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1. SUMMARY

The Project includes the Metal Coating Line No. 7 (MCL7) main buildings and processing
plant/equipment, together with ancillary infrastructures and temporary facilities. The Project Site is
located within the Western Sydney Service Centre (WSSC) (Project Area) wholly within Lot 3 of DP
1094504, which is owned by BlueScope Steel Limited (BlueScope or the Applicant).

In support of the State Significant Development (SSD) application (SSD-45510464) for the Project, an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) was prepared and publicly exhibited from 1 March 2023 to 29
March 2023 during which sixteen (16) submissions were provided to the NSW DPE.

This Submissions Report has been prepared by Environmental Resources Management Australia Pty
Ltd (ERM) on behalf of BlueScope to address the matters raised in the submissions by the
Department of Planning and Environment (DPE), other government agencies, Penrith City Council,
service providers and the community during the public exhibition of the Project’s EIS.

1.1 Submissions Overview

During exhibition of the EIS a total of sixteen (16) submissions were received for the Project. These
include:

m  Community organisations and community members;

m  Department of Planning and Environment (DPE);

m  Fire and Rescue NSW (FRNSW);

m  Heritage Group (EHG);

m  Heritage NSW (HNSW);

m  NSW Environmental Protection Assessment (NSW EPA);
m Water NSW;

m  Transport for NSW (TfNSW);

m  Penrith City Council;

m  Sydney Water; and

m  Endeavour Energy.

The following specific matters were identified in the submissions:

m  Environmental impacts including air quality, heritage, biodiversity, noise and vibration,
environmentally sustainable design, traffic and transport, greenhouse gas (GHG), visual,
hazards, water and hydrology;

m  Social and economic impacts including human health and wellbeing, employment and
manufacturing capability;

m  Project matters including layout and design, services and utilities, uses and activities and Project
description; and

m  Justification and evaluation including plans, polices and guidelines.

Issues that are beyond the scope of the Project such as broader policy issues or issues that are not
relevant to the Project are also considered in this report.

www.erm.com Version: Final Project No.: 0628175 Client: BlueScope Steel Limited 25 July 2023 Page i



ERSKINE PARK METAL COATING LINE NO. 7 (MCL7) SUMMARY
Submissions Report

1.2 Actions Taken Since Exhibition

Since public exhibition of the EIS, the Applicant has undertaken further consultation with the
Independent Liquor Group Co-operative (ILG) and Sydney Water to discuss the issues raised within
their submissions. The key matters discussed during engagement are as follows:

m  Arrangement of a site tour to describe the materials and procedures part of the metal coating line
operations and clarify that the Project will not involve exposure to zinc-aluminium dust nor involve
the receipt or processing of raw materials such as bauxite or zinc ore; and

m  Project information to assist in planning the servicing needs of the Project and application to
Sydney Water for a Section 73 Compliance Certificate under the Sydney Water Act 1994.

The Applicant has engaged with Penrith City Council to obtain approval to complete temporary
construction entry, which is subject to a separate application.

1.3 Response to Submissions

The Applicant has refined the Project layout and design in response to the submissions and
stakeholder engagement. The key changes are summarised as follows:

m  Oversized vehicles accessing the Project will only use the existing entrance point on the north-
east corner of Project Site;

m The proposed fire water tanks have been relocated from the east boundary to the north-east
corner of the Project Site to comply with BCA requirements specific to fire brigade access;

m  The proposed rainwater tank has been removed from scope. Only one existing fire water tank will
be demolished, and the other remaining tank will be converted to a new rainwater tank; and

m  The hydrogen and nitrogen storage areas have been relocated to the south of the existing Coil
Paint Line (CPL) 8 building, and the compressed air plant moved to previous location of nitrogen
storage.

1.4 Justification and Evaluation

The Project’s EIS submitted in March 2023 and the Submissions Report demonstrate that the Project
provides a unique opportunity for the delivery of economic benefits to the local and regional
community. These benefits will be provided through economic investment of approximately $320
million, including generation of 258 jobs during construction and 43 jobs during the operational life of
the Project, which is strategically located within an employment precinct, the Western Sydney
Employment Area (WSEA).

Additionally, the Project is located in the Erskine Business Park, with access to M4 and M7
Motorways, which will facilitate distribution to customers of steel products from the Project and will
strengthen the manufacturing sector with the supply of approximately 240 ktpa steel product to
support projects of state significance importance.

The refinements made to the Project layout and design provide a suitable and considered response to
the issues raised by the DPE, government agencies and the community. Overall, the Project Area is
well suited to the Project, as it is zoned for employment uses, is already developed for metal and
minerals manufacturing purposes, has or will have access to all required infrastructure and services,
and is removed from residential zoned land. Therefore, it is considered that the Project represents the
orderly and reasonable development of the land and is in the public interest.
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2. INTRODUCTION

21 Background

BlueScope Steel Limited (BlueScope) (Applicant) is an Australian based company with operations in
Australia, North America and the Asia Pacific that specialises in the production of steel materials,
products, systems and technologies. BlueScope is one of Australia’s leading manufacturers of painted
and coated steel products, with strong expertise in providing steel components for houses, buildings,
automotive, and other structures. BlueScope currently employs over 6,700 employees at
approximately 100 sites across Australia, being a mix of large manufacturing plants, roll-forming
facilities and distribution centres.

BlueScope is seeking approval to construct, install, and operate a new Metal Coating Line No. 7
(MCLY7) (Project) within BlueScope’s Western Sydney Service Centre (WSSC), a freehold parcel of
land with title details Lot 3 of DP 1094504 (owned by the Applicant). The WSSC forms the Project
Area and currently contains the Coil Paint Line No. 8 (CPLS).

The Project is situated in the suburb of Erskine Park, 45 kilometres (km) west of the Sydney central
business district (CBD), in the local government area (LGA) of the City of Penrith and part of the
Greater Western Sydney region. The regional context of the Project is provided in Figure 2-1.

The Project includes the MCL7 main buildings and processing plant/equipment, together with ancillary
infrastructure to the south, east and north of the existing CPL8 building, and temporary facilities. An
indicative overview of the development footprint of Project’s key elements is provided in Figure 2-2.

Approval for the Project is sought under Part 4 of the Environmental Planning and Assessment Act
1979 (EP&A Act) as the Project is declared a SSD under Part 2.2, clause 2.6 and Schedule 1 of the
State Environmental Planning Policy (Planning Systems) 2021 (Planning Systems SEPP) and
therefore requires development consent under Part 4 of the Environmental Planning and Assessment
Act 1979 (EP&A Act).

In support of the SSD application (SSD-45510464), an EIS was prepared for the Project in February
2023 (ERM, 2023). The EIS was publicly exhibited from 1 March 2023 to 29 March 2023 during which
several submissions were provided to the DPE. This Submissions Report has been prepared by ERM
on behalf of BlueScope to respond to the matters raised in these submissions. Submissions received
by NSW DPE outside the exhibition period have also been addressed in this report.

The Submissions Report also provides further details of actions which have been taken since the EIS
was lodged, including Project amendments and ongoing stakeholder engagement activities.

This Submissions Report should be read in conjunction with the EIS, available on the Major Projects
portal: BlueScope Erskine Park Metal Coating Line 7 | Planning Portal - Department of Planning and
Environment (nsw.gov.au)
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2.2 Exhibited Project

The exhibited Project involves the construction, installation, and operation of a new metal coating line,
which includes the MCL7 main buildings and processing plant/equipment, together with ancillary
infrastructures to the south, east and north of the existing CPL8 building, and temporary facilities.

Figure 2-2 provides the Project layout overview as exhibited in the EIS, which consists of the
following key components:

m  MCL7 buildings:
- A main building located to the south of the Project Area; and

- A warehouse building adjoining the main building to the east for the storage and despatch of
finished products from the Project.

®  Ancillary infrastructure, including:

- A new chemical and oil waste storage area located north of the main building and adjacent
to new MCL7 warehouse building;

- A new car parking area adjacent to the existing CPL8 car parking;

- Storage and associated areas (e.g., ingot and pot equipment maintenance, offices and crib
facilities, bathroom facilities including showers and lockers, laboratory and test facility, high
voltage switch room, electrical equipment rooms, hydrogen and nitrogen storage, truck
parking and unloading area, fire water tanks and pumps, and a maintenance shed); and

- Three (3) stacks (main direct fired furnace, passivation drying stack and resin curing oven
stack) located above the main building.

The Project will produce approximately 80 kilotonnes per annum (ktpa) of “bare” ZINCALUME® steel
products (e.g., TRUECORE® steel) and approximately 160 ktpa of paint line feed products (e.g.,
COLORBOND® steel). “Bare” steel products will be despatched in an unpainted form to customers, or
for further offsite processing, and paint line feed products will be sent on to the existing CPL8 building
to produce painted products such as COLORBOND® steel. In this way the Project will meet with the
demand and supply of steel products within BlueScope’s existing customer market base and offer
both direct and indirect employment opportunities during construction and operation.

2.3 Further Assessment of the Project

Detailed technical assessments have been prepared by an environmental assessment team
consisting of ERM’s in-house technical experts and sub-consultants. Table 2-1 provides a list of the
supporting documentation and relevant authors.
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Table 2-1

Assessment Overview

INTRODUCTION

Assessment

Author

Overview

Appendix Ref.

Draft Emergency Plan

BlueScope

Addresses comments raised in
submissions to be in accordance
with specific guidelines. The Draft
Emergency Plan provides the
steps to be taken in response to
an emergency at WSSC.

Appendix D

Revised Civil Engineering
Report incorporating Soil
and Water Management

Costin Roe Consulting
(CRC)

Addresses comments raised in
submissions regarding
consideration for overland flow in
the vicinity of the Project and
required flood risk management.

Appendix E

Metal Coating Line
Operational Procedures

BlueScope

Addresses comments raised in
submissions about products that
will be manufactured by the
Applicant as part of the Project
and the typical operational
procedures for a metal coating
line.

Appendix F

Revised Noise and
Vibration Impact
Assessment (NVIA)

ERM

Addresses comments raised in
submissions about noise
operational sources, cumulative
impacts, and operational noise
model used.

Appendix G

Revised Air Quality Impact
Assessment (AQIA)

ERM

Addresses comments raised in
submissions regarding AQIA
considerations of sensitive
receivers, in accordance with the
NSW EPA’s approved methods,
as well as the impacts on
neighbouring receptors.

Appendix H

Response to Authority
Submissions - Traffic and
Transport

Preliminary Environmental
Remedial Action Plan
(RAP)

The Transport
Planning Partnership
(TTPP)

ESG Environmental
Pty Ltd

Addresses comments raised in
submissions about methodology
adopted in consideration of
cumulative impacts on traffic, and
assessment of oversized
vehicles.

Addresses the request in a
submission for a Preliminary RAP
to be provided prior to
determination which addresses
the recommendations of the
Preliminary Site Investigation
(PSI) and Detailed Site
Investigation (DSI) EIS report.

Appendix |

Appendix J

Additional Visual
Assessment

Operational Waste
Management Plan

MOIR

BlueScope

Addresses comments raised in
submissions about the potential
visual impact of the Project
signage on receivers outside of
the industrially zoned land.

Addresses comments raised in
submissions regarding waste
streams specific to MCL7 and
CPLS, and the storage, handling
and management of these
wastes. Comments also address
the

Appendix K

Appendix L
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INTRODUCTION

Assessment

Author

Overview

Appendix Ref.

Arboricultural Impact

Assessment

Costin Roe Consulting

Address the comments regarding
impacts to existing tress from the
installation of the fire tanks.

Appendix M

Landscape Concept Plan Habit8

Addresses comments raised in
submissions regarding canopy
cover of trees within the proposed
car parking area. These
comments aimed to align the
design with the requirements of
the Penrith Development Control
Plan.

Appendix N

Cost of work estimate

Berco Consulting

Addresses comments raised in
submissions regarding the
calculation of Section 7.12
development contributions

Appendix O
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3. ANALYSIS OF SUBMISSIONS

This section has been written in accordance with the State significant development guidelines —
preparing a submissions report, Appendix C to the state significant development guidelines
(‘Preparing a submission report guidelines’) (DPE, 2022).

3.1 Submission Categorisation

All submissions received were collated and categorised. Each submission was reviewed, the key
themes were noted in a register, and responses were prepared by ERM with input from relevant
technical specialists and the Applicant. All responses and additional technical assessments have
been completed by the same study team that prepared the EIS. Additional technical specialists also
provided input to this submissions report.

Comments in the community and individual submissions were themed using the key categories
summarised in Table 3-1. Issues that are beyond the scope of the Project such as broader policy
issues or not relevant to the Project were also considered in this report.

Table 3-1  Categories and Subcategory of Aspects Raised in Submissions

. Social and . Justification and
Environmental Impacts . Project .
Economic Impacts Evaluation
Air quality Heritage Human health and Layout and design Plans, polices and
wellbeing guidelines
Biodiversity Noise and Employment Services and -
Vibration Utilities
Environmentally Traffic and Manufacturing Uses and activities -
Sustainable Design | transport capability
Greenhouse gas Visual - Description -
Hazards Water and - - -
Hydrology
Waste

3.2 Submissions Received

A total of sixteen (16) submissions on the Project were received during the Project’s EIS exhibition. Of
these seven (7) submissions were received from government agencies, one (1) from a local council,

two (2) from service providers and six (6) from the community. Table 3-2 provides a breakdown of the
submissions by type (support, object, comment). The submissions register is included in Appendix A.

Table 3-2 Number of Submissions Received

Submitter Object Support Comment Total
Community Organisations 1 1 0 2
Community Members 0 4 0 4
Government Agencies 0 0 7 7
Local Council 0 0 1 1
Service Providers 0 0 2 2
TOTAL 1 5 10 16

All government agencies, local council and service providers submissions are addressed in Sections
5.2, 5.3and 5.4, respectively, and responses to the issues raised by the community are addressed in
Section 5.1.
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ACTIONS TAKEN SINCE EXHIBITION

4, ACTIONS TAKEN SINCE EXHIBITION

4.1 Project Updates

Following the exhibition phase of the EIS, and upon review of all submissions received, refinements
have been made to the Project. These refinements include:

m  Oversized vehicles accessing the Project Area during construction and operational phases will
only use the existing entrance point on the north-east corner of the Project Site. The proposed
temporary access point on the south-east corner of the Project Site will be used for light and
heavy vehicles;

m  The proposed fire water tanks have been relocated from the east boundary to the north-east
corner of the Project Site to comply with Building Code of Australia (BCA) requirements around
fire brigade access;

m  The proposed rainwater tank has been removed from scope. Only one existing fire water tank will
be demolished, and the other remaining tank will be converted to a new rainwater tank; and

m  The hydrogen and nitrogen storage areas have been relocated to the south of the CPL8 building,
where the existing fire water tank (to be demolished) is located. The storage area was relocated
following the draft fire safety study, to reduce hydrogen fire consequence and achieve the
required control measures. Subsequently, the compressed air plant moved to the previous
location of nitrogen storage to optimise layout and use of space.

4.2 Stakeholder Engagement

Details of consultation undertaken for the Project since exhibition of the EIS is outlined in Table 4-1.

