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1 INTRODUCTION 

The Sydney Intermodal Terminal Alliance (SIMTA) received approval for the construction and 

operation of Stage 1 of the Moorebank Precinct East (MPE) Project, comprising an Intermodal (IMT) 

Facility including a rail link (Package 1) and Import Export (IMEX) Terminal (Package 2) on 12 

December 2016 (SSD 6766). The construction and operation of the MPE Stage 1 Project was subject 

to an appeal in September 2017 (Appeal Number 2017/00081889). The approval was upheld and the 

revised Conditions of Consent (CoC) were released on 13 March 2018.  

This Construction Soil and Water Management Plan (CSWMP) has been developed to manage 

impacts associated with erosion and sediment control, surface water quality, site wastewater, 

potential water contamination, groundwater and flooding issues during the construction of Package 2 

of the MPE Stage 1 Project (hereafter referred to as the Project).  

Within this plan, a strategy has been established to demonstrate the contractor’s approach to the 

management of soil and water. The CSWMP also accounts for requirements of the MPE Stage 1 

Project Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) [Appendix P – SIMTA Stage 1 – Stormwater and 

Flooding Environmental Impact Assessment, and Appendix E – SIMTA Stage 1 – Stormwater and 

flooding supplementary response material]. 

This CSWMP addresses the relevant requirements of the Project Approvals, including the EIS, 

Submissions Report and Minister’s Conditions of Consent (CoC), and all applicable guidelines and 

standards specific to the management of soil and water during construction of the Project.  

1.1 Background and Scope 

The MPE Project site is located approximately 27 kilometres (km) south-west of the Sydney Central 

Business District (CBD) and approximately 26 km west of Port Botany and includes the former 

Defence National Storage and Distribution Centre (DNSDC) site.  

The MPE Project involves the development of an intermodal facility, including warehouse and 

distribution facilities, freight village (ancillary site and operational services), stormwater, rail link, 

landscaping, servicing and associated works on the eastern side of Moorebank Avenue, Moorebank. 

It is to be developed in three key stages:  

• Stage 1 - Construction of the IMT  

• Stage 2 - Construction of warehouse and distribution facilities  

• Stage 3 - Extension of the IMT and completion of warehouse and distribution facilities.  

Stage 1 of the MPE Project comprises, and would be constructed across, two packages: 

• Package 1: The Rail Link (not included within this CSWMP) includes a connection to the IMT 

facility, and traverses across Moorebank Avenue, Anzac Creek and Georges River prior to 

connecting to the Southern Sydney Freight Line (SSFL).  

• Package 2 (Figure 1): The IMEX (subject of this CSWMP) includes the following key components: 

– Truck processing, holding and loading areas - entrance and exit from Moorebank Avenue 

– Rail loading and container storage areas – installation of four rail sidings with adjacent 
container storage area serviced by manual handling equipment initially and overhead gantry 
cranes progressively  

– Administration facility and associated car parking- light vehicle access from Moorebank Avenue 

• Removal of the Disused Rail Spur (DURS) and rehabilitation of the land containing the DURS as 

required by CoC C23B of the MPE Stage 1 Consent (as amended by the court decision on 13 

March 2018). 

The layout of the IMEX facility generally comprises operational areas, an administration area, rail 

sidings, utilities and drainage infrastructure, landscaping and signage. The operational areas of the 

IMEX facility consist of the primary and secondary container loading / unloading areas and container 
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storage areas, and the truck holding area. Within these areas containers would be stacked up to five 

high.  

1.1.1 Removal of Disused Rail Spur 

As a result of the NSW Land and Environment Court Order of 13 March 2018, the MPE Stage 1 

Consent was amended to include the removal of the DURS as CoC 23B.The DURS removal works 

involve the removal of the DURS and associated infrastructure, followed by the remediation and 

rehabilitation of the DURS footprint. Remediation of the site will be covered by the existing “Boot 

Land” Environmental Management Plan (EMP) prepared by GHD and dated May 2016. This EMP 

includes procedures for managing unexpected finds, water and sediment monitoring, reporting and 

record keeping. 

