shall complete all archival IMEX
recordings. This work shall be undertaken by an experienced heritage
consultant, in accordance with the guidelines issued by the Heritage
Council of NSW. Within 6 months of completing this work, the
Applicant shall submit a report containing archival recordings to the
Secretary, Certifying Authority, the Heritage Council of NSW, Liverpool
Council and the local Historical Society.
C14 Prior to the commencement of construction activities affecting the X NT NT
WWII store buildings, the Applicant shall prepare a Heritage IMEX
Interpretation Strategy, in consultation with the Heritage Division. The
Version: Final
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Evidence, supporting documentation | (See footer for key)
PRINCIPAL | CONTRACTOR c|o | NC |NT
Strategy shall be submitted for the approval of the Secretary with a
copy provided to the Certifying Authority.
c1s Prigr.t'o the commencement of pre-construction a!nd construction X As per the PCCR, a detailed o
activities affecting Aboriginal site MA14, the Applicant shall: Aboriainal Archaeology Salvage
a) develop a detailed salvage strategy, prepared in consultation with original Arc ay g
OEH (Aboriginal heritage) and the Aboriginal stakeholders. The iz had bfeen devgloped in
investigation program shall be prepared to the satisfaction of the consultation with required
Secretary; and stakeholders.
b) undertake any further archaeological excavation works DPE approval granted on the
recommended by the results of the Aboriginal archaeological 9/03/2017.
investigation program.
Within twelve months of completing the above work, unless otherwise Salvage was completed on
agreed by the Secretary, the Applicant shall submit a report containing 28/04/2017. The report presenting
the findings of the excavations, including artefact analysis and information from the undertaking
Aboriginal Site Impacts Recording Forms (ASIR), and the identification of the salvage works and prepared
of final storage location for all Aboriginal objects recovered (testing in consultation with the OEH, was
and salvage), prepared in consultation with the Aboriginal due to DPE on 28/04/2018. On
stakeholders, the OEH (Aboriginal heritage) and to the satisfaction of 28/04/18 SIMTA provided DPE with
the Secretary. a Findings Report, prepared in
Note: where archaeological testing has occurred as part of the consultation with Aboriginal
Environmental Assessment and the results are included in the stakeholders. SIMTA noted that
documents listed in condition A1 the sites tested must still form part consultation with the OEH was still
of the final report prepared under C16(b) ongoing and was expected to be
finalized by 08/05/18. On 14/05/18
OEH wrote to SIMTA to advise that
they apologized for the delay and
that they had no comments on the
report. On the same day SIMTA
submitted to documents to DPE.
Utilities and Services
c16 Utilities, s.ervices and other infrastrugture .p.otenti‘ally affected by. X X Section 6 of the Services & Utilities | €
construction and operation shall be identified prior to construction to Desian R t outlines
determine requirements for access to, diversion, protection, and/or esign Report outl -
support. Consultation with the relevant owner and/or provider of requ'lrement.s to engage utility and
services that are likely to be affected by the construction shall be service providers in accordance
undertaken to make suitable arrangements for access to, diversion, with this condition.
protection, and/or support of the affected infrastructure as required.
Version: Final
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PRINCIPAL | CONTRACTOR c|o | Nc |NT
The cost of any such arrangements shall be borne by the Applicant, or As a result, consultation with
as otherwise agreed between the parties. relevant land and asset owner or
service provider was undertaken
during detailed design to
determine appropriate upgrades to
the existing infrastructure. Access
requirements and further
engagement with owners and
providers will be undertaken
during construction phase of the
project.
Pre-Construction Dilapidation Report
c17 The Applicant. shaII. engage a suitably q'ualified person to prepare a X The PCCR states that dilapidation C
pre-construction dilapidation report prior to the commencement of
. . . - . surveys have been undertaken by
construction. This report to ascertain the structural condition of: CPB. Th ) db
a) local public roads likely to be used by the project's construction - 'Ne reports were approved by
traffic identified in the Construction Traffic and Access Management the PCA on 11/04/2017.