Ongoing engagement with relevant stakeholders will be undertaken during the EIS assessment
phase. This engagement will be generally in accordance with the Engagement Guidelines (DPIE,
2022). This requires engagement to be open and inclusive, easy to access, relevant, timely and

meaningful, as described in Section 5.6 of the EIS.

Table 4-1 Community Engagement Summary
Stakeholder | Date and Tool Purpose and Outcomes
Independent | m 22 May 2023 m A tour of WSSC was provided for the company
Liquor Group | @ Email and Phone call secretary, CFO and CEO of ILG on 6 June 2023.

Co-operative
(ILG)

The site visit presented the continuous line
operation of the Project and existing CPL8.

m BlueScope clarified that explain/clarify that raw
materials are not used in the metal coating process
and no dust is generated from the Project
operations as solid metal alloy blocks are melted
and raw materials are not part of the process.

Sydney
Water

21 March 2023
Contact made through Qalcheck

m Sydney Water has been engaged for a Section 73
certificate as part of getting early works underway.

m A final document pack required for Section 73 was
sent to Sydney Water on 5 May 2023.

Penrith City
Council

11 May, 16 May and 22 May 2023
Separate application submission

m The Applicant engaged with Penrith City Council in
relation to the temporary construction entry and to
discuss the development contribution levy.

m Driveway Construction Application (Ref. No.
DRV23/0232) which was submitted on 11/05/2023,
and the Road Reserve Opening (Section 138)
Application (Ref. No. P-494045-Q323).
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5. RESPONSE TO SUBMISSIONS

A response to the issues raised in the submissions is provided in the table below. The responses will
include details on the nature of the submission and issues raised, as well as where the submission
was addressed. Additional specialist reports and advice will be provided as appendices to the report
to support the responses.

5.1 Responses to Community Submissions

The submissions were broken down into categories as described in Section 3.1. These categories
encompass the general interest of human health impacts, environmental impacts, as well as social
and economic impacts.

The majority of the submissions received for the Project from the community were supportive of the
Project. This encompassed a total of four (4) from community members and one (1) from a community
organisation. These submissions highlighted the job generation and strengthening of the
manufacturing sector as a result of the Project.

Table 5-1 summarises the key matters raised in the community submissions and their location.

Table 5-1 Summary of Community Submissions: Support to the Project

Category Discussion Geographic Location'

Environmental | One public submission supported the Project’s consideration of | Regional
Impacts greenhouse gas impacts.
This submission was received from a writer located in
Towradgi, approximately 65 km (direct-line) south of the
Project, which demonstrates the regional interest in the

Project.
Social and Submissions raised support for strengthening of the Local and Regional
Economic manufacturing sector, which is considered a general sector
Impacts growth, as well as increased job opportunities associated with

Project’s construction and operations.

These submissions were raised from a wider area, including
Balgownie located about 63 km (direct-line) south of the
Project and Blackbutt, 84 km (direct-line) south of the Project.
Submissions in support were also received from the Erskine
Park locality.

Only one (1) objection to the Project was received from a community organisation located within
Erskine Park. Key themes and matters of concern that were raised within the submission included
environmental impacts (air quality and hazards) as well as impacts on public health.

Table 5-2 summarises how the Project responds to the issues raised.

" Local < 5 km from the Project Area, regional: 5-100 km and state > 100 km (DPE, 2022).
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Table 5-2

RESPONSE TO SUBMISSIONS

Summary of Community Submission: Objection to the Project

Submission

Response

Social and Economic Impacts

The metal coating operation may cause air, noise

and water pollution which will significantly impact the
neighbouring businesses and our business. -
Currently our warehouse staff are working two shifts
and we have approx. 100 staff members onsite on
weekdays at any given time. We care about our
staff's health and wellbeing. The exposure to zinc-
aluminium dust can cause repetitive skin, eye and
respiratory tract and digestion tract irritation, which
may result in "metal fume fever". Chronic exposure
via inhalation may result in pneumoconiosis and/or
kidney effects.

From environmental protection perspective, we are
not convinced that the current measurement would
be sufficient to treat the health risks that the project
will impose on the community.

The Project has undertaken an Air Quality
Assessment to assess the potential impacts of the
construction and operation of the Project (refer
Appendix J of the EIS). The assessment concluded:

m Minimal air quality impact during construction as a
result of dust generated from material and vehicle
movements taking place predominantly on sealed
roads; and

m During operations air quality impacts at sensitive
receptors are compliant with respective EPA
criteria.

Additionally, the nature of the products which will be

produced by the Project do not generate zinc or

aluminium dust.

The general production of ZINCALUME® includes the
preparation stage, which involves cleaning and
heating of flat steel strip to a predetermined
temperature. The flat strip then enters the bath where
the solid MAZ5 and solid Aluminium blocks (refer
Apppendix F for details) have been melted; the strip is
coated with the molten material, and then it is cooled
and recoiled. The strip can be resin coated before
recoiling if not required to be painted. The Project will
not generate zinc or aluminium dust as solid blocks of
zinc and aluminium are submerged and melted in a
bath where the temperature converts the blocks from
a solid to a liquid phase (gas is not generated as part
of the process).

Appendix F provides the datasheets for the 2
products (ZINCALUME® and TRUECORE® steel)
that will be manufactured at MCL7.

Environmental Impacts

The project risk mitigation on health and environment
is not clear and does not detail storage of hazardous
goods, chemicals and any other occupancy activities
that may have an impact on our business operation.

A Preliminary Hazard Analysis (PHA) has been
undertaken for the Project to identify the potential
sources of hazards associated with the Project and
potential hazardous incidents (refer Appendix L of the
EIS). The PHA was carried out in accordance with
Resilience and Hazards SEPP and Applying SEPP 33
(DoP, 2011), Hazardous Industry Planning Advisory
Paper No 6— Guidelines for Hazard Analysis (HIPAP
No. 6) (DoP, 2011b) and Multi-Level Risk Assessment
(DoP, 2011c).

The PHA identified the potentially hazardous incidents
associated with operations of the Project and CPL8.
These are anticipated to be contained predominantly
within the Project Area. Where hazards present offsite
effects, these would be contained within the industrial
area and consequences from emissions will not reach
sensitive land uses or residential areas. The PHA
demonstrated that the Project satisfies the qualitative
and quantitative land use risk criteria of HIPAP No.4.

Section 4.4, Figure 8 of the PHA provides the
chemicals quantities and dangerous goods (DGs)
class of each chemical to be stored within the Project
Area. These chemicals were assessed cumulatively,
that is, quantities associated with the Project and
CPL8 were assessed.
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Submission Response

Metal Coating Line 7 is located approx. 125 meters As part of the bushfire assessment (Section 6.14 of
away from our Warehouse, which stores liquor and the EIS), the EIS has identified the bushfire risk
alcoholic beverages. The inflammable materials of factors such as vegetation, topography, bushfire
the two sites and the heating operation of the metal history and known bushfire behaviour in the Project
coating may raise risks of fire and explosion, if either | Area and within the surrounding lands. This

site catches fire. assessment anticipated that the Project can be

designed and operated to meet the requirements of
Planning for Bush Fire Protection 2019.
Additionally, a Fire Engineering Analysis comprising
fire engineering Performance Solutions has been
undertaken by PGA Pty Ltd for the Project. This report
provides a fire safety strategy to support the
engineering and design stage of the Project (refer
Appendix Z of the EIS). This report ensures
compliance with the Building Codes Board (BCA)
(ABCA, 2022), as mandated by the Environmental
Planning & Assessment Regulation 2000 (EP&A
Regulation).

Based on this analysis the following performance
solutions were incorporated into the design of the
Project:

m Reduced Fire Resistance Levels of building
elements;

m A new misting system at the hydrogen storage and
hydraulic power pack area, and a new gas
suppression system at the electrical equipment
rooms and transformer room;

m Fire hydrant system, fire hose reel system, smoke

detection and alarm system and portable fire

extinguishers;

Fire control centre;

Building occupant warning system;

Emergency lighting;

Exit signage;

Building evacuation; and

Perimeter vehicular access for Firefighting

vehicles.

Additionally, two (2) firewater tanks will be provided to

comply with required fire standards.

The fire engineering performance solutions for the
Project as detailed in Appendix Z of the EIS,
concludes that it can be readily addressed, and it is
expected that the Project will readily achieve
compliance with the relevant fire safety-related
provisions of the BCA.

The PHA has undertaken a hazard consequence
analysis for the Project (refer Section 8 and Appendix
A of Appendix L of the EIS). The potentially
hazardous incidents were developed covering events
with the potential to cause a fire, explosion and/or
release of toxic gas or vapour. The PHA concluded
that the consequences of hazards identified are
mainly contained within the Project Area boundaries.
The incidents where offsite effects may occur (e.g.,
hydrogen jet fire radiation or hydrogen explosion
overpressure, or natural gas jet fires), are contained
within the industrial area and do not reach residential
areas or sensitive land uses.

Further, the Project will adopt the mitigation measures
defined in Appendix B to avoid fire risks identified in
the technical assessments.

www.erm.com Version: Final Project No.: 0628175 Client: BlueScope Steel Limited 25 July 2023 Page 11



ERSKINE PARK METAL COATING LINE NO. 7 (MCL7)
Submissions Report

5.2

Responses to Government Agencies Submissions

A detailed response to each matter received in the submissions from government agencies is provided in Table 5-3.

Table 5-3

Government Agencies Submission Responses

RESPONSE TO SUBMISSIONS

Reference No.

Subcategory

Submission

Response

Fire and Rescue NSW

1

Environmental
Impact (Hazard
- Fire)

Environmental
Impact (Hazard
- Fire)

Environmental
Impact (Hazard
- Fire)

Beyond the
Scope

Environmental
Impact (Hazard
- Fire)

Environmental
Impact (Hazard
- Fire)

Transport for NSW

That a comprehensive Fire Safety Study (FSS) is developed. The FSS is to be developed in
accordance with the requirements of Hazardous Industry Planning Advisory Paper (HIPAP) No.2
and is to meet the operational requirements of FRNSW. (https://www.planning.nsw.gov.au/-
/media/Files/DPE/Guidelines/fire-safety-study-guidelines-2011-01.pdf?la=en)

That the development of the FSS considers the operational capability of local fire agencies and
the need for the facility to achieve an adequate level of on-site fire and life safety independence.

That the FSS be submitted, reviewed, and meet the operational requirements of FRNSW prior to
any further submission being made to FRNSW; this includes: an Initial Fire Safety Report (IFSR)
and / or Performance-Based Design Brief / Fire Engineering Brief Questionnaire (FEBQ).

That the development of a FSS be a condition of consent

That a comprehensive Emergency Plan is developed for the site in accordance with HIPAP
No.1. (https://www.planning.nsw.gov.au/-/media/Files/DPE/Other/hazardous-industry-planning-
advisory-paper-no-1-emergency-planning-2011-01.pdf?la=en)

That an Emergency Services Information Package (ESIP) be prepared in accordance with
FRNSW fire safety guideline — Emergency services information package and tactical fire plans.
(https://www.fire.nsw.gov.au/gallery/files/pdf/guidelines/quidelines_ESIP_and_TFP.pdf)

A FSS is currently being developed for the Project in accordance with HIPAP No.2, and the operational requirements of
FRNSW. The initial draft of the FSS has informed the Project design, requiring relocation of the hydrogen and nitrogen
storage areas to the south of CPL8 building, where existing fire water tank (to be demolished) is located. The relocation
will reduce hydrogen fire consequence and required control measures. As part of the FSS development, engagement will
be undertaken with relevant agencies (e.g., Fire and Rescue NSW) as required.

The FSS will take into consideration the capability of local fire agencies, which will inform the level of fire and life safety
independence required for the Project Area.

The FSS will include the following;

m Initial Fire Safety Report (IFSR);
m A Performance-Based Design Brief (PBDB); and
m A Fire Engineering Brief Questionnaire (FEBQ).

Noted.

A Draft Emergency Plan for WSSC has been provided for the Project in accordance with the Hazardous Industry
Planning Advisory Paper No 1 Emergency Planning (HIPAP No.1) (DoP, 2011). The updates include:

m Emergency types to include new risks associated with Hydrogen gas release/explosion, molten metal
leak/fire/explosion;

Description of Hydrogen gas isolation systems, fire suppression systems and evacuation alarm initiation points;
Appendix C include MCL7 Specific Drawings for DG Stores;

Appendix D include MCLY7 list of Hazardous Substances and locations; and

Attachment 5, 6, 7, 8, 9 and 10 include MCL7 Specific Drawings for Emergency Pick Up points, Fire Panel and
Sprinkler locations, Fire Hose and Hydrant locations, Service Isolation Points, Spill Kit locations & Portable Fire
Extinguisher locations, respectively.

The Draft Emergency Plan for WSSC is provided in Appendix D. The Final Emergency Plan will be provided prior to
construction of the Project or as determined in the condition of consent.

An Emergency Services Information Package (ESIP) will be prepared for the Project in accordance with Fire Safety
Guideline (FRNSW, 2019).

8 Project (Layout Bicycle Parking and End of Trip (EoT) facilities: TINSW Travel Demand Management (TDM) An existing undercover bike storage area with a fixed bike rack has been provided within the Project Area, it is located
and Design) team appreciates that some bicycle parking is provided as part of the proposal. However, there east of the CPL8 car park, between the parking lot and the eastern boundary. This facility has the ability to support both
is no mention of any EoT to be provided — EoT is recommended for employees and visitors, to the Project and existing CPL8 building, with capacity to store approximately 60 bikes. EoT facilities are also provided,
encourage bicycle use, and that bicycle parking is monitored to ensure sufficient supply — further | which include shower and toilet amenities.
guidance is provided via cycleway design toolkit. Appendix C, drawing No. WS70001 indicates the pedestrian walkway and separate entrance for the bikes in green; the
area where bicycles can be parked under cover is highlighted in yellow.
9 Environmental Travel Access Guide (TAG): A TAG is recommended for the site, providing detailed information The Applicant will provide a TAG prior to operation of the Project. The TAG will be prepared in accordance TINSW’s TAG

Impact (Traffic
and Transport)

on travel options to/from the site, encouraging sustainable modes to the site — active and public

transport — please check ‘how to create a TAG’ here. The TAG should:

m Provide additional information about service routes noting timetables for public transport is
available via the Trip Planner at transportnsw.info/

m Provide information advising that additional information about active transport routes also
available on the Trip Planner.

m Number and location of bicycle parking and EoT and locate on map.

m Promote and provide information about any car-pooling options.”

guide.
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RESPONSE TO SUBMISSIONS

Reference No.

Subcategory

Submission

Response

10

Heritage NSW

General
Comment

The subject site lies 550 metres north of WaterNSW’s Warragamba Pipelines Controlled Areas
Corridor, which contains critical water supply infrastructure transporting raw water from
Warragamba Dam to the Prospect water filtration plant. Due to the separation of the
development from WaterNSW lands and infrastructure, we have no comment to make on this
proposal.

General Comment

11

Environmental
Impact
(Heritage)

Heritage NSW would recommend the implementation of the unexpected finds protocol outlined
in the Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Assessment Report (ACHAR).