 

Management measures in this CSWMP are considered appropriate to manage the DURS 

construction activities. 

1.1.2 Environmental Planning Approval 

The MPE Stage 1 Project has been assessed by the Department of Planning and Environment 

(DP&E) under Division 4.7 (Division 4.1 prior to March 2018) of the Environmental Planning and 

Assessment Act 1979 (EP&A Act) as State Significant Development (SSD). The Planning 

Assessment Commission (PAC) granted Approval for the MPE Stage 1 Project on 12 December 2016 

and is subject to the Minister’s Conditions of Consent (CoC, 18 December 2016 (ref SSD-6766)). The 

MPE Stage 1 Project, its impacts, consultation and mitigation were documented in the following suite 

of documents: 

• State Significant Development Application SSD 6766 (as amended in the Land and Environment 

Court 13 March 2018) 

• SIMTA Intermodal Terminal Facility – Stage 1 – Environmental Impact Statement (Hyder 

Consulting Pty Ltd, May 2014) 

• SIMTA Intermodal Terminal Facility – Stage 1 – Response to Submissions (Hyder Consulting Pty 

Ltd, September 2015) 

• SIMTA Intermodal Terminal Facility- Stage 1 – Stormwater and Flooding Environmental Impact 

Assessment, Hyder Consulting Pty Ltd, dated April 2015. 

• SIMTA Intermodal Terminal Facility- Stage 1 – Response to Submissions – Stormwater and 

Flooding Supplementary Material, Hyder Consulting Pty Ltd, dated September 2015 

Table 1 demonstrates compliance with the relevant CoCs for the works, including CoC E34 which 

requires the Plan to be prepared, consulted and approved.  
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Figure 1 MPE Stage 1, Package 1 Construction Footprint  
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2 ENVIRONMENTAL OBLIGATIONS 

2.1 Legislation  

Key legislation relevant to this Plan includes:  

• Protection of the Environment Operations Act 1997  

• Environmental Planning and Assessment Act 1979 

• Environmental Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999  

• Contaminated Land Management Act, 1997  

• Dangerous Goods (Road and Rail Transport) Act 2008 

• Dangerous Goods (Road and Rail Transport) Regulation 2014 

• Water Management Act, 2000.  

A key legislative requirement applicable to construction soil and water management is Section 120 of 

the Protection of the Environment Operations Act 1997 which relates to pollution of waters and the 

need to implement all reasonable and feasible measures to minimise the risk of pollution of waters.  

Part 5.7 of the Act requires that a pollution incident causing or threatening material harm to the 

environment to be notified to EPA and other relevant authorities as outlined in the CEMP.  Material 

harm constitutes actual or potential harm to the health or safety of humans and/or ecosystems that is 

not trivial, or results in actual or potential loss or property damage of amounts in excess of $10,000 in 

total. 

An Environmental Protection Licence (EPL) (No 21054) was issued by the EPA on 4 June 2018 with a 

further variation issued on 18 April 2019 to capture cut and fill earthworks occurring on the MPE 

Stage 2 Project Site and additional considerations observed during a site inspection on the 23 

November 2018.  

The licence applies to the Moorebank Precinct (excluding the MPE Stage 1 Rail Access Land 

Package (RALP) which has a separate EPL licence (No. 20966) and authorises > 100,000 – 500,000 

tonnes crushing, grinding or separating processing capacity per annum and > 500,000 – 2,000,000 

tonnes extraction, processing or storage capacity per annum. The licence applies to all other activities 

carried on at the premises, including road construction, bulk earthworks ‘cut and fill’ and importing fill. 

Specific requirements for EPL 21054 are addressed in Table 5 and Section 4.2 of the CEMP. 

2.2 Project Approval Conditions  

Tables 1-6 demonstrate compliance with the relevant CoCs for the works.  