Sub-plan required under condition E35(a). The reports were submitted to
b) local public roads, cycle ways, footpaths and other utilities identified RMS, the Secretary, LCC and CCC
in the Construction Traffic and Access Management Sub-Plan required on 16/5/17.
under condition E35(a). . )
h hal ) b isfacti  th i Construction Traffic and Access
The report shall be supmltted to the satisfaction of the Certl.ylng Management Sub-Plan
Authority and a copy is to be forwarded to Campbelltown City ] .
Council, Liverpool City Council, RMS and the Secretary. Pre—constructloh dilapidation
report — Cambridge Ave and
Causeway Glenfield
Pre-construction dilapidation
report — Moorebank Ave Glenfield
Pre-construction dilapidation
report — Cambridge Ave Glenfield
Pre-construction dilapidation
report — roundabout and roadways
Glenfield
Cc18 The Applicant shall undertake road pavement deflection testing of the | X Road Pavement Deflecting Testing | C
construction truck routes at 20 metre intervals along all wheel paths Report completed April 2017, data
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http://simta.com.au/wordpress/wp-content/uploads/2017/05/Construction-Traffic-and-Access-Management-Plan.pdf
http://simta.com.au/wordpress/wp-content/uploads/2017/05/Construction-Traffic-and-Access-Management-Plan.pdf
http://simta.com.au/wordpress/wp-content/uploads/2017/03/Dilapidation-Report_6144-2-Cambridge-Avenue-and-Causeway.pdf
http://simta.com.au/wordpress/wp-content/uploads/2017/03/Dilapidation-Report_6144-2-Cambridge-Avenue-and-Causeway.pdf
http://simta.com.au/wordpress/wp-content/uploads/2017/03/Dilapidation-Report_6144-2-Cambridge-Avenue-and-Causeway.pdf
http://simta.com.au/wordpress/wp-content/uploads/2017/08/Dilapidation_Report_6144-1_Moorebank_Avenue.pdf
http://simta.com.au/wordpress/wp-content/uploads/2017/08/Dilapidation_Report_6144-1_Moorebank_Avenue.pdf
http://simta.com.au/wordpress/wp-content/uploads/2017/08/Dilapidation_Report_6144-3_Cambridge_Avenue.pdf
http://simta.com.au/wordpress/wp-content/uploads/2017/08/Dilapidation_Report_6144-3_Cambridge_Avenue.pdf
http://simta.com.au/wordpress/wp-content/uploads/2017/08/Dilapidation_Report_6144-4%20Roundabout_and_Roadways.pdf
http://simta.com.au/wordpress/wp-content/uploads/2017/08/Dilapidation_Report_6144-4%20Roundabout_and_Roadways.pdf
http://simta.com.au/wordpress/wp-content/uploads/2017/08/Dilapidation_Report_6144-4%20Roundabout_and_Roadways.pdf
http://simta.com.au/wordpress/wp-content/uploads/2017/08/Stage-1-Road-deflection-testing-CoA-C18.pdf
http://simta.com.au/wordpress/wp-content/uploads/2017/08/Stage-1-Road-deflection-testing-CoA-C18.pdf
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CoC No Condition of Approval Requirement RESPONSIBILITY Comments, observations, discussion Audit Outcome
Evidence, supporting documentation | (See footer for key)
PRINCIPAL | CONTRACTOR c | o | Nc |NT
where feasible and reasonable to the extent required by Condition E35 plots show deflection testing
(a), prior to commencement of construction. intervals.
c19 The Applicant shall ensure that the constructio.n gnd operation of the X X This commitment is outlined in the | €
proposed development will not prevent the existing use of . .
. approved Construction Traffic and
Moorebank Avenue as a public road to a standard commensurate to A M -
its current use prior to the development. ccess Management Plan.
Note: temporary closures or part closures and changes to the Sighted Mogrepank Ave TCP for
operation of Moorebank Avenue may occur for limited periods during Boom and Lighting dated
construction as detailed in the Construction Traffic Management Plan 18/01/18.
Biodiversity
C20 The Applicant shall ensure the width of the rail link corridor is no X Section 7 of both the Georges C
greater than 20 metres in the Riparian corridor of the Georges River River Bridge Design Report and
and Anzac Creek. Anzac Creek Culvert Design report
outlined all environmental
considerations relating to the
project and requirements for
design consideration including this
condition.
This is supported by
correspondence sighted, between
environment and design teams
dated 29/09/17.
C21 The Georges River Bridge shall be designed to ensure fauna X Georges River Bridge Design and C
movement within the riparian corridor is maintained. The bridge shall PSP for Georges River Bridge were
be designed in consultation with DPI Water and approved by the both consulted on with DPI Water.
Certifying Authority. A copy of the final design shall be submitted to The Certifying Authority advised on