Department of Planning and Environment— Environment and Heritage Group (EHG)

The Applicant will implement the unexpected finds protocol, which is outlined in ‘Appendix W Aboriginal Cultural Heritage
Assessment Report’ of the EIS.

51 Environmental Trees and Biodiversity The vegetation adjacent to the south-eastern boundary is characterised by a narrow patch of non-native vegetation
Impact A gravel maintenance path is proposed along the south-eastern boundary adjacent to existing plantings that act as a screen between the Project Area and Templar Road (refer Figure 5-1).
(Biodiversity) native vegetation within the adjoining lot. The approved Biodiversity Development Assessment - - ) ;
Report (BDAR) waiver request for the proposal states that there are no impacts within 18m of i
this vegetation. An appropriate setback should be provided to existing native vegetation adjacent
to the south-western boundary.
Figure 5-1 Vegetation on South East Boundary and Adjacent Road Verge
Note: This vegetation will not be impacted by the Project.
The vegetation on the south-western boundary, located on a neighbouring property, is a remnant patch of a mix of
Eucalyptus moluccana and Melaleuca spp. Additionally, an existing fence is located between the Project Area and this
native vegetation, which will be maintained (refer Figure 5-2).
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RESPONSE TO SUBMISSIONS

Reference No. Subcategory

Submission

Response

52

Environmental

' Trees and Biodiversity

The gravel maintenance path in the south-western corner of the Project Site is existing, and no works are proposed
within this gravel path as part of the Project. The Project will not impact this native vegetation, or within 18 m of the
vegetation.

e

Figure 5-2 Vegetation on Neighbouring Property to the South-West Boundary

Note: This vegetation will not be impacted by the Project.
Small areas of planted native vegetation and non-native vegetation exists as landscaping for the existing CPL8

Impact In relation to trees, EHG notes that the Landscape Concept Plan prepared by Habit8, dated 20 development. The Project will not directly impact on any native vegetation communities and is unlikely to have an indirect
(Biodiversity) October 2022 states that ‘existing trees are to be retained, refer to arborist report’, however an impact on surrounding vegetation on adjacent properties.
arborist report does not appear to have been submitted with the proposal. It is unclear if there The Arboricultural Impact Assessment is provided at Appendix M and addresses the impacts of the construction of the
are any impacts to existing trees within the site or within the patch of native vegetation adjacent Project on existing trees and vegetation within the Project Area.
to the south-west boundary."
53 General Flood Risk Management General comment
comment Section 7 of the Civil Engineering Report (Costin Roe, October 2022), titled 'Flooding and

Overland Flow', is limited to South Creek and Ropes Creek mainstream flooding. The site is not
impacted by the South Creek or the Ropes Creek for the full range of flooding as confirmed by
the Wianamatta South Creek Flood Study existing condition (Advisian 2022)."
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RESPONSE TO SUBMISSIONS

Reference No.

Subcategory

Submission

Response

54

Environmental
Impacts (Water
and Hydrology)

Flood Risk Management

The Civil Engineering Report did not consider overland flooding. The report should refer to
‘Penrith Overland Flood Study 2006’ which covers Penrith LGA. The Applicant needs to
communicate with Penrith City Council to provide information on the overland flow flooding in the
vicinity of the site. If the site is impacted by overland flow, then, appropriate flood assessment
should be undertaken. If Penrith Council confirms that the site is not impacted by OLF, no further
response regarding flooding is required."

Note that this submission was made with Heritage Group (EHG)

The Erskine Park Employment Zone, within which the Project is located, has been excluded from the Penrith Overland
Flood Study 2006. As such, the Penrith Overland Flood Study (2006) is not relevant for the Project.

The Brown Consulting Southern Creek Plans 2006 includes a flood assessment for the Southern Creek of the Erskine
Park Employment Zone, which concludes that the Project Area is not subject to flooding or overland flow paths. As such,
no detailed modelling or flood impact assessments are necessary for the Project.

Therefore, the Project meets current council flood policy and shows acceptable impact in relation to flooding and flood
safety.

The flooding assessment is provided in Section 7 of the revised Civil Engineering Report Incorporating Soil and Water
Management (refer Appendix E).

Department of Planning and Environment — Additional Matters

55

Project (Layout
and Design)

The EIS does not provide a maximum building height of the proposed Warehouse component of
the development. The Department seeks confirmation on the building height of each component
of the development.

The maximum height of each building of the Project Include:
m MCL7 Main building Low Bay: 16 m high;

m MCL7 Main building High Bay: 35.5 m high;

m MCL7 Main building Medium Bay: 24 m high; and

m Warehouse Despatch Building: 16.2 m high.

The Project includes 3 new stacks located above the main building, which comprises:

m A furnace stack at a height of approximately 45 m AGL (highest structure of the Project);
m A passivation stack at a height of approximately 30 m AGL; and

m A resin stack at a height of approximately 30 m AGL.

56

57

Project (Layout
and Design)

Project (Layout
and Design)

The EIS does not provide the total gross floor area (GFA) of the development. The Department
requests clarification on the total GFA of the development including a breakdown of GFA for
each component of the development.

The Department notes from the Applicant’s website that up to six different ZINCALUME®
products are manufactured by the Applicant. The Department requests further information on the
operational procedures required to be undertaken for each type of ZINCALUME® product
proposed to be produced by the development.

The GFA each component of the Project Include:

MCL7 Main building Low Bay: 1,871 m?;

MCL7 Main building High Bay: 1,728 m?;

MCL7 Main building Medium Bay: 1,655 m?;

Warehouse Despatch Building: 3,313 m?;

POT Equipment and INGOT Storage: 869 m?;

Electrical Equipment Room 1 (Ancillary Building): 285 m?;

Electrical Equipment Room 2 (Ancillary Building): 866 m?;

Amenities, Crib, Central Lab & Office (Ancillary Building): 216 m?;
Chemical, Resin & Oil/Waste Storage Area (Incl. Undercroft): 755 m?;
Hydrogen and Nitrogen Storage Area: 414 m?;

Admin Building Extension: 180 m?;

Concrete Pavement Area (Incl. Hardstands): 8,714 m?;

Asphalt Pavements to Carpark Extension: 1,230 m?;

Air Compressor Area, Cooling Water Tower & Demin Container Area: 645 m?; and
m Soft Landscaping Area: 1,269 m?

The gross floor area of the Project is 24,010 m2.

The Project will produce 2 products:

m The firstis “bare” ZINCALUME® steel products for resin coating (e.g., TRUECORE® steel).

The ZINCALUME® production and coating mass control is protected under Intellectual Property (IP) law. Therefore,
the operational procedures required for ZINCALUME® production is protected under IP law.

A general production of ZINCALUME® includes the preparation stage, which involves cleaning and heating the strip to
a predetermined temperature, it then enters the bath where the MAZ5 blocks have been melted and is coated, and
then its cooled and recoiled. It can be resin coated before recoiling if not required to be painted.

m The second is metal coated feed to supply the paint processing line which is located within the Project Area. This
metal coated feed will be painted to form saleable products (e.g., COLORBOND® steel). The Project will not involve
the manufacturing of plate or Hot Rolled Coil or Galvanised steel.

Appendix F provides the datasheets for each of the 2 products (ZINCALUME® and TRUECORE® steel) that will be

manufactured as part of the Project.

Appendix F also includes a coil loading procedure that will be part of the operations of the Project.

A list of operating procedures used at other existing BlueScope’s metal coating lines is included in Appendix F.

58

Project (Layout

The Applicant’'s website provides datasheets for each type of ZINCALUME® product which

ZINCALUME® requires 2 main materials to be produced. They are MAZ5 in the form of solid ingot blocks and Aluminium

and Design) identifies the products to be hot-dipped aluminium, zinc and magnesium alloy coated steel. The in the form of solid ingot T Bars. The MAZ5 ingot is a Zn-based alloy with an approximate composition of Zn (90%), Al

EIS does not make reference to the use of magnesium in the production process. The (5%) and Mg (5%), and elements of less than 0.05 wt.%. The exact composition is BlueScope’s confidential intellectual

Department requests clarification on the materials and resources required for the production of property. The block is delivered to site as a solid cast non-flammable block which is melted when placed into the Metal

ZINCALUME®. coating pot. The Aluminium T bar is a cast solid bar containing approximately 97% Al and 3% Silicon. These combine to
form the metallic coating on the 2 products that will be manufactured at MCL7.
Appendix F provides an example of the MAZ5 in the form of solid ingot blocks and aluminium in the form of solid ingot T
Bars.
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RESPONSE TO SUBMISSIONS

Reference No.

Subcategory

Submission

Response

59

Environmental
Impacts (Noise
and Vibration)

The NVIA should be updated to clearly identify all operational noise sources assessed. For
example, the Department notes the development’s operations entails the transfer of metal coil by
crane and conveyor which is not clearly identified in the NVIA as an assessed operational noise
source.

Table 4-2 and Appendix B of the revised NVIA have been updated to identify all operational noise sources. It should be
noted that the reverberant noise levels stated in Appendix B have considered all the noise sources associated with MCL7
operations identified in Table 4-2.

Appendix G provides the revised NVIA.

60 General The Department notes the rapid growth of industrial and warehouse and distribution centre General comment.
comment development within the locality, specifically the Mamre Road Precinct (MRP) south of the

development. At present the Department is aware of 19 SSD applications either approved or
under assessment, within the Mamre Road precinct which present extensive cumulative noise
impacts on the local amenity.

61 Environmental The Department seeks further justification for the operational noise model used in the NVIA with The operational noise model in the NVIA has considered noise sources from MCL7. Combined noise emissions from
Impacts (Noise consideration to the extent of cumulative noise impacts from future background noise levels. In MCL7 and WSSC have also been assessed against the WSSC EPL noise limits as per Section 5.2 of the revised NVIA
and Vibration) addition, the Department requests the noise model to be calibrated and validated to confirm the (refer Appendix G). Cumulative noise impacts from future developments within the locality are not addressed by the

modelling outputs are accurate in accordance with Section 7.1 of the EPA’s Noise Policy for MCL7 operational noise model which predicts Project noise emissions as required for a NPfl assessment. Section 7.1
Industry (NPfl). relates to compliance noise monitoring and the sub-section on modelling relates to quantifying site noise emissions when
direct compliance noise measurements are not possible. The operational noise model is based on actual noise
measurements within the MCL7 building and noise modelling that considers the noise breakout from the fagades of the
building and noise propagation that utilises the validated algorithms from ISO 9613-2.
Appendix G provides the revised NVIA.

62 Environmental The Department notes the Air Quality Impact Assessment (AQIA) provided in Appendix J of the The AQIA has been amended to apply the Approved Methods impact assessment criteria at adjacent industrial and
Impacts (Air EIS does not assess the impacts of the development on surrounding industrial and commercial commercial facilities.

Quality) receivers. The Department requests the AQIA to be updated to provide an assessment of the Appendix H provides the revised AQIA.
development’s air quality impacts on surrounding industrial and commercial receivers in
accordance with the NSW EPA’s Approved Methods.

63 Environmental The Department requests the TIA to be updated to accurately consider the extent of future To consider the potential cumulative implications of future background traffic growth associated with nearby
Impacts (Traffic | background traffic growth in the development’s local road network. developments and other general traffic growth, the Traffic Impact Assessment (TIA) has included future traffic growth
and Transport) forecasts obtained from TINSW’s Strategic Travel Forecast Model (STFM).

The STFM provides strategic forecasts based on planned and proposed land use and population changes over time. The
use of STFM forecasts can be considered to encompass the traffic generation of the 19 SSD applications (identified in
DPE’s submission) and other developments located more broadly than outlined in the TIA.

The four SSDs identified in the TIA, were specifically considered due to their close proximity to the Project, and thus had
potential for site specific implications.

Therefore, the methodology used in the TIA has considered the extent of future and the cumulative background traffic
growth of the future projects such as the SSD’s referred to by the Department by using the STFM data (DPE, 2023).

The methodology adopted in the TIA was provided in ‘Appendix N Traffic Impact Assessment’ of the EIS and a Response
Letter addressing submissions related to traffic is provided in Appendix I.

64 Environmental The Department requests that consideration for renewable energies for site operations to reduce | As per BlueScope’s Climate Action Report 2021 included in ‘Appendix V Environmentally Sustainable Design Report’ of
Impacts greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions. The Department requests the Applicant provide an the EIS, BlueScope strives to directly abate emissions where possible. BlueScope has developed offset principles, to
(Greenhouse assessment of renewable energy opportunities that could be incorporated into the development. ensure that any offset procurement would meet the company’s business principles and stakeholder expectations, and
Gas) The assessment should discuss the costs and benefits of identified renewable energies and that it complements direct abatement actions. In accordance with the BlueScope’s climate strategy, where direct

justify why the identified renewables will or will not be considered for the development. abatement is not feasible, cost-effective carbon offsets will be utilised.
The BlueScope Climate Action Report has set the following targets:
m Achieve a 12% GHG Emissions reduction by 2030 for steelmaking activities;
m Achieve a 30% GHG Emissions reduction by 2030 for non-steelmaking activities; and
m Achieve Net Zero GHG emissions across operations by 2050.
Renewable energy opportunities considered for the Project include utilising solar energy. The roof of MCL7 main building
and warehouse despatch building have been designed with the capability to support solar panels as a future option. Note
that solar panels installed for the Project are not part of this development application.
In assessing the feasibility of solar panels, BlueScope’s strategy is to invest in a solar farm and negotiating a power
purchase agreement (PPA). At present, BlueScope is engaged with Finley Solar Farm where BlueScope has 66% stake
and a PPA with the solar farm. With the success of this agreement and evaluating the cost and environmental impact,
entering an investment opportunity was found to be more feasible and would maximise the green energy production and
consumption by the Project.
Emerging technology for hydrogen production and utilisation in furnace combustion has also been considered. However,
current limitations from equipment suppliers have deemed this option as being not feasible. Discussions with major line
equipment suppliers has revealed ongoing research into the use of hydrogen in furnace burner design and BlueScope
will continue to investigate hydrogen as technological advances make it a more a feasible option.

65 Environmental The Department notes the BlueScope Sustainability Report 2021/2022 provided in Appendix A The BlueScope Sustainability Report 2021/2022, included in ‘Appendix V Environmentally Sustainable Design Report’ of

Impacts
(Environmentall
y Sustainable

of the Environmentally Sustainable Design (ESD) Report identifies sustainability targets and
direction for the Applicant. However, the Department requests further information on the
particular sustainability practices and measures to be incorporated into the operation of the

the EIS, addresses the following United Nations Sustainable Development Goals:
m 7 — Affordable and Clean Energy;
m 12 — Responsible Consumption and Production; and

Design) development including a consideration of opportunities to improve processes or the use of m 13 — Climate Action The opportunities to maximise the sustainable outcome of the current design are highlighted in
alternative materials. this report.
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In considering sustainability, the Project has endeavoured to design the process and buildings to be as sustainable and
energy efficient as practicable. These opportunities considered during design will maximise the sustainable outcome of
the Project during operations and include:

m Buildings have been designed to be naturally ventilated to reduce the need for forced cooling. In addition, the
buildings are to be constructed of Colorbond® in the colour Surfmist which has high solar reflectance and will keep the
building cooler during hot days;

m The need for artificial lighting has been reduced in the design through the inclusion of skylights in the main factory
building. Where artificial lighting is required, high efficiency LED lights, motion and light sensors and daylight dimming
scheduling will be used to dim or turn off lights when not required and minimise energy consumption.