2.3 Guidelines  

Additional guidelines and standards relating to the management of soil, stormwater and flooding 

include: 

• NSW Landcom publication Managing Urban Stormwater - Soils and Construction Edition 4 March 

2004 (Blue Book) 

• Guidelines on the Duty to Report Contamination under the Contaminated Land Management Act 

1997 (DECC 2015) 

• Australian and New Zealand Guidelines for Fresh and Marine Water Quality (ANZECC 2000) 

• Guideline for the Preparation of Environmental Management Plans (DIPNR, 2004) 

• Australian Rainfall and Runoff – Volume 1 (2001), Engineers Australia 

• NSW EPA Best Practice Note: Land farming (2014). 

• AS 1940-2004 The Storage and Handling of Flammable and Combustible Liquids 

• Australian Dangerous Goods Code Edition 7.4 

• State Environment Planning Policy 55 
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a depth of up to 11m.  The deeper aquifer was observed to be more saline than the shallow aquifer 

perhaps as a result of local recharge.    

Groundwater systems have been reported as impacted by various activities across the site.  In 

particular, groundwater within the vicinity of the UPSS has significant light non-aqueous phase liquid 

(LNAPL) above. 

Other than the LNAPL contamination, groundwater samples analysed by JBS&G (2015b) on the 

Project site and within the Rail link were below the limit of recognition for all analytes, with the 

exception of several samples that had heavy metal concentrations above the ecological investigation 

level.  However, the heavy metal concentrations in the samples were considered to be representative 

of background concentrations in groundwater in urban areas of Sydney. 

3.7 Acid Sulfate Soils 

Given that regional trends indicate an extremely low to low likelihood of ASS and site investigations 

reviewed to date have not identified ASS the overall risk of ASS occurring on site is considered to be 

negligible. 
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Existing contamination includes:  

• LNAPL on groundwater related to the former refuelling facility; 

• asbestos in soil;  

• heavy metals in soil and groundwater; and  

• a range of contaminants associated with remaining site structures (e.g.: asbestos, lead, PCB).  

Mobilisation of identified contamination and potentially contaminated building materials during the 

Project construction is identified as a risk.  It is noted that potential impacts associated with heavy 

metal contamination identified on the site are limited to ecological receptors and are unlikely to occur 

under current or future land use.  Potential mobilisation of heavy metals and subsequent exposure to 

ecological receptors during the Project construction is however identified as a risk.    

Potential contamination that may be directly generated through construction activities include 

hydrocarbon leaks or spills from equipment during construction, unintentional chemical spills, 

refuelling incidents, pH and salinity impacts associated with demolished concrete, and generation of 

dust.  Mobilisation of contaminants generated during construction through stormwater runoff or 

infiltration to groundwater, distribution within site soils and as windblown dust are identified as project 

risks.   

4.3 Water Quality 

Potential impacts associated with quality of water discharging off site are primarily associated with a 

potential increase in sediment entrainment that will result following removal of hardstand and during 

earthworks.  Secondary impacts identified include potential mobilisation of contaminants as discussed 

in Section 4.2.   

4.4 Flooding 

The Project construction works, in particular demolition and earthworks components will impact 

existing stormwater management provisions.  An associated risk has been identified for increased 

potential of adverse flood impacts on neighbouring property.  Further, the EIS identifies impacts 

associated with probable maximum flood (PMF) events should be considered to inform evacuation 

and refuge requirements during the Project construction.  The post-development flows are provided in 

Appendix A. 

4.5 Groundwater 

Identified potential impacts to groundwater during the Project construction relate to contamination 

described in Section 4.2 above.  The likelihood of groundwater impacts is expected to relate to the 

degree and extent of contamination and the amount of surface water infiltration that occurs.  Risks 

associated with potential groundwater impacts include an increase in the degree of contamination on 

site, migration of contamination in groundwater off site and pollution of proximate surface water 

receptors through groundwater migration.  