the Secretary for information and made available on the Project 29/3/17 that the condition had
Website. been satisfied.
The design was submitted to DPE
for information on 6/4/17.
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http://simta.com.au/wordpress/wp-content/uploads/2017/05/Construction-Traffic-and-Access-Management-Plan.pdf
http://simta.com.au/wordpress/wp-content/uploads/2017/05/Construction-Traffic-and-Access-Management-Plan.pdf
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PRINCIPAL | CONTRACTOR c | o | Nc |NT
22 The Applicant shall prepare anq implement a 'Threatened Dragonfly X DPI Fisheries approved the C
Species Survey Plan' to determine the presence or absence of Threatened Dragonfly Species
threatened dragonfly species listed under the Fisheries Management gontly 5p
Act 1994 on the Georges River, adjacent to the development site. The Survey Plan on 10/10/16.
plan, including survey methodology, shall be prepared in consultation Section 7.2 of the Flora and Fauna
with DPI Fisheries prior to the commencement of construction. Management Plan states that a
On implementing the plan, the survey results are to be forwarded survey was conducted in
onto DPI Fisheries. Should threatened dragonfly species be found at consultation with DPI Fisheries. No
this site, DPI Fisheries should be contacted to agree on possible threatened dragonfly species, listed
mitigation measures to avoid impacts in accordance with NSW DPI under the Fisheries Management
Policy and Guidelines for Fish Habitat Conservation and Management Act 1994, were found and there
(2013). was no evidence of suitable
habitat.
If endangered species discovered
during construction, DPI Fisheries
will be contacted and stop work
protocols will be followed per the
Unexpected Species Finds
Procedure. The procedure, outlined
in Section 9.2 of the Flora and
Fauna Management Plan, includes
contact and mitigation
requirements.
Transport and Access
23 Prior to the commencement of clearing with.in thg railway corridor X X Sighted DPE approval of Hibbertia | €
between the southern boundary of the terminal site and the eastern Species Survey Plan dated
side of the approved Moorebank Avenue Bridge, the Applicant must pecies survey '
prepare and implement a Hibbertia Species Survey Plan to determine 08/06/18.
the number of individual plants of each Hibbertia species present
within the corridor and confirm that the required quantum of
biodiversity offset credits needed to provide an offset for the surveyed
number of individual plants of each Hibbertia species can be achieved.
The survey plan, including the survey method, must be prepared in
consultation with OEH to the satisfaction of the Secretary. Results of
the survey must be included in the Biodiversity Offset Package
required by C23A.
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http://simta.com.au/wordpress/wp-content/uploads/2017/05/Construction-Flora-and-Fauna-Management-Plan.pdf
http://simta.com.au/wordpress/wp-content/uploads/2017/05/Construction-Flora-and-Fauna-Management-Plan.pdf
http://simta.com.au/wordpress/wp-content/uploads/2017/05/Construction-Flora-and-Fauna-Management-Plan.pdf
http://simta.com.au/wordpress/wp-content/uploads/2017/05/Construction-Flora-and-Fauna-Management-Plan.pdf
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C23A

Prior to the commencement of clearing within the railway corridor
between the southern boundary of the terminal site and the eastern
side of the approved Moorebank Avenue Bridge, the Applicant shall
develop and implement a Biodiversity Offset Package to the
satisfaction of the Secretary. The Package shall detail how the
ecological values lost as a result of the SSD will be offset. The Package
shall be consistent with the NSW Biodiversity Offsets Policy for Major
Projects (OEH 2014), unless otherwise agreed by the Secretary.

The Package shall include, but not necessarily be limited to:

(a) the identification of the extent and types of habitat that would be
lost or degraded as a result of the final design of the SSD;

(b) the objectives and biodiversity outcomes to be achieved;

() the final suite of the biodiversity offset measures selected and
secured in consultation with OEH;

(d) the management and monitoring requirements for compensatory
habitat works and other biodiversity offset measures proposed to
ensure the outcomes of the package are achieved, including:

(e) the monitoring of the condition of species and ecological
communities at offset (including translocation) locations;

(f) the method for the monitoring program(s), including the number
and location of offset monitoring sites, a