Measures and practices considered to improve processes include:

m Natural gas consumption is inherently reduced through the inclusion of strip preheating for the Direct Fired Furnace
and waste gas heat recovery to preheat combustion air. There is additional capacity in the waste gas heat recovery
and BlueScope will continue to investigate options to fully utilise the waste heat from the process;

m In an effort to minimise GHG emissions linked with natural gas use during operation, BlueScope has selected an
Electric Radiant Tube holding section in the design and an electric Resin Coating Induction Oven;

m recycling and reusing 100% of the rejected ZINCALUME® steel from the manufacturing process as scrap for feed into
the BOS Melter at Port Kembla Steelworks to be remelted and reused as future feed again for the Metal coating
process.

m Selection of variable voltage variable frequency (VVVF) drives which have lower energy requirements;

m Partnership with trucking companies to improve tonnes per truck, which will decrease the overall number of trucks on
the road. Currently BlueScope has lodged with the National Heavy Vehicles Registrar a case to use a B Triple to
transport coils to the MCL7 increasing the payload per trip and reducing the number of trips required per day.
Provisional approval has been received and the process continues (refer case 686490);

m Oil and resin waste will be generated during operation of the Project. Rather than constructing a new water treatment
plant to manage this waste, these streams will be sent BlueScope’s existing water treatment plant at Springhill.
Backloading oil and resin waste was chosen to prevent expending additional resources and energy required to build
and operate the treatment plant.

To date, there has been no suitable products found to replace the materials used in the metal coating process. Due to

this process the line design requires specific grades of recyclable steel and refractory for the line to be able to produce

ZINCALUME®. The galvanising properties given to metal strip through zinc-alum metal coating is unique and BlueScope

continues to research and optimise the technology and therefore to minimise the environmental impact of the production

process.

66

67

Environmental
Impacts
(Hazards -
Contamination)

The Preliminary Site Investigation (PSl) and Detailed Site Investigation (DSI) Report provided in
Appendix K of the EIS recommends a Remedial Action Plan (RAP) be undertaken to address
contamination identified in the DSI. The Department requests a RAP to be provided to the
Department prior to determination which addresses the recommendations of the DSI.

Environmental In light of the comments provided above, the list of management and mitigation measures

Impacts provided in Part G of the EIS should be updated to reflect any corresponding updates to the
(Mitigation and technical reports (including any operational mitigation measures for air quality/emissions). The
Management) updated list should be provided in both Microsoft Word and PDF formats.

NSW Environment Protection Authority

A Preliminary Environmental Remedial Action Plan (RAP) has been prepared to address the relevant recommendations
outlined in ‘Appendix K Preliminary Site Investigation and Detailed Site Investigation’ of the EIS.

The Preliminary RAP follows on previous PSI and DS| assessments at the Project Area and intends to establish a
strategy for remediation and validation works to support the Project in compliance with the State Environmental Planning
Policy (Resilience and Hazards) 2021.

The Preliminary RAP concluded that the Project will not pose an unacceptable risk to site occupiers, nearby receptors or
the environment through the implementation of the strategies identified in the preliminary plan.

The Preliminary RAP is provided in Appendix J.

Appendix B provides the updated mitigation and management measures for the Project.

68 Project (Uses The EPA notes the Premises currently holds Environment Protection Licences No.12495 under Licence variation to EPL12495 is to occur via the EPA on-line portal by the Environment Advisor responsible for MCL7.
and activities) the Protection of the Environment Operations Act 1997. If the modification application was to be The variation will be submitted 6 months prior to the commissioning of the Project. The EPA officers authorising the
approved BlueScope Steel Erskine Park would be required to apply for a Licence Variation to variation will be from the Metro West branch.
include the approved GTA’s on the Environment Protection Licence for the scheduled activities
at the Premises.
69 Environmental The BlueScope Steel Metal Coating Line No.7_Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment (ERM Combined noise emissions from the Project and the existing CPL8 are now assessed against the EPL Leg,15min and

Impacts (Noise
and Vibration)

February 2023) does not assess the combined noise emissions from the entire premises. The
NVIA will need to be updated to assess the combined existing operations and the proposed
Steel Metal Coating Line No.7 (MCL7) noise limits together. Table 5-1 in the NVIA indicates that
the predicted LAeq noise levels from the MCL7 modification in isolation is at or close to the
Environment Protection Licence (EPL) noise limits at some residential receivers (including R2,
R3, R12, R13, R14 and R15) there is potential for the overall premises noise with the MCL
modification to exceed the EPL noise limits, depending on the existing operational noise
emissions at these locations.

La1,1min NOise limits. The existing noise contribution from CPL8 at the sensitive receptors was obtained from noise
compliance monitoring for the site conducted in March 2023 by SLR. The Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment (NVIA)
has now been revised to include ‘Section 5.2 Combined Noise Emissions’ and is included in Appendix G.
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70 Environmental The NVIA should be revised to account for the combined noise emissions from the entire The key impact noise sources are from the shearing of steel strips and from steel scraps dropping into a scrap bin. These
Impacts (Noise premises including all existing operations and the proposed addition together should be impact noise sources are fully enclosed within the MCL7 building and the maximum noise level break out from these
and Vibration) assessed against the Environment Protection Licence noise limits and/ or demonstrate that the noise sources is expected to be minimal. The occurrence of these maximum noise level events is also not expected to

predicted noise levels from the proposed MCL7 process does not exceed a level that is 10dB increase. Notwithstanding this, the operational noise assessment has considered 3 key outdoor maximum noise level
lower than the EPL noise limits at each surrounding sensitive receiver. noise sources — truck reversal alarms, truck air brakes and truck horns (based on SLR’s 2023 WSSC noise compliance

71 Environmental There also needs to be clarification that the impact noise sources shown in Table 4-2 (being monitoring report) t.o assess sleep Qisturpanpe against EPL Iimits. Thege outdoor maximum noise level events are
Impacts (Noise carried out within the MCL7 Building Extension) will not increase and give rise to sleep expected to have higher La1,1min NOise emissions than any maximum noise level event br(-?akout from the M.CL7 building.
and Vibration) disturbance at surrounding receivers. Based on .the NVIA no exqeedance of the EPL sleep disturbance criteria have been predicted for these noise sources

and there is an 8 dB margin of compliance at the nearest and worst-affected receptor, Receptor 12. Appendix G
provides the revised NVIA.

72 Environmental "The Approved Methods for the Modelling and Assessment of Air Pollutants in New South Wales | The AQIA has been amended to apply the Approved Methods impact assessment criteria at adjacent industrial and
Impacts (Air defines a sensitive receptor as a location where people are likely to work or reside; commercial facilities, refer Section 9 of the revised AQIA (Appendix H).

Quality) this may include a dwelling, school, hospital, office or public recreational area. The closest
sensitive receptor to the Proposal is identified as Receptor 12 (R12), which is located
approximately 750 m south of the Proposal boundary. The AQIA does not consider the impacts
at industrial/ commercial receptors within the Erskine Business Park. As such, impacts at
receptors within the Erskine Business Park should also be assessed. That the AQIA be revised
to consider air quality impacts at neighbouring industrial and commercial receptors, specifically
the Erskine Business Park. "

73 Environmental Table 8.1 presents the existing stack parameters and emission characteristics for each stack of Additional emission monitoring data summary has been included within Appendix C of the Revised AQIA (refer
Impacts (Air the Coil Plant Line 8 derived from emission monitoring data provided by BlueScope. A copy of Appendix H).

Quality) this data was not included in the AQIA.

74 Environmental "Table 8.3: presents the assumed emission rates for the three proposed stacks for MCL7. The
Impacts (Air emission rates have been calculated using in-stack concentrations and assumed flow rates
Quality) (based on similar projects). Some data has been sourced from measured data from the

Springhill facility and copies of this data have not been provided. "

75 Environmental "The use of Springhill data is unjustified. The AQIA does not adequately describe the Springhill Additional context has been added as to the relevance of Springhill metal coating operations and associated emission
Impacts (Air operations and lacks information regarding the production capacity, size and scale of the monitoring data.

Quality) operations and how it is comparable to the proposed MCL8 operation. Further information is
required to justify the emission rates and in-stack concentrations adopted into the modelling. (b)
That the AQIA be revised to include justification and data to support the adopted emission rates
used in the assessment. "

76 Environmental "The EPA identified that there are inconsistencies in the NOx/ NO2 assessment presented in the | The AQIA has been updated to include further explanation of how cumulative concentrations are calculated as the sum
Impacts (Air AQIA Table 9-3 of the AQIA shows the predicted annual average and maximum 1-hour average | of the background concentrations and the incremental contribution from WSSC sources (refer Section 9 of Appendix H).
Quality) project contribution and cumulative concentrations at sensitive receptors for NO2. The following m A contour plot of cumulative NO2 predictions has been included showing the impact of WSSC sources during the hour

issues are identified: of the peak background concentration.
m i. Incremental (existing and proposed) NO2 impacts (maximum 1-hour) predicted at receptors = m A contour plot of incremental NO2 predictions from MCL7 sources has been included.
R1 to R28 vary from 12 to 52 ug/m3. However, cumulative NO2 (existing + project +
background) values (maximum 1-hour average) are 70 ug/m3 at all receptors (except
receptor 20). Further clarity should be provided to detail why the cumulative results are
consistent when the incremental impacts vary.
m ii. Incremental NO2 is presented as the combined emissions from existing and proposed
operations.
Provide information on why the predicted cumulative NO2 impacts presented in Table 9-3 are
consistent when the predicted incremental impacts vary."

77 Environmental b) Provide further information on the predicted NO2 incremental (project only), in addition to the
Impacts (Air incremental (project and existing sources) ground level concentrations.

Quality)

78 Environmental The AQIA does not also include a contour plot of cumulative NO2 predictions - the contour map
Impacts (Air should be revised to include cumulative NO2 predictions. c) That the AQIA be revised to include
Quality) a contour map of cumulative NO2 predictions"

79 Environmental Insufficient information present regarding the Ozone Limiting Method (OLM) to estimate NO2 Further detail has been included to outline the suitability of the nearby St Marys AQMS for use in the assessment.
Impacts (Air impacts. The OLM is listed as Method 2 in the Approved Methods and the equation for Commentary on sensitivity of modelling results has been included, noting the scale of predictions relative to criteria and
Quality) calculating total NO2 is shown as Equation 8.1 (Section 8.1.2). NO2 data has been sourced from | the influence of alternative assumptions. A sensitivity analysis has been included using the FY21 DPE Prospect AQMS

the St Marys monitoring station for FY21 (Table 5-3). NOX modelling results have been
processed using time varying hourly ozone concentrations from the DPE St Marys monitoring
station for FY 2021 (Table 5-4)."

data.
A justification of the in-stack ratio has been provided referencing the approved methods and relevant sources referenced
within the Approved Methods.
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80 Environmental It is noted that the average (annual and maximum 1-hour) ozone concentrations recorded at St Appendix H provides the revised AQIA.
Impacts (Air Marys for FY21 are low compared to previous years. Furthermore, it is noted that NO2
Quality) (Maximum 1-hour average) measured at St Marys are consistently lower than Prospect. It is
understood that FY21 experienced higher than average rainfall, which is likely a contributing
factor to the lower Ozone. The EPA considers further sensitivity analysis should be undertaken
to understand the influence of the project under conditions where ambient ozone and NO2 are
higher and more comparable to longer term trends. "
81 Environmental a) To include further details regarding the approach used to predict NO2 impacts using the
Impacts (Air ozone limiting method. Justification for the in-stack ratios adopted should be provided."
Quality)
82 Environmental b) To include a sensitivity analysis of predicted NO2 impacts based on more conservative
Impacts (Air background concentrations of ozone and NO2. "
Quality)
83 Environmental VOC emission rates could not be replicated. Detail has been provided on the process used to estimate VOC emissions including speciation of VOCs such that
Impacts (Air VOC data is presented for existing operations at the current Premises (Table 8.2) and for modelled emission rates can be replicated. This has been provided in Appendix H.
Quality) existing operations at BlueScope’s Springhill facility as proposed operations at WSSC for (Table | Further information on the speciation of VOCs is provided in Appendix C of the Revised AQIA. It is noted that speciation
8.4). has been prepared based on the ratio of speciated VOCs as a total of FID-based (n-propane equivalent) analysis. It is
There is insufficient information provided to enable replication of the maximum proportion of total | noted that full speciation of non-methane hydrocarbons is not available.
VOC (TVOC) data and the estimated emission rates cannot be verified.
The maximum proportion of total VOCs estimated from the measured concentrations (Xylenes,
MEK, Acetone, Ethylbenzene and Toluene) at the Selas stack, accounts for only 4% of VOCs
this leaves 96% of VOCs from the Selas stack unaccounted for. "
84 Environmental a) Provide a detailed description of the methodology and calculations used to estimate VOC
Impacts (Air emission rates.
Quality)
85 Environmental b) Provide justification for the estimated VOC emissions rates adopted for the Selas stack (ID5),
Impacts (Air noting that the current methodology accounts for only 4% of total VOCs from this source.
Quality)
86 Environmental Further information is required regarding the proposed hydrogen system and storage of A tube trailer will store hydrogen onsite. The tube trailer will be transported to Project via truck. The truck will then drive
Impacts hydrogen at the Premises. a) Clarification is required on the proposed hydrogen storage system. | away, leaving the tube trailer at the facility, in the designated storage area. The tube trailer will then be connected to the
(Hazards) Will a tube vehicle or an multi-element gas container (MEGC) be used as the storage system for | hydrogen system.
hydrogen at the Premises? " Appendix C provides the updated maps and plans for the Project.
87 Environmental If an MEGC is to be used - provide information on why it can’t be lifted off the trailer when the The hydrogen will be stored using a tube trailer.
Impacts system is connected?
(Hazards)
88 Environmental If a tube vehicle is being used: The hydrogen transport and receiving station design, and supply of hydrogen will be undertaken by an established
Impacts m What additional mitigations are in place to ensure that the risks of movement and subsequent | industrial gas supplier. The Applicant will engage a supplier in consideration of risks of movement and subsequent
(Hazards) damage to the delivery system are prevented? damage to the delivery system. Additionally, relevant dangerous goods (DG) considerations will be assessed and

m What consideration has been given to the duties under the DG regulations where a vehicle is
used as an ongoing store for dangerous goods, and the duties relating to the bulk transfer of
dangerous goods?

m  What analysis has been done to ensure that the transfer is safe during the entire time the
vehicle is connected to the delivery system?

m What alternatives were considered, and why were they dismissed? "

incorporated as part of the detailed design which the industrial gas supplier will undertake.
Further, onsite generation of hydrogen was considered as an alternative to offsite generation and delivery. However, the
required yield, high flows and energy requirements did not make this alternative feasible for the Project.
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Responses to Local Council Submission

A detailed response to each matter received in the submission from local council is provided in Table 5-4.