Disturbance of groundwater during the Project works is not predicted except during remediation of 

hydrocarbon impacts associated with the refuelling facility.  It is noted that in the event of identifying 

the potential for these works to intersect the groundwater table, a report detailing the results of further 

investigations into surface water, groundwater and geotechnical issues will be prepared in 

consultation with the EPA and NOW and submitted to the Secretary prior to these potentially 

impacting works commencing.  This report would include identification of relevant licencing 

requirements or other approvals under the Water Act 1912 and/or Water Management Act 2000 and 

consideration of impacts against the NSW Aquifer Interference Policy. If contaminated groundwater is 

intersected by the construction works and dewatering is required, the requirements set in section 4.2 

above prevail. 
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5 MANAGEMENT MEASURES 

This Section describes the overall approach and principles associated with managing and mitigating 

soil, stormwater and flooding risks during the Project. 

The management measures prescribed for the Project construction herein are based on the mitigation 

measures presented in the EIS, Commonwealth conditions of approval of the EIS and the Minister’s 

Conditions of Consent (CoC), the Moorebank Precinct Environmental Protection Licence (EPL 21054) 

as well as applicable industry guidelines. 

5.1 Key Soil and Water Management Tools 

The hierarchy of management documentation used for the implementation of the mitigation measures 

on each site are as follows: 

4. Construction Soil and Water Management Plan (CSWMP) – this Plan – key guidance document 

from which the practical site-based management tools are developed 

5. Environmental Controls Map (ECM) – plan/map based tool specific to site/work area and includes 

the location of existing waterways, environmental protection measures, monitoring requirements, 

environmentally/community sensitive areas, etc. 

6. Erosion and Sedimentation Control Plans (ESCPs) – A site-specific ESCP developed to ensure 

conformance with the Blue Book and POEO Act requirements. Consisting of the initial Primary 

ESCP prior to construction followed by Progressive ESCPs (PESCPs) to reflect changing nature of 

the site as works progress. The ESCPs would include the location of existing drainage 

infrastructure in proximity to the works and associated controls to be installed. 

5.2 Management Principles 

The following points have been identified as the key techniques to control water quality on the project. 

These points collectively fulfil the principles of sound soil conservation practice. In selecting 

appropriate control structures care must be taken so that their use does not exceed design limitations. 

Where exceedance of design limitations cannot be avoided detailed design of the structure will be 

required. 

The guiding principles for erosion and sediment control within the Blue Book will be adopted in the 

SWMP and when planning construction works as follows:  

 

• Priority should be given to management practices that minimise erosion, rather than to those that 

capture sediment downslope or at the catchment outlet 

• Minimise the area of soil disturbed and exposed to erosion at any one time 

• Divert clean water around the construction site or control the flow of clean water at non-erodible 

velocities through the construction site 

• Provision of boundary treatments around the perimeter of construction areas to minimise the 

migration of sediment offsite 

• Permanent or temporary drainage works will be installed as early as practical in the construction 

program to minimise uncontrolled drainage and associated erosion, including the onsite detention 

(OSD) and flood conveyance works 

• Stockpiles will be located away from flow paths on appropriate impermeable surfaces, to minimise 

potential sediment transportation (refer Figure 2 below). Where practicable, stockpiles will be 

stabilised if in place for more than ten days and will be formed with sediment filters in place 

immediately downslope. 

• Existing catchments and sub-catchment boundaries will be maintained as far as practicable 

• Site imperviousness and grades should be limited to the extent of existing imperviousness and 

grades under existing development conditions 

• Rehabilitate disturbed lands as soon as practicable 
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• The wheels of all vehicles will be cleaned prior to exiting the construction site where excavation 

occurs to prevent the tracking of mud. Where this is not practical, or excessive soil transfer occurs 

onto paved areas, street cleaning will be undertaken when necessary 

• Inspection of all permanent and temporary erosion and sedimentation control works prior to and 

post rainfall events and prior to closure of the construction site 

• Erosion and sediment control structures to be cleaned repaired and augmented as required. 

The key measures associated with sediment and erosion control will include: 

• Any additional construction areas, such as site offices and stockpile locations will be located, 

where possible, within existing cleared or disturbed areas. 

Check the operation of all project-related sediment and erosion controls at least once per day during 

operational hours, to help identify potential water pollution risks.  A Preliminary Erosion and Sediment 

Control Plan has been developed and presented in Appendix C.  
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Figure 2 MPE Stage 1, Proposed stockpile locations 
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5.3 Emergency Spill Response 

In the event of a spill incident, the emergency spill response procedure below will be implemented.  

Emergency spill clean-up kits will be maintained on-site in agreed locations that are accessible and 

known to all site workers. Spill kits will be used in the event of inadvertent spills of fuels, oils, hydraulic 

fluids and other hazardous wastes, to contain the spill and avoid contamination of waters.  Workers 

will be trained in the use of spill kits.  Contaminated soils shall be excavated and disposed by means 

to be authorised by the Site Superintendent.  Contamination mitigation and management measures 

are further outlined in Table 11, SW14.  

 

Figure 3 Emergency Spill Response Procedure 
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5.4 Controls 

The Table 11 outlines controls/mitigation measures that will be implemented during construction.  
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Water Quality Monitoring will take place in locations identified in 
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Figure 4 Water Quality Monitoring Locations  
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Figure 5 Water discharge points  
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6.4 Enquiries, Complaints and Incident Management 

Enquiries, complaints and incident management will be undertaken as per the CEMP, including those 

related to soil and water management. 

Accordingly, in the case of an incident resulting in contamination of water (e.g. fuel spill) or 

contaminated / turbid water being discharged from the site, the incident management response 

procedures provided in the CEMP will be implemented.  In all cases, the situation will be assessed 

and if safe to proceed, measures implemented to stop or slow down the released of contaminated 

material from the site.  The Project Construction Manager and Environmental Manager will be 

informed and all necessary stakeholders informed as per the incident management process in the 

CEMP. 

There is a duty to notify 'relevant authorities' as specified in section 148(8) of the POEO Act (the EPA, 

local authority, Ministry of Health, SafeWork NSW and Fire and Rescue NSW) of pollution incidents 

where material harm to the environment is caused or threatened. 

6.5 Non-compliances, Non-conformance and Actions 

It is the responsibility of all site personnel to report non-compliances and non-conformances to the 

Site Supervisor and/or the Contractor’s EM. 

Non-compliances, non-conformances and corrective and preventative actions will be managed in 

accordance with Section 9.2.1 of the CEMP. 

6.6 Review and Improvement 

Continuous improvement of this plan will be achieved by the ongoing evaluation of environmental 

management performance against regulatory environmental policies, legislative requirements, 

SIMTA’s Environmental Policy, Project objectives and targets for identifying opportunities for 

improvement.  

The continuous improvement process is designed to:  

• Identify areas of opportunity for improvement of environmental management and performance.  

• Determine the cause or causes of non-conformances, non-compliances and deficiencies. 

• Develop and implement a plan of corrective and preventative action to address any non-

conformances, non-compliances and deficiencies  

• Verify the effectiveness of the corrective and preventative actions.  

• Document any changes in procedures resulting from process improvement.  

• Make comparisons with objectives and targets.  

Any revisions to the CSWMP will be in accordance with the process outlined in Section 1.6 of the 

CEMP. A copy of the updated plan and changes will be distributed to all relevant stakeholders in 

accordance with the approved document control procedure. 

This plan will be reviewed annually as a minimum but may be updated more regularly depending on 

process changes and refinements. 

 

 



 
 

 

 

 

Additional Figures:  1 - 5 

 



 
 

 

 

 

Erosion Hazard Assessment 

 

  



 
 

 

 

Revised Universal Soil Loss Equation 

The Revised Universal Soil Loss Equation (RUSLE) is designed to predict the long term, average, 

annual soil loss from sheet and rill flow at nominated sites under specified management conditions.  It 

is used to estimate sediment flux to sediment basins, where these are used on high erosion hazard 

lands.  Additional information can be found in Appendix A of the “Blue Book” (Landcom, 2004). 