RESPONSE TO SUBMISSIONS

Table 5-4  Local Council Submission Responses
Reference | Theme Submission Response
No.

Penrith City Council

12 Development Should consent be granted a condition is to be included requiring payment of applicable Noted — see comment (171) below

contributions development contributions prior to the issue of a Construction Certificate or Subdivision Works
Certificate, whichever is issued first.

13 Environmental An ESD Report could not be located and is required to address the sustainability requirements ‘Appendix V Environmentally Sustainable Design Report’ (ESD) of the EIS, addresses the sustainability requirements,
Impacts of State Environmental Planning Policy (Industry and Employment) 2021. The proposal must including reference to relevant policies and guidelines. Sustainability measures are described in Section 2 of the ESD in
(Environmentally deliver sustainability measures such as solar panels, Water Sensitive Urban Design (WSUD) line with the Penrith Council DCP requirements. It incorporates additional opportunities that are to be considered during
Sustainable Design) features, urban heat mitigation measures, EV Charge Stations and the like. the detailed design stage of the Project to support Penrith City Council’s sustainability ambitions and targets. The ESD

has considered the following design and measures to achieve sustainability requirements:

m Energy saving and GHG emissions reduction through design opportunities to reduce the energy consumption of the
Project’s building and initiatives to optimise the energy efficiency of the manufacturing process;

m Water consumption reduction, water reuse optimisation, as well as implementation of WSUD Techniques to help
manage stormwater run-off and pollution;

m Biodiversity enhancement and minimisation of impacts;

m Careful selection of materials and design of buildings to reduce its environmental impacts throughout the development
of the Project.

Additionally, BlueScope'’s is considering renewable energy opportunities for the Project, which involves investing in a

solar farm and potentially negotiating a PPA. BlueScope is also considering suitability within the Project Area for electric

vehicle (EV) charge stations (refer reference No. 15).

14 Project (Layout and High quality and appropriately sized and located staff amenities and end of trip facilities are to The Project Area has an existing undercover bike storage area with a fixed bike rack. The locations are provided in
Design) be provided. Secure and undercover bicycle parking is to be provided for staff. Appendix C, Drawing No. WS70001. This is further discussed in Reference No. 8.

15 Project (Layout and Consideration shall be given to providing 5% of all new car parking spaces with EV Charge The area immediately east of the carpark area currently has electricity supply. An updated plan has been included in
Design) stations. Appendix C. The Project will include 41 additional car spaces to be built. In total 113 carparks will be provided within the

Project Area (refer Appendix C drawing No. WS72010). Two of the 41 car spaces will be marked for electrical vehicles
and will contain trickle car charging stations. These carparks will be located adjacent to the existing power points within
the assembly area.

16 Justification and In accordance with Council’s DCP applicable Urban Heat Chapter, 40% of the car parking area Appendix O Landscape Concept Plan’ of the EIS, HABIT8 Report Page 4, depicts the carpark extension and two rows of
Evaluation is to be provided with canopy shade. Landscape plans are to demonstrate that this is trees to be planted either side of the extension. There are large trees every nine car spaces and small trees every two

achievable. car spaces, matching the existing landscape plan of the CPL8 carpark. The large trees have between 6 m and 8 m

The Department is strongly encouraged to ensure compliance with this requirement for any new | canopy cover, and the small trees have approximately 3 m canopy cover. This will allow for a large amount of shading to
car parking spaces. DPE is also encouraged to require amendments to existing car parking reduce urban heat consistent with the objectives of Penrith City Council DCP.

areas to enable compliance with this control, or closer to. An updated Landscape Plan is provided in Appendix N.

17 Justification and Further, Council’'s DCP applies to the site and requires planting within the car parking area to An updated Landscape Plan is provided in Appendix N and increases the amount of tree canopy coverage provided to
Evaluation have canopy trees spaced at 6 car space intervals and no less. Landscape plans are not the car parking area.

compliant with this requirement.

18 Project (Layout and Additional tree planting may be included in existing blister at the southern existing aisle ends. An updated Landscape Plan is provided in Appendix N.
Design)

19 Environmental In consideration of above — DPE is to review if existing landscaping is adequate or requires Noted. The EIS has considered amenity impacts of the Project. Additionally, appropriate landscaping areas have been
Impacts (Visual) refreshing, replanting or irrigation to ensure the visual, amenity and heat island impacts of the provided to deliver additional screening and canopy tree planting to soften visual impact and lessen heat island effect.

new development are addressed. The plants species proposed are outlined in 'Appendix P Landscape Concept Plan’ of the EIS.

20 Environmental An arborist report is to address impacts of the construction of the proposed fire sprinkler tank An arborist report is included in Appendix M. The proposed water tank has been relocated to north of the carparking
Impacts (Biodiversity) | and nearby infrastructure, to ensure that mature trees nearby are not removed or detrimentally area to reduce the impacts on mature trees.

impacted.

21 Project (Layout and Safe and separated access for bicycles and pedestrians is to be provided to the Street. The Project Area currently has a pedestrian and bicycle access on the north-east corner of the Project Area. The
Design) footpath and access gate are separate to the road access.

Appendix C, drawing No. WS70001, indicates the pedestrian walkway and separate entrance for the bikes in green.

22 Project (Layout and The layout of the development shall ensure (and demonstrate) how practical maintenance to the | The creek does not pass through the Project Area. Existing access points to the creek are currently via the neighbouring
Design) easement for the creek is provided and maintained. property owned by Cleanaway.

23 Project (Layout and The security fence forward of the building and along Templar Road is to be Diplomat stye black | The existing fence along Templar Road will not be modified and the Project will not involve the erection of a new fence.

Design)

metal palisade fencing and not chain link and/or barbed wire. Landscape plans currently
indicate ‘2.1m fence to architect’s detail’.
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24 Environmental DPE is to ensure compliance with Council’s DCP in relation to Signage, particularly that which is | Viewpoints EVP04, EVP11, EVP12 & EVP14 assessed in ‘Appendix O Visual Impact Assessment’ of the EIS, are located
Impacts (Visual) proposed at the upper level of the high bay. This signage shall not be visible outside of the on the outer extent of the industrial zoning of Erskine Park, where the Project, specifically the high bay, is predominantly
Industrially zoned land. screened by intervening elements which includes topography, vegetation and/or industrial elements.
Additional wireframes have been prepared, which are worst-case scenarios representing bare ground, with existing
screening features, such as structures or vegetation, not considered (refer Appendix K).
These wireframes highlight the scale and position of the high bay of the Project, the findings are summarised below:
m Wireframe WFO01 indicates potential views to the Project. This viewpoint is located at the end of Templar Road within
private property in land zoned C2 - Environmental Conservation and is surrounded by land zoned IN1 - General
Industrial.
m Wireframe WFO02 indicates no potential views to the Project due to the distance of the receptor and intervening
topography, the Project will be screened from this location. This viewpoint is located on land zoned R2 - Low Density
Residential;
m Wireframe WF03 and WFO04 indicate potential views to the Project. This viewpoint is located on land zoned R2 - Low
Density Residential; and
m Wireframe WFO04 indicates potential views to the Project. The photomontage indicates that due to the distance of the
receptor and intervening elements, including industrial infrastructure and vegetation, it is likely the Project will be only
partially visible from this location. It is unlikely that signage, if located on the high bay of the Project, would be visible
from this location outside the industrial area, or likely be indiscernible due to the receptor distance. This viewpoint is
located on land zoned RU2 - Rural Landscape.
Where wireframes indicate visibility to the Project, existing structures and buildings would likely screen the views to the
Project. With this taken into consideration, it is unlikely that signage, if located on the high bay of the Project, would be
visible from outside the industrial zoning. It is also unlikely that signage will be discernible from nearby residential zones
due to the receptor distance, even if views are available.
A photomontage from EVP12 (located west of the Project Area, on land zoned RU2: Rural Landscape) is also included in
Appendix K.
25 Environmental General review advice: Section 5.2 of the revised Civil Engineering Report Incorporating Soil and Water Management makes clear that no
Impacts (Water and Stormwater discharge is proposed to be directed to the existing pipe network within the site, modifications will be required to the existing basin for the Project (refer Appendix E) although some maintenance works
Hydrology) which runs to the existing basin within the adjoining property protected by an existing drainage will be required to the existing basin and discharge structure to ensure the existing basin functions as originally designed.
easement. The maintenance works are anticipated to be cleaning up of flora and access points to ensure basin is in working at its
The application (as has been lodged) proposes minor modifications to the existing basin and designed capacity. The Applicant will engage with the neighbouring property, where the existing basin and discharge
discharge structure. As the proposed discharge point and modification works are within the structure are located, as required to complete maintenance works.
adjoining property and existing easement extent, the application shall be supported by consent
from the adjoining property owner and any beneficiary or burdened party of the existing
drainage easement.
No objections are raised to this aspect of the development subject to the above matter being
addressed. Draft recommended Council engineering conditions are at Appendix A."
26 Beyond the scope "This SSD Application does not make mention of this separate application (temporary driveway Two separate applications have been lodged and approved by Penrith City Council with respect to the temporary
(Separate Application) | access at the southern end of the site to accommodate an oversized vehicle that will be used to | driveway crossing at the southern end of the site:
deliver materials to the site during the construction period for the project). This SSD has not m Online Driveway Construction Application — Reference No.: DRV23/0232
addressed: m Road Reserve Opening (Section 138) Application — Reference No.: P-494045-Q3Z3
- the proposed temporary access at the southern end of the site,
- the proposed partial removal of the Council owned drainage basin within the centre of Templar | Note, the temporary access is not proposed to be used by oversized vehicles during construction. As discussed in the
Road, TIA, the Project Area is currently accessed satisfactorily by oversized vehicles with a PBS Vehicle Access Permit
- remediation works at the completion of the construction works, and provided by the National Heavy Vehicle Regulator (NHVR).
- impacts of the oversized vehicle on Council’'s Road network."
27 Environmental "Prior to further assessment, the following matters must be addressed by the applicant: Oversized vehicles will access the Project Area using the existing entrance point on the north-east corner of the Project
Impacts (Traffic and - Full details of the temporary access proposed at the southern end of the site to accommodate Area. The temporary access at the southern end of the site has been approved under separate applications and will be
Transport) an oversized vehicle during the construction period," used by small vehicles. Notwithstanding, it is not proposed to be use the temporary access for oversized vehicles during
the construction period.
A swept path analysis has been provided for the longest heavy vehicles proposed to access the Project Area and the
MCLY7 facility, which include the 30m A-double truck and 30m B-triple truck. The analysis shows that these vehicles will
be able to enter and exit the Project Area without any impacts to the frontage road and circulate on-site to achieve the
proposed operational outcomes for the Project. The swept path analysis is provided in the TIA (refer Appendix N of the
EIS).
28 Project (Layout and The impact upon the existing drainage, including water quality, of Templar Road upon the partial | The Project has been amended and no longer proposes any modifications to the traffic island or the partial removal of the
Design) removal of the drainage basin located within the centre of Templar Road and replacement with drainage basin.
road pavement.
29 Project (Layout and The application shall address the current functionality of the basin, the gaps in the kerb for the
Design) collection of runoff from the road pavement, and the existing grated drainage pit that is
proposed to be converted to a sealed lid.
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30 Project (Layout and Assessment of the removal of the trees and vegetation currently located in the subject area of
Design) the basin.
31 Environmental Assessment of the oversized vehicle upon the local road network. The transport routes and associated approvals for oversized vehicles is provided in Section 4.7 of the TIA (refer
Impacts (Traffic and Appendix N of the EIS).
Transport) As discussed in the TIA, the Project Area is currently accessed satisfactorily by oversized vehicles with a PBS Vehicle
Access Permit provided by the National Heavy Vehicle Regulator (NHVR).
The Project will utilise the same oversized vehicles as per the existing operation of CPL8. Therefore, permits will be
required for use, to be obtained from the National Heavy Vehicle Regulator and Penrith City Council’s Asset Section
(Appendix ).
On 15 March 2023, NHVR granted conditional approval for the B Triple road train from Pt Kembla to the Project Area.
The condition is related to the review of the middle trailer design to accept the coil mass required, which was reduced
from 22 tonnes to 14 tonnes.
An application for the middle trailer design (Level 2 Class B vehicles (PBS 2B)) has been re-submitted to NHVR. Case
686490 — New Permit Application — Performance Based Standards (PBS)).
The Applicant will also obtain a permit from Penrith City Council’'s Asset Section.
32 Project (Description) The duration of construction. The expected duration of construction of the Project is 29 months. This is further discussed in Section 3.3.1 Project
Construction, of the EIS.
33 Project (Layout and The remediation of Templar Road at the completion of the internal construction works. Modification to the traffic island and partial removal of the drainage basin is no longer proposed in the Project. The
Design) updated mitigation and management measures (refer to Appendix B of this report) recommends undertaking an
independent dilapidation survey of Templar Road prior to and after construction works and undertaking repairs to
Templar Road in consultation with the relevant road authority.
34 Environmental "Environmental management and health matters A Preliminary Environmental Remedial Action Plan (RAP) was prepared to address the relevant recommendations
Impacts (Hazard — The current operation at the site is subject to an Environmental Protection Licence (EPL) from outlined in ‘Appendix K Preliminary Site Investigation and Detailed Site Investigation’ of the EIS.
Contamination) the NSW EPA. The site operates under EPL-12495 for Metallurgical Activities and will require The Preliminary RAP follows on previous PSI and DS| assessments at the Project Area and intends to establish a
assessment by the EPA and licence review. strategy for remediation and validation works to support the Project in compliance with the State Environmental Planning
Council agrees with the recommendations stated in the accompanying environmental reports. Policy (Resilience and Hazards) 2021.
Of significant importance is the requirement to prepare a Remediation Action Plan (RAP) to The Preliminary RAP concluded that the Project will not pose an unacceptable risk to site occupiers, nearby receptors or
address hazardous ground gas (HGG) and other contamination issues identified in the PSI and the environment through the implementation of the strategies identified in the preliminary plan.
DSI. This will also require preparation of Validation Reporting." The Preliminary RAP is provided in Appendix J.
35 General comment "Site traffic summary General comment
Vehicle access to the project area is located off Templar Road for heavy vehicles and light
vehicles. There are three driveways to the site; the central driveway provides light vehicle
access via a two-way driveway while heavy vehicles enter and exit via separate driveways to
the far north and south of the site. There is an on-site car park consisting of 80 car parking
spaces and eight (8) motorcycle spaces."
36 Environmental "Traffic analysis Noted — see comment (31) above.
Impacts (Traffic and Council has reviewed the traffic impact assessment and provides the following advice: The
Transport) traffic impact of the proposed development on adjoining road network is considered acceptable
subject to the below identified need for approval from National Heavy Vehicle Regulator (NHVR)
for use of the road for PBS 2B Vehicle Access. Once the middle trailer has been designed it will
be resubmitted to the NVHR for approval.”
37 Environmental Currently, there are 80 parking spaces on-site and eight (8) motorcycle spaces. It is proposed to | Noted. To be reviewed and considered during design development.
Impacts (Traffic and provide a total of 121 parking spaces to accommodate the future peak parking demand
Transport) generated by the existing and proposed development with two (2) accessible parking spaces
are to be provided associated with the development.
38 Environmental The additional on-site car parking layout has been designed to comply with Australian
Impacts (Traffic and Standards 2890.1-2004 with parking aisle width of 5.8m, bay width of 2.4m and bay length of
Transport) 5.4m.
39 Environmental Accessible parking spaces are designed to comply with AS2890.6 — 2022.
Impacts (Traffic and
Transport)
40 Environmental It is proposed to service the development by PBS 2B vehicles. Noted — see comment (31) above
Impacts (Traffic and
Transport)
41 Environmental Templar Road is not approved for servicing by PBS 2B vehicles. BlueScope shall apply/obtain Noted — see comment (31) above

Impacts (Traffic and
Transport)

PBS 2B Vehicle Access Permit from the NHVR to access the site via Templar Road. Vehicle
Access Permit shall also be obtained from Council’'s Asset Section.
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42 General comment “Landscape design matters Noted. General Comment to be addressed after advice is received.
Council’'s Landscape Review Advice was not available at the time of writing and will be
forwarded under separate cover.”
43 Environmental “Waterway health and design matters The revised Civil Engineering Report Incorporating Soil and Water Management, included in Appendix E, provides:
Impacts (Water and (a) MUSIC Model m Section 6 and Appendix B Music Model Configuration & Parameters: It includes an updated MUSIC Model with the
Hydrology) As no MUSIC modelling or detailed drawings for the bioretention system was parameters and configuration considered in the modelling. The modelling examined the effectiveness of the water
submitted, Council was not able to complete a full assessment against the quality treatment train. The model was set up using the latest Penrith City Council MUSICLINK. Modelling parameters
requirements of Council's WSUD Policy and related DCP sections. The applicant shall used were based on those nominated in the Penrith City Council WSUD Technical Guidelines (Version 3 — June 2015)
address these deficiencies. and Draft NSW MUSIC Modelling Guidelines (2011).
(b) Notwithstanding the above, based in the information provided it is noted that the m Appendix F Existing Rocla Downstream Defender Details: It provides details of the existing Gross Pollutant Trap
development proposes to discharge into an existing 1,035m2 bioretention system. (GPT).
An existing GPT is also proposed, however the plans also indicate that the bioretention 5 Appendix G Existing Basin Details: It includes the existing basin detailed drawing.
basin and GPT requirements are currently under review. Clarification is required prior The revised Civil Engineering Report Incorporating Soil and Water Management (refer Appendix E) assessed in the
to completing the assessment of the application.” MUSIC modelling a treatment train incorporating the use of the existing GPT and biofiltration basin during the operational
phase of the Project. The results indicate that the proposed treatment will be effective in reducing pollutant loads in
stormwater discharging from the Project Area and meet the requirements of Penrith City Council’s pollution reduction
targets.
44 Environmental "General waterways matters BlueScope is responsible for the maintenance of the detention (bioretention system) basin. BlueScope is the only
Impacts (Water and It is noted that while an indicative maintenance schedule is included in the civil report, it is not adjacent block that has access for benefactors/vehicles to the basin. The basin has been online since BlueScope started
Hydrology) clear who is responsible for the maintenance of the existing bioretention system and is not clear | production on the site in 2007.
if it has been maintained sufficiently. Appendix E provides an indicative maintenance schedule to assist in the effective operation and maintenance of the
Further, as a best practice approach, bioretention systems are not brought on-line until 80-90% various water quality components that will assist in achieving the design treatment objectives.
of the catchment they serve have been developed, due to the risk of being compromised by
sediment from the construction phase.
As such, further clarification is required on how the proposed treatment measures would be
maintained."
45 Justification and "Water conservation Current preliminary design of the rainwater tank system has been undertaken with the WSUD and DCP requirements as
Evaluation With respect to water conservation, the applicant’s report notes that the final configuration and a basis. At least 80% of non-potable water usage on site will be via captured rain water, which includes toilets and
sizing of the rainwater tanks is subject to detail design considerations and optimum site gardening.
utilisation. Refer Section 6.4 of Appendix E.
At this stage, inadequate information has been provided to demonstrate compliance with
Council’s WSUD Policy and DCP.
Additional information is required to demonstrate that a minimum of 80% non-potable water
would be meet with harvested rainwater."
46 Environmental The engineering plans indicated that the bioretention basin and GPT requirements are currently | The MUSIC modelling undertaken in the revised Civil Engineering Report Incorporating Soil and Water Management
Impacts (Water and under review. It is suggested that an updated and final set of engineering plans and supporting (refer Appendix E) has assessed the proposed treatment train incorporating the use of the existing GPT and biofiltration
Hydrology) information (e.g., MUSIC modelling) be provided for review. basin.
Refer reference No. 43 for further discussion.
47 Justification and Updated information and supporting calculations should be prepared to demonstrate how the Non-potable water will be used amenities, lawns and gardens, and washdown areas. The estimated demand for non-
Evaluation proposed development will comply with Council’'s WSUD Policy and DCP with respect to water potable water for the Project is 4 kL per day. The main rainwater tank has a capacity of 750kL and will capture enough
conservation. The strategy shall demonstrate compliance with Section 3.1 of Council's WSUD rainwater to meet more than 100% of the forecast demand for non-potable water for the Project (assuming an average
Policy. It is suggested that conditions in any consent should be provided in the case it is not annual rainfall of 675mm). A new rainwater tank is also being planned for the administration building extension.
provided prior to approval. In addition, the rainwater will also be used for cooling tower makeup and demineralised water feed (supplemented with
potable water top-up during periods of low rainfall).
48 Environmental While an indicative maintenance schedules for the treatment systems are included in the civil An indicative maintenance schedule has been provided in Appendix E.
Impacts (Water and report, it is not clear who is responsible for the maintenance of the existing bioretention system
Hydrology) and is not clear if it has been adequately maintained to date. As such, further clarification is
required on how the proposed treatment measures would be maintained. Further, it is
suggested that conditions requiring maintenance of all stormwater treatment measures (in
perpetuity by the owner) should also be included in any consent.
49 Environmental Bioretention systems are not brought on-line until a minimum of 80-90% of the catchment they The revised Civil Engineering Report Incorporating Soil and Water Management (Appendix E) have included erosion
Impacts (Water and serve have been developed, due to the risk of being compromised by sediment from the and sediment control measures, including the provision of a sediment basin during the construction phase to ensure the
Hydrology) construction phase. A condition may be applied to ensure that the adequate safeguards are in bioretention system is not compromised during the construction phase. The sediment basin is illustrated in drawing No.
place to ensure that the bioretention system is not compromised during the construction phase, WS72520 of Appendix C.
and that ensures corrective action is taken in the case the basin is compromised during
construction.
50 Environmental Positive covenants for all stormwater treatment measures should be registered on the title of the = Noted. Positive covenants will be reviewed and considered during design development.

Impacts (Water and

property. The restriction as to user and positive covenant should be in Penrith City Council’s

Hydrology) standard wording as detailed in Penrith City Council’'s Stormwater Drainage for Building
Development.
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5.4

Responses to Service Providers Submissions

A detailed response to each matter received in the submissions from services providers is outlined in Table 5-5.

RESPONSE TO SUBMISSIONS

Table 5-5 Service Providers Submissions Responses
Reference | Theme Submission Response
No.

Sydney Water

7

Project (Services and
Utilities)

m Potable water servicing and wastewater servicing should be available.

m Amplifications, adjustments, and/or minor extensions may be required.

m Maintenance structures located within the property boundary will need to be
protected/access maintained.

m Adjustments/Deviations to the 300mm wastewater main traversing the site may be required.
A trade waste application may be required for this development. The Applicant should follow
the steps outline in the appendix to progress where required."

m Existing potable water and wastewater services have been identified and are available in the Project Area.
m Adjustments to total usage of supply and waste services will be required.
m Existing meter access will be maintained.
m No adjustments or deviations to the 300 mm wastewater main have been identified in current design.
Existing trade waste licences 31807 and 31809 will require modification to allow for increased flows.
The Applicant has provided the above information in its application to Sydney Water for a Section 73 Compliance
Certificate under the Sydney Water Act 1994, including any potential extensions or amplifications.

Endeavour Energy

89 Project (Services and Not all the conditions / advice marked may be directly or immediately relevant or significant to Noted.
Utilities) the Planning Proposal. However, Endeavour Energy’s preference is to alert Applicants /
applicants of the potential matters that may arise should development within closer proximity of
the existing and/or required electricity infrastructure needed to facilitate the proposed
development on or in the vicinity of the site occur.
90 General comment "An easement benefitting Endeavour Energy (indicated by red hatching) for 11,000 volt / 11 General comment.
kilovolt (kV) high voltage underground cables going to high voltage customer substation no.
25429 which provides the customer connection point for the existing premises.
Low voltage and 11 kV high voltage underground cables (including streetlight columns) to the
road verge / roadway"
91 Project (Services and Applicants should not assume adequate supply is immediately available to facilitate their BlueScope is currently engaging with Endeavour Energy regarding the amount of power required for the Project.
Utilities) proposed development. Discussions will continue and pending a baseline schedule being finalised, confirmation of timing and ramp up of
power from Endeavour Energy.
92 Project (Services and Before commencing any underground activity the applicant must obtain advice from the Before | Noted. BlueScope's Accredited Service Provider (ASP) 1 Contractors shall abide by this requirement.
Utilities) You Dig service. Commencement of work shall also include potholing for verification of service location.
93 Project (Services and The construction of any building or structure connected to or in close proximity to the electrical | Noted. BlueScope's ASP1 designer is currently in the progress of updating the earthing and lightning design for site.
Utilities) network must be properly earthed. All works shall comply with AS3000.
94 Project (Services and Preference is for no activities to occur in easements and they must adhere to minimum safety Noted. BlueScope and Contractors shall adhere to this requirement.
Utilities) requirements.
95 Project (Services and "Endeavour Energy’s emergency contact number 131 003 should be included in any relevant Noted. BlueScope and Contractors shall adhere to this requirement.
Utilities) risk and safety
management plan."
96 Project (Services and Access to the electricity infrastructure may be required at any time particularly in the event of Noted. BlueScope and Contractors shall adhere to this requirement.
Utilities) an emergency.
97 Project (Services and Design electricity infrastructure for safety and environmental compliance consistent with safe Noted. BlueScope's ASP1 designer is designing based on the requirements of Endeavour Energy and submitting all
Utilities) design lifecycle principles. designs to Endeavour Energy for approval.
98 Project (Services and Applicants will need to submit an appropriate application based on the maximum demand for Noted. BlueScope has engaged with Endeavour Energy through its consultant Performance Electrics (PE) and shall
Utilities) electricity for connection of load. submit the appropriate request once maximum demand calculations have been completed.
99 Project (Services and Development should avert the possible risk to health from exposure to emissions form Noted. Design of supply cabling is based on buried cables which reduces exposure to EMF.
Utilities) electricity infrastructure such as electric and magnetic fields (EMF) and noise.
100 Project (Services and Public safety training resources are available to help general public / workers understand the Noted. BlueScope intends to engage experienced industrial Contractors who are familiar with this process.
Utilities) risk and how to work safely near electricity infrastructure. BlueScope and Contractor safety teams shall monitor, and coach employees where required.
101 Project (Services and Reducing greenhouse gas emissions and helping customers save on their energy consumption | Noted. BlueScope has considered measures to adopt sustainable energy technologies (refer reference No. 64 and
Utilities) and costs through new initiatives and projects to adopt sustainable energy technologies. 65).
102 Project (Services and Landscaping that interferes with electricity infrastructure is a potential safety risk and may Noted. Landscaping around the electricity infrastructure shall be kept to a minimum.

Utilities)

result in the interruption of supply.
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103 Project (Services and To ensure an adequate / suitable connection, the applicant will need to engage an Accredited Noted. BlueScope has engaged PE as its ASP consultant. PE is an ASP3 for the design of the NSW Electricity
Utilities) Service Provider (ASP) of an appropriate level and class of accreditation to assess the Network (Ausgrid, Endeavour Energy, and Essential Energy).
electricity load and the proposed method of supply for the development. Accreditation Number — 5825.
104 Project (Services and An extension and / or augmentation of the existing local network will be required. Whilst there Noted. BlueScope has been in discussions with Endeavour Energy regarding the reservation of spare capacity at
Utilities) are a few distribution substations in the area which are likely to have some spare capacity, itis | the existing Mamre 11kV Zone Substation.
not unlimited and will not to be sufficient to facilitate a significant urban residential
development.
105 Project (Services and Other factors such as the size and rating / load on the conductors and voltage drop (which can | Noted. BlueScope has engaged with a HV consultant (PE) and has submitted a design to Endeavour Energy for
Utilities) affect the quality of supply particularly with long conductor runs) etc. need to be assessed. review (drawing book A527810_UIL6393 RETIC).
However the extent of any works required will not be determined until the final load
assessment is completed.
106 Project (Services and "The required padmount substation/s will need to be located within the property (in a suitable Noted. BlueScope has awarded the contract to an ASP1 company to undertake the work, who is engaging with
Utilities) and accessible location) and be protected with an appropriate form of property tenure as Endeavour Energy regarding undertaking this work.
detailed in the attached copy of Endeavour Energy’s ‘Land Interest Guidelines For Network Documentation has been submitted to Endeavour Energy including the required Letter to Proceed (reference
Connection’. DBL2728).
Generally it is the Level 3 Accredited Service Provider’'s (ASP) responsibility (engaged by the
developer) to make sure substation location and design complies with Endeavour Energy’s
standards the suitability of access, safety clearances, fire ratings, flooding etc."
107 Project (Services and " Endeavour Energy’s network asset design policy is generally to progressively underground all | Noted. The current design complies with the requirement. Cabling is underground.
Utilities) new urban developments. All new cabling / reticulation infrastructure must be of an
underground construction type.
Where existing overhead construction is present on or in proximity of the site, it may require
undergrounding as the development proceeds."
108 Project (Services and All encroachments and /or activities (works) within or affecting an easement or restriction Noted. Endeavour Energy has been consulted with these activities by BlueScope’s ASP1 .
Utilities) (other than those approved / certified by Endeavour Energy’s Customer Network Solutions
Branch as part of an enquiry / application for load or asset relocation project and even if not
part of the Development Application) need to be referred to Endeavour Energy’s Easements
Officer for assessment and possible approval if they meet the minimum safety requirements
and controls. However please note that this does not constitute or imply the granting of
approval by Endeavour Energy to any or all of the proposed encroachments and / or activities
within the easement.
109 Project (Services and The planting of large / deep rooted trees to near electricity infrastructure is opposed by Noted. Endeavour Energy has been consulted with these activities by an ASP1 Level 1 Accredited Service
Utilities) Endeavour Energy. Existing trees which are of low ecological significance in proximity of Provider.
electricity infrastructure should be removed and if necessary replaced by an alternative smaller
planting. The landscape designer will need to ensure any planting near electricity infrastructure
achieves Endeavour Energy’s vegetation management requirements.
110 General comment In the NSW Planning Portal for the ‘Agency response’, as Endeavour Energy is not a General comment.
concurring authority under the provision of the Environmental Planning and Assessment Act
1979 (NSW), it does not ‘Approve’ or ‘Refuse’ a Development Application in the Portal. It will
‘Approve (with conditions) (which may ‘Object’ in the submission and detail the matters
requiring resolution), or if all the matters in the submission are marked are for ‘Advice’, the
outcome of the assessment will also be ‘Advice’.
111 Project (Services and Before any excavation activities commence onsite, current ‘Dial before You Dig’ (DBYD) Noted. BlueScope's ASP1 Contractors shall abide by this requirement.
Utilities) underground services location plans should be obtained and studied. Contact DBYD on 1100.
112 Project (Services and All work within easements must be conducted with extreme caution. WorkSafe NSW (formerly | Noted. BlueScope's ASP1 Contractors shall abide by this requirement.
Utilities) WorkCover) guidelines ‘Working near Underground Assets’ are to be followed.
113 Project (Services and See Table B Matrix page 4 below. When excavating in vicinity of our underground electrical Noted. BlueScope's ASP1 Contractors shall abide by this requirement.
Utilities) assets.
114 Project (Services and All workers must be advised of the existence of the underground cables and easement Noted. BlueScope's ASP1 Contractors shall abide by this requirement. Commencement of work shall include
Utilities) restrictions. potholing for verification of service location.
115 Project (Services and For cable or pipe locations and their depths, contact an accredited underground asset locator Noted. BlueScope's ASP1 Contractors shall abide by this requirement. Commencement of work shall include