The equation is represented by: 

A = R K LS P C  

where,  

A = computed soil loss (tonnes/ha/year) 

R = rainfall erosivity factor 

K = soil erodibility factor 

LS = slope length/gradient factor 

P = erosion control practice factor 

C = ground cover and management factor. 

R-Factor 

The rainfall erosivity factor, R, is a measure of the ability of rainfall to cause erosion.  It is the product of 

two components: total energy (E) and maximum 30 minute intensity for each storm (I30).  Rosewell and 

Turner (1992) identified a strong correlation between the R-factor and the 2-year ARI, 6-hour storm 

event (denoted S, equals 10.8 mm/hour at Liverpool, refer attached Intensity Frequency Duration (IFD) 

table and further information regarding IFD below) and proposed the following equation: 

R = 164.74 (1.1177)S S0.6444 

Using the above, at Liverpool R = 2530. 

K-Factor 

The soil erodibility factor, K, is a measure of the susceptibility of soil particles to detachment and 

transport by rainfall and runoff.  Texture is the principle component affecting K, but structure, organic 

matter and permeability also contribute.  In the RUSLE, it is a quantitative value that is normally 

experimentally determined. 

A K-factor of 0.048 was obtained from Table C19 of Landcom (2004).  The Soil Landscapes of the 

Penrith 1:100,000 Sheet (Bannerman and Hazleton, 1990) mapping identified that the landscape 

affected by the Project works is Berkshire Park (bp), with Table C19 detailing that the C-factor for this 

soil landscape is 0.048.  This has been used to account for the fill materials likely to be encountered on 

the site as well, given that a typical conservative value is 0.05.   

LS-Factor 

The slope length-gradient factor, LS, describes the combined effect of slope length and slope gradient 

on soil loss.  It is the ratio of soil loss per unit area at any particular site to the corresponding loss from 

a specific experimental plot of known length and gradient.  The LS factor can be read from Table Al in 

the "Blue Book").  It should be noted that an increase in slope gradient has a proportionately greater 

effect on LS, compared with an increase in slope length.   

The maximum slope length will be maintained at 80 - 100m and slope gradients would be typically in 

the range of 2%.  For a slope length of 80 – 100m and gradient of 2-3%, the LS factor is approximately 

0.44 - 0.65. 

P-Factor 

The erosion control practice factor, P, is the ratio of soil loss with a nominated surface condition ploughed 

up and down the slope.  It is reduced by practices that reduce both the velocity of runoff and the tendency 

of runoff to flow directly downhill.  At construction sites, it reflects the roughening or smoothing of the 



 
 

 

 

soil surface by machinery.  The P-factor that shall be used for this project is 1.3, the worst case scenario 

and value that is normally assigned to compacted construction sites. 

C-Factor 

The cover factor, C, is the ratio of soil loss from land under specified crop or mulch conditions to the 

corresponding loss from continuously tilled, bare soil.  The most effective method of reducing the C-

factor is maintenance, or formation of a good ground cover.  The best practices are those that reduce 

both the soil exposed to raindrop impact and the erosive effects of runoff.  The C-factor assigned for the 

site operations is 1.0, typical of that for bare, compacted soil.  Table A3 in the “Blue Book” (Edition 4) 

provides estimated C-factors for various cover types and is useful in selecting covers for rehabilitating 

or providing temporary protection to disturbed land.   