Utilities)

before works commence.

potholing for verification of service location.
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116 Project (Services and The exact location of underground electrical assets likely to be affected shall be confirmed by Noted. BlueScope's ASP1 Contractors shall abide by this requirement. Commencement of work shall include
Utilities) use of an electronic cable locator followed by careful non-mechanical excavation to the level of | potholing for verification of service location.
conduits. Non-mechanical excavation (potholing using hydrovac or hand tools) must be used in
advance of mechanical excavation to expose and locate all known conductors whilst adhering
to the distances shown in Table B of the ‘Work Near Underground Assets Guide’.
117 Project (Services and "An Accredited Service Provider ASP Level 3 SURVEY of the existing underground easement | Noted. BlueScope shall engage a recognised ASP1 Contractor to undertake the work and shall abide by this
Utilities) must be obtained, indicating the route, length and depth of the underground cables and must requirement.
be displayed. This must also include the existing depth prior to work, and the proposed depth
of the cabling after the works are performed. All works must comply with Endeavour Energy’s
Standards. See EE’s ASP Portal:
https://www.endeavourenergy.com.au/aspPortal/webengine/au/com/ee/asp/login/Login
Any cutting or filling of the land is a safety concern and requires an assessment. The required
coverage above the cabling must be maintained throughout the easement. Any additional fill
can compromise the maximum current cable rating capacity."
118 Project (Services and Should the cable ducts or warning tape be exposed (damaged), all work is to STOP. Notify Noted. BlueScope's ASP1 Contractors shall abide by this requirement.
Utilities) Endeavour Energy 131 003 immediately. No work will recommence until a full inspection is
conducted.
119 Project (Services and No other service utilities are permitted within the underground easement, including stormwater, | Noted. BlueScope's ASP1 Contractors shall abide by this requirement.
Utilities) drainage, water & tap pipes or gas pipework, including temporary electrical supply etc.
120 Project (Services and All conditional approvals granted, are subject to any encroachment being removed or relocated = Noted. BlueScope's ASP1 Contractors shall abide by this requirement.
Utilities) at the Owners expense should Endeavour Energy require this for cable maintenance,
construction or emergency service works.
121 Project (Services and Unimpeded 24hour / 7day a week access must be available to our electricity assets. Noted. BlueScope's ASP1 Contractors shall abide by this requirement.
Utilities)
122 Project (Services and Concreting over the cable easement is acceptable providing the ground cover is not reduced. Noted. BlueScope's ASP1 Contractors shall abide by this requirement.
Utilities)
123 Project (Services and If excavation is required due to an unsuitable sub-base, then details of a safe work method Noted. BlueScope's ASP1 Contractors shall abide by this requirement.
Utilities) statement (SWMS) is required to be submitted and agreed to by Endeavour Energy prior to the
excavation taking place.
124 Project (Services and The planting of trees or the cultivation of shrubs with extensive root systems will not be Noted. BlueScope has no intention of planting trees in the easement and shall abide by this requirement.
Utilities) permitted within the easement area. However, the planting of small shrubs and tilling of soil
with a maximum root system 400mm deep may be considered in underground easements,
except within 2 metres of joint bays, surface installations, cable marker plates and posts.
125 Project (Services and The placing of garbage, timber or debris is not permitted within the easement area. Noted. BlueScope has no intention of disposing of rubbish within the easement and shall abide by this requirement.
Utilities)
126 Project (Services and The parking of vehicles within the easement area will normally be permitted provided that an Noted. BlueScope has no intention of parking vehicles within the easement area and shall abide by this
Utilities) adequate surface exists capable of supporting the vehicles weight likely to be parked, thus requirement.
preventing the crushing of the cables or affecting the current cable rating.
127 Project (Services and Approval will normally be given for the operation of mobile plant and equipment within the Noted. BlueScope shall abide by this requirement.
Utilities) easement area. This is provided if an adequate surface exists capable of supporting the plant
or equipment thus preventing the crushing of the cables. If a suitable surface does not exist,
approval may be given subject to the activity being supervised by Endeavour Energy at either
the developer or operator’s expense.
128 Project (Services and Any driveway where it crosses the easement for underground cables is to be constructed with Noted. BlueScope does not have a driveway crossing the easement but shall abide by this requirement.
Utilities) reinforced concrete of not less than 200mm thick and sustain a 30tonne truck.
129 Project (Services and All digging / excavation work is to be carried out by hand or toothless bucket and will be Noted. BlueScope's ASP1 Contractors shall abide by this requirement. Commencement of work shall include
Utilities) considered on an individual basis. potholing for verification of service location.
130 Project (Services and No mechanical compaction of the concrete over the easement is to be conducted. Any Noted. BlueScope's ASP1 Contractors shall abide by this requirement.
Utilities) compaction should only be carried out using static rollers.
131 Project (Services and The erection of structures spanning the easement is not permitted. Consideration will be given | Noted. BlueScope's ASP1 Contractors shall abide by this requirement.

Utilities)

if no other practicable alternative site is available, the cables will be required to be installed in
ducts and if deemed necessary, concrete encased. Spare ducts may also be required to meet
future cable requirements. The above works would be at the applicant’'s expense.
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132 Project (Services and The placing of fill' within underground easements is not usually permitted. However, Noted. BlueScope's ASP1 Contractors shall abide by this requirement. If any variation to the current plan,
Utilities) consideration will be given on an individual basis after an investigation by Endeavour Energy. Endeavour Energy shall be consulted.
133 Project (Services and Approval for reduction in ground cover over underground cable easements will only be Noted. BlueScope's ASP1 Contractors shall abide by this requirement.
Utilities) considered if the depth of the cable / ducts exceeds minimum design requirements.
134 Project (Services and Approval for concrete driveways is subject to the driveway being capable of supporting the Noted. BlueScope's ASP1 Contractors shall abide by this requirement.
Utilities) heaviest vehicle likely to traverse it and the cables are to be installed in ducts and, if deemed
necessary, concrete encased. Spare ducts may be required to be installed to meet future cable
requirements with installation being at the owner’s expense.
135 Project (Services and All conductive fencing must not encroach within the underground easement and must be Noted. BlueScope's ASP1 Contractors shall abide by this requirement.
Utilities) earthed in accordance with AS3000. If the fence bisects the easement, the fence posts are to
be placed outside the easement area. This also includes metallic bollards, Armco railing, star
posts, sign posts, flag poles, fixed ground clothes hoists, pipe work or RIO — reinforcement,
metallic tap components etc
136 Project (Services and Pools & Spas including pumps, skimmer boxes, coping or the like, are not permitted in Noted. BlueScope does not intend to install this type of equipment and shall abide by this requirement.
Utilities) easements.
137 Project (Services and Domestic recreation activities are usually permitted within the vicinity of the easement. Noted. BlueScope does not intend to allow this type of activity and shall abide by this requirement.
Utilities)
138 Project (Services and The storage of non-flammable materials may be considered provided that the land owner can Noted. BlueScope does not intend to store materials on the easement and shall abide by this requirement.
Utilities) demonstrate that removal of such material can be achieved in a reasonable time frame.
139 Project (Services and The construction of buildings over the underground easement area is prohibited. Noted. BlueScope does not intend to construct unapproved buildings over the easement and shall abide by this
Utilities) requirement. BlueScope shall be installing an approved kiosk and MSB for temporary construction power. This
design has been submitted to Endeavour Energy.
140 Project (Services and Retaining walls are not permitted within the easement area. Noted. BlueScope does not intend to construct retaining walls on the easement and shall abide by this requirement.
Utilities)
141 Project (Services and The storage of flammable, combustible, explosive or corrosive materials within the easement Noted. BlueScope does not intend to store any materials on the easement and shall abide by this requirement.
Utilities) area is not permitted.
142 Project (Services and It should be noted that these are guidelines only and written permission must be sought for any | Noted. BlueScope does not intend to store any materials on the easement and shall abide by this requirement.
Utilities) activity within the easement area.
143 Project (Services and Endeavour Energy maintains the rights of the easement to have any structure or thing Noted. BlueScope's ASP1 Contractors shall abide by this requirement.
Utilities) removed at cost to the Owner, for electrical maintenance, upgrades, emergency purposes or
for any WH&S work health and safety concerns.
144 Project (Services and "The concreting requirements for the hardstand and the driveway crossing over Endeavour Noted. BlueScope's ASP1 Contractors shall abide by this requirement.
Utilities) Energy’s Easements are:
Commercial: 100mm road base, two layers F72 mesh on bar chairs, and 200mm of 32MPA
concrete. The base can be rolled but must not be compacted by mechanical devices, such as
small plate compactors."
145 Project (Services and Appropriate screening made of metal, timber, plastic or masonry fencing is allowable outside Noted. BlueScope's ASP1 Contractors shall abide by this requirement.
Utilities) the easement.
146 Project (Services and No sail clothes, covers or tarps of any kind are allowable in the easement. Noted. BlueScope's ASP1 Contractors shall abide by this requirement.
Utilities)
147 Project (Services and Carport posts, metallic clothes hoists poles or posts cannot be located inside the padmount Noted. BlueScope's ASP1 Contractors shall abide by this requirement.
Utilities) substation easement area nor encroach into it.
148 Project (Services and Dial before You Dig (DBYD) service plans are required prior to any property excavation. Noted. BlueScope's ASP1 Contractors shall abide by this requirement. Commencement of work shall include
Utilities) Contact 1100. Note: DBYD service plans do not indicate underground electrical service mains. | potholing for verification of service location.
149 Project (Services and Ground excavation must be done manually or by a toothless mechanical scraping device within | Noted. BlueScope's ASP1 Contractors shall abide by this requirement. Commencement of work shall include
Utilities) the easement with an approved safety observer at all times. potholing for verification of service location.
150 Project (Services and Easement dimensions must not be reduced by any structures e.qg. fences, retaining walls, brick | Noted. BlueScope's ASP1 Contractors shall abide by this requirement.

Utilities)

walls, terrace work or vegetation etc.
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151 Project (Services and Ongoing clear entry and exit access around the substation easement area is paramount for Noted. BlueScope's ASP1 Contractors shall abide by this requirement.
Utilities) Work Health & Safety (WH&S) requirements.
152 Project (Services and No trees, shrubs or bushes nor planter boxes or pot plants or decorative features are allowed Noted. BlueScope's ASP1 Contractors shall abide by this requirement. There is no intention to allow vegetation
Utilities) in the easement. within the easement boundary
153 Project (Services and No slip or trip hazards allowed in the easement. Tree stumps must be cut to ground level or Noted. BlueScope's ASP1 Contractors shall abide by this requirement. There is no intention to allow vegetation
Utilities) below. within the easement boundary
154 Project (Services and Ventilation is required around and through the base of the substation. Noted. BlueScope's ASP1 Contractors shall abide by this requirement. The kiosk is in a well-ventilated,
Utilities) unobstructed area
155 Project (Services and No placing of Council bins or stock piling of any materials is allowed in the easement. Noted. BlueScope does not intend to store any materials on the easement and shall abide by this requirement.
Utilities)
156 Project (Services and If the substation is fenced out or gated, ongoing maintenance of the easement area is still the Noted. BlueScope's ASP1 Contractors shall abide by this requirement.
Utilities) responsibility of the owner of the property.
157 Project (Services and If the substation is enclosed and gated and locked, it must open outwards towards the street, BlueScope to confirm padmount substations located outside boundary fence with 24 hour access 7 days a week.
Utilities) and have an Endeavour Energy locking system installed for 24hr 7days access. Contact
Integrity locking on 1300 366 488 for assistance.
158 Project (Services and Endeavour Energy will provide the appropriate reflective signage for the asset when contacted. | Noted. BlueScope's ASP1 Contractors shall contact Endeavour Energy regarding signage.
Utilities)
159 Project (Services and "The easement must be maintained on a regular basis for work health and safety WH&S Noted. BlueScope shall abide by this requirement.
Utilities) regulations. The following suggestions are provided to property owners who may find it
onerous to maintain the easement on a regular basis. The property owner may install the
following within the easement at their cost:
* Remove or spray all vegetation with a non-toxic grass and weed deterrent;
» Remove all foreign objects leaving the easement in an approved and level state;
* Form up the easement perimeter with treated timber minimum 75-100mm deep;
* Followed with the laying of a suitable porous weed mat; and
» Then covering the easement with 20mm min. size blue metal or coloured stones, wood
bark/chips, asphalt or install pavers that are easily lifted. Alternately, lay lawn and maintain
periodically."
160 Project (Services and The final height of a retaining wall should comply with the Local Council and not exceed 1m. Noted. BlueScope does not intend to construct retaining walls on the easement and shall abide by this requirement.
Utilities)
161 Project (Services and The finished ground surface of the uphill of the retaining wall should batter down and finish Noted. BlueScope does not intend to construct retaining walls on the easement and shall abide by this requirement.
Utilities) below the top of the wall’'s capping to mitigate direct water flow into the substation easement.
162 Project (Services and The finished wall should be completely constructed in the same type of brick or concrete Noted. BlueScope does not intend to construct retaining walls on the easement and shall abide by this requirement.
Utilities) blocks / material for safety as well as aesthetic reasons.
163 Project (Services and The finished wall should not trap or promote pooling of water in the easement Noted. BlueScope does not intend to construct retaining walls on the easement and shall abide by this requirement.
Utilities)
164 Project (Services and The wall should comply with all relevant building and council codes e.g. drainage material Noted. BlueScope does not intend to construct retaining walls on the easement and shall abide by this requirement.
Utilities) inclusion behind the retaining wall to include min. 100mm ag-line, aggregate and geo tech
fabric.
165 Project (Services and The side walls can be extended minimally in order to accommodate a raised surrounding Noted. BlueScope does not intend to construct retaining walls on the easement and shall abide by this requirement.
Utilities) ground level. Any future wall extension would need to be properly footed.
166 Project (Services and Dial before You Dig (DBYD) service plans are required before excavating for retaining wall Noted. BlueScope does not intend to construct retaining walls on the easement and shall abide by this requirement.
Utilities) footings and fence posts. Contact DBYD on 1100 for assistance.
167 Project (Services and Retaining walls must be constructed outside of and not encroach the electricity easement. Noted. BlueScope does not intend to construct retaining walls on the easement and shall abide by this requirement.

Utilities)
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5.5

Responses to Additional Submissions

A detailed response to each matter received in the submissions from services providers is outlined in Table 5-6.

Table 5-6

Additional Submissions Responses

RESPONSE TO SUBMISSIONS

Reference

Theme

Transport for NSW

Submission

Response

°

168 Environmental Impacts
(Traffic and Transport)

Department

169 Environmental Impact

(Biodiversity)

Fire and Rescue NSW

TfNSW advises that the applicant’s response, to the TINSW comments in the submission dated 21 March
2023, has adequately addressed the comments. Therefore, TINSW raises no objections to the proposed
development.

of Planning and Environment— Environment and Heritage Group (EHG)

EHG has reviewed the Submissions Report and supporting studies and raises no further comments in
relation to biodiversity and flood risk management.

Noted.

Noted.

170

Environmental Impact
(Hazard - Fire)

Penrith City Council

FRNSW note responses at Reference Numbers 1-6 in Table 4-3 of the Submissions report, when
implemented, would satisfy the recommendations made by FRNSW in our previous letter out concerning
this matter dated 29/03/2023 (D23/26225).

FRNSW therefore submit no further comments or recommendations for consideration, nor any
requirements beyond that specified by applicable legislation at this stage.

Noted.

171

172

Development Contributions

Clv

Should consent be granted a condition is to be included requiring payment of applicable development
contributions prior to the issue of a Construction Certificate or Subdivision Works Certificate, whichever is
issued first.

The Plan does not provide exemptions in relation to the proposed development, and it is recommending the
Plan be applied to the development

Notwithstanding the above, Council has reviewed the applicant’s Capital Investment Value (CIV) Estimated
Breakdown document dated 5/12/2022, prepared by Berco Consulting. This document must not to be
utilised for calculating the proposed cost of carrying out the development.

The Environmental Planning and Assessment Regulation 2021 (the Regulation) sets out under section 208,
calculable costs, and expenses to be taken account of, that have been or will be incurred by the applicant
in carrying out the development.

Section 208(3) provides that the consent authority may consider an estimate of the proposed cost prepared
by an approved person, and section 208(4) lists costs and expenses which must not be included in an
estimate or determination of the proposed cost and includes:

(a) the cost of the land on which the development will be carried out,

(b) the costs of repairs to a building or works on the land that will be kept in connection with the
development,

(c) the costs associated with marketing or financing the development, including interest on loans,

(d) the costs associated with legal work carried out, or to be carried out, in connection with the
development,

(e) project management costs associated with the development,

() the cost of building insurance for the development,

(g) the costs of fittings and furnishings, including refitting or refurbishing, associated with the development,
except if the development involves an enlargement, expansion, or intensification of a current use of land,
(h) the costs of commercial stock inventory,

(i) the taxes, levies, or charges, excluding GST, paid or payable in connection with the development by or
under a law,

(j) the costs of enabling access by people with disability to the development,

(k) the costs of energy and water efficiency measures associated with the development,

() the costs of development that is provided as affordable housing,

(m) the costs of development that is the adaptive reuse of a heritage item.

As previously submitted by BlueScope, strict application of Council’s development contributions plan would
result in the Project being subject to a disproportionate funding burden. In particular, the contributions plan’s
stated purpose is to fund infrastructure with a value of $19.2 million over a period of 10 years to meet demand
caused by new growth (ie 30,000 additional jobs by 2036 or 1,500 per year) and is based on a forecast of up to
$150 million per year of non-residential development. The Imposing a condition requiring payment of a
development contribution based on 1% of the Project costs would mean that (based on the revised CIV
referred to below) BlueScope would be funding just under 16% (15.99%) of the non-residential infrastructure
requirements of the LGA for a 10-year period but only represents 0.3% of forecast employment growth (ie 43
full time employees) over the same 10 year period. This is not a reasonable outcome. and BlueScope submits
that it is appropriate for the Minister to exercise his discretion pursuant to s7.13(2) of the EP&A Act to require
payment of a lesser amount by way of development contribution.

An updated cost report (Appendix O) has been prepared and estimates the cost of work in accordance with
s.208 of the Environmental Planning and Assessment Regulation 2021.
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Reference | Theme Submission Response

No.

173 Development Contributions | From a review of the abovementioned CIV report, a significant proportion of cost inclusions identified would | An updated cost report (Appendix O) has been updated to align with the definitions of ‘capital investment
be exempt from the application of Council’s 7.12 (1%) contributions plan having regard to matters listed at value’ and ‘cost of works’ in the Environmental Planning and Assessment Regulations (EP&A Regs). In
208(4)(a)- (m). accordance with the EP&A Regs, the costs of project management, commissioning and operations,

It is recommended that a Cost of Works report be prepared informing the cost of the development to which maintenance costs, statutory approval fees and insurances, escalation, foreign exchange allowance, and
Council's 7.12 levy would be applied and shall be prepared having regard to the Regulation, and that a contingency have been excluded.

condition of consent be imposed required payment of the applicable 7.12 development contribution in The updated cost of works for the proposed development is $307,087,691.

accordance with Council’s plan, prior to the issue of a Construction Certificate.

174 Project Design The submissions Report notes on page (ii) that the Applicant has engaged with Penrith City Council to BlueScope has submitted a separate application (application number DRV23/023) to Penrith City Council for
discuss approval to complete a temporary construction entry, being the subject of a separate driveway the construction of a construction entry point. The application was approved and finalised by Penrith City
application to Council’s Assets team. Council on 6 July 2023. All works have already been completed.

On this issue, it is Council’s preference that the State Significant Development (SSD) application include
the related (required) construction access works and any associated conditions, such as those surrounding
timing, inspection and rectification works, as part of the activities for which consent is sought (given there is
a direct nexus) and that separate approvals not be sought directly with Council’s Assets team.
175 Environmental Impacts The BlueScope Sustainability Report does not directly address the sustainability requirements of State The Sustainability Report in Appendix V of the EIS addresses the sustainability requirements (refer Reference
(Environmentally Environmental Planning Policy (Industry and Employment) 2021. no. 13). In addition, the Landscape Plan (Appendix N) demonstrates:
Sustainable Design) The proposal must be clear as to the proposed sustainability measures which will be delivered and/or m Tree planting to shade carpark hard surfaces and paths to reduce heat;
installed by the project, such as solar panels, Water Sensitive Urban Design (WSUD) features, urban heat | w WSUD principles in design, including bio-swales, detention basins and grey-water re-use; and
mitigation measures, EV Charge Stations and the like. These are to be nominated on the plans. m Planting of a mix of local endemic, native and exotic trees to strengthen the urban design principles and to
comply with the current sustainability guidelines.
The roof of MCL7 main building and warehouse despatch building have been designed with the capability to
support solar panels as a future option. Note that solar panels installed for the Project are not part of this
development application. The Proponent will consider the development of these measures during detailed
design.
Consideration shall be given to providing 5% of all new car parking spaces with EV Charge stations (refer
Reference no. 176).

176 Environmental Impacts Consideration shall be given to providing 5% of all new car parking spaces with EV Charge stations. The An updated plan has been included in Appendix C.

(Environmentally applicant shall detail on plans any existing or proposed EV Charge Stations. The Project will include 41 additional car spaces to be built. In total 113 carparks will be provided within the

Sustainable Design) Project Area (refer Appendix C drawing No. WS72010 (issue 16). Two of the 41 car spaces will be marked for
electrical vehicles and will contain trickle car charging stations. These carparks will be located adjacent to the
existing power points within the assembly area.

177 Project Design A plan indicating the End of Trip facilities referenced at point 8, p.11 of the Submissions Report is to be A detailed response to traffic and transport submissions is included at Appendix I. Travel Access Guide (TAG)
provided for DPE’s review and its suitability assessed. will be prepared and implemented for the operation of the site and will address bicycle parking and end of trip

facilities.

178 Environmental Impacts The Submissions Report does not adequately respond to point 1 (e) of Council’'s submission letter dated 31 | An updated Landscape Plan is included in Appendix N.

(Vegetation) March 2023. The layout of the existing carpark has been updated to contain trees spaced at 6 m intervals and achieve 42%
In accordance with Council’s DCP Urban Heat Chapter, 40% of the car parking area is to be provided with canopy cover. The canopy cover aligns with the DCP requirement for 6 m spacing between trees and this level
canopy shade. Landscape plans are to demonstrate that required coverage is achievable. of canopy cover will significantly reduce the urban heating impact. The design therefore aligns with the
The Department is strongly encouraged to ensure compliance with this requirement for new car parking objectives of the DCP to reduce the urban heat island effect.
spaces. DPE is also encouraged to require amendments to existing car parking areas to enable compliance
with this control, or closer to.
179 Environmental Impacts Further, Council’'s DCP applies to the site and requires planting within the car parking area to have canopy An updated Landscape Plan is included in Appendix N and addresses Council’'s DCP.
(Vegetation) trees spaced at 6 car space intervals. Landscape plans remain non-compliant with this requirement.
Additional tree planting may be included in the existing blisters at the southern aisle ends.
180 Environmental Impacts DPE is to review if existing landscaping is adequate or requires refreshing, replanting or irrigation to ensure | An updated Landscape Plan is included at Appendix N and in particular increases the tree canopy coverage
(Vegetation) the visual, amenity and heat island impacts of the new development are addressed. over the car parking area. As stated earlier, non-potable water will be used for watering and irrigations of
An arborist report is to address impacts of the construction of the proposed fire sprinkler tank and nearby garden and lawn areas.
infrastructure, to ensure that mature trees nearby are not removed or detrimentally impacted. An Arboricultural Impact Assessment is included at Appendix M and addresses the impacts of proposed works
Site landscaping is to be elevated in quality and quantity. on the existing trees. It should be noted that the fire sprinkler tank has been relocated to avoid impacts on
existing trees.
The following recommendations for tree protection that have been recommended to address construction
impacts include:
m Tree protection fencing to be implemented for the duration of the development for trees 4-6; and
m The trees to be removed will be replaced with suitable planting in accordance with the Landscape Plan.
181 Environmental Impacts It is recommended that DPE review all worker amenity areas including any crib facilities, break/lunchrooms, | Noted.

(Worker Amenities)

toilets, and related facilities to ensure suitability.
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No.
182 Environmental Impacts In addition to the matters raised above at point 1(b) above, the application provides conflicting information Noted — addressed in (174) above. The construction access point has already been approved by PCC under a
(Traffic and Transport) with regard to the proposed temporary construction access at the southern frontage, including the provision | separate application and the works conducted.
of a temporary vehicular crossing, modification works to the existing traffic island and water quality basin
and rectification works within Templar Road. Noted — as mentioned in (27), there will be no oversized truck movements within the newly constructed entry
The Submissions Report states that “due to change in scope the traffic island will not be modified, and point, and therefore there is no need to modify the traffic island. The construction entry point is subject to a
partial removal of the drainage basin will not be required” however, the Report also refers to separate separate application, refer to Reference No. 26.
applications lodged with Council for the same works in association with the development. Further, the Civil
Plans for temporary construction access are submitted within Appendix L of the Submission Report do not Any oversized vehicles will access the Project Area using the existing entrance point on the north-east corner
include the full set of plans for detailed assessment. of the Project Area (refer No. 27). A swept path analysis of the route taken by oversized vehicles has been
Council recommends that the Department seek clarification and that the related proposed temporary conducted as part of the Traffic Impact Assessment (TIA) (refer to Appendix F of Appendix N of the EIS).
construction access and the associated modification and rectification works form part of the development
application under consideration by DPE, and that these not be pursued under separated applications with
Council (please also refer to Council’s previous advice letter dated 31 March 2023, which provided further
detail on separate application(s)).
183 Environmental Impacts Required temporary construction access are to be detailed in the SSDA documents. Relevant reports and Noted — refer to (174) above. The construction access point has already been approved by PCC under a
(Traffic and Transport) plans, including a specified timeframe for temporary access is to be detailed for DPE’s consideration. In this | separate application and the works conducted.
regard, a complete, detailed civil plan set for the temporary construction access is to be submitted for
review.
184 Environmental Impacts In addition to the above, the provided swept path diagrams for the proposed temporary construction access | Noted — refer to (182) above. There will be no oversized truck movements within the newly constructed entry
(Traffic and Transport) are not satisfactory. The swept path diagrams indicate that oversized vehicle entry movements will cross point, and therefore no impact or crossing of the traffic island.
the kerb alignment of the existing traffic island in Templar Road and the kerb adjacent the proposed
temporary access. No information or swept paths are provided regarding exiting movements of construction
vehicles. This shall be addressed by the applicant top the satisfaction of DPE.
185 Environmental Impacts Insufficient information has been submitted regarding the impact of the proposed temporary construction Refer to (174) above. The construction access point has already been approved by PCC under a separate
(Traffic and Transport) access on existing road stormwater drainage. application and the works conducted.
The application shall demonstrate that there is no adverse impact to Council’s road drainage system or the
functionality of the water quality basin as a result of the development.
186 Project (Services and The package of documentation did not include MUSIC modelling or detailed drawings for the bioretention MUSIC modelling and detailed drawings of the bioretention basin are provided in Appendix E of this report.
Utilities) system and as such Council not able to complete a full assessment against the requirements of Council's
WSUD Policy and Development Control Plan (DCP).
187 Project (Services and Notwithstanding, based on the information provided it is noted that the site proposes to discharge into an Noted — addressed in (43) above.
Utilities) existing 1,035m2 bioretention system. | note that the basin and associated infrastructure will be maintained
by the proponent in perpetuity and not be dedicated to Council.
188 Project (Services and Conditions are recommended to be applied in this regard, should consent be granted (refer recommended Noted.
Utilities) conditions at Appendix A).
189 Project (Services and With respect to water conservation, the RtS report notes that the final configuration and sizing of the Since submission of the initial RtS report, the initial estimate of 4 kL/day non-potable water demand has been
Utilities) rainwater tanks is subject to detail design considerations and optimum site utilisation. At this stage, revised to 8 kL/day, and the final configuration and sizing of the rainwater tank has been confirmed to be 750
inadequate information has been provided to demonstrate compliance with Council’s WSUD Policy and kL. This tank will collect the rainwater that will be harvested from the roof of the MCL7 development.
DCP. Additional information should be sought be DPE which demonstrates that a minimum of 80% non- The Project is expected to use non-potable water for use in amenities and for watering of lawns and gardens.
potable water, would be meet with harvested rainwater