Soil Loss Calculation Summary 

The erosion hazard assessment is provided in the Table below.  Total soil loss of greater than 150 

tonnes/hectare/year is considered the trigger to warrant installation of a sediment basin.  This trigger 

was not exceeded in any of the disturbed catchments.  The alternative controls besides a Basin (Type 

1 control) are type 2 and type 3 controls.  These include the measures outlined in the report such as 

sediment fence, rock check dams, vegetative buffers, sandbags and sediment socks.  In areas that are 

greater than 2500m² soil loss of less than 75tonnes/hectare/year can be effectively managed by the 

lowest form of control, a type 3 control (the predominant form of type 3 control to be used for sediment 

control in this ESCP is sediment fence).  The soil loss from the western fil area and the adjacent 

storage/laydown area is 70tonnes/hectare/year.  The eastern disturbance area where material will be 

cut from has a soil loss of 103tonnes/hectare/year.  With the implementation of a contour bund to halve 

the slope length in this location, the annual soil loss decreases to 74tonnes/hectare/year.  This is shown 

in the furthest right column of the table below.  The cutting to take place in this area will ultimately level 

the area, thus the slope will be continually decreasing (and thus the annual soil loss will also be 

decreasing) as the works progress.  With the implementation of the contour bund and the eventually 

levelling of the cut area, the annual soil loss from the disturbed catchments is less than 

75tonnes/hectare/year, thus justifying sediment fence to be the primary control method across the site.   

Further inputs – Intensity Frequency Duration (IFD) Data 

Site hydrological data was obtained from an intensity-frequency-duration (IFD) table developed for the 

site using the process outlined in Australian Rainfall and Runoff (Pilgrim, 1987).  The Bureau of 

Meteorology’s web-based IFD application was used to develop the table (found at 

http://www.bom.gov.au/hydro/has/cdirswebx/cdirswebx.shtml).  A copy of the IFD table is provided 

below. 



 
 

 

 

 

Erosion and Sediment Control Plan 



 
 

 

 

 



 
 

 

 

 

Landcom “Blue Book” Standard Drawings 

 

Landcom Standard Drawings 

 

NSW Landcom Standard Drawing  SD 4-1 Stockpiles 

NSW Landcom Standard Drawing SD 5-2 RECP: Sheet Flow 

NSW Landcom Standard Drawing SD 5-4 Rock Check Dams 

NSW Landcom Standard Drawing SD 5-5 Earth Bank (Low Flow) 

NSW Landcom Standard Drawing SD 6-8 Sediment Fence 

NSW Landcom Standard Drawing SD 6-9 Alternative Sediment Fence 

NSW Landcom Standard Drawing SD 6-11 Mesh and Gravel Inlet Filter 

NSW Landcom Standard Drawing SD 6-12 Geotextile Inlet Filter 

NSW Landcom Standard Drawing SD 6-14 Stabilised Site Access 

 

  



 
 

 

 

 

 

 



 
 

 

 

 

 

 



 
 

 

 

 

 



 
 

 

 

 

 

 



 
 

 

 

 

 

 



 
 

 

 

 

 

 



 
 

 

 

 

 

 



 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 
 

 

 

 

 

 











 
 

 

 

Environmental Management Plan (CEMP) and sub-plans, which we have now drafted and are now 

seeking your input as part of the consultation process. 

  

Accordingly, please find dropbox links enclosed for the following documentation: 

• -        Construction Environmental Management Plan (CEMP): 

https://www.dropbox.com/s/l6ezq7phq5nk1j8/IMEX-QPMS-EN-PLN-

00000%20CEMP%20FINAL.pdf?dl=0  

• -        Construction Soil and Water Management Plan (CSWMP): 

https://www.dropbox.com/s/nin82v7vm59rg5u/IMEX-QPMS-EN-PLN-00008-

V2%20SWMP_FINAL%20-%20Signed.pdf?dl=0  

  

Please provide any comments on the plans by the 15th February 2017 (two weeks from today).  

  

Please also find attached a briefing note, intended to provide you with background information 

regarding the spatial layout, context of the works with regard to the overall precinct, and the role of the 

CEMP as an effective environmental management tool.  

  

Should you have any questions regarding the above please do not hesitate to call either myself, or 

Ketan Patel on 8907 2687. 

  

Regards, 

  

 

  

 

  

  

 

www.arcadis.com 

 

 



 
 

 

 

 

Contamination Management Plan 



 
 

 

 

 

Flood Emergency Response Plan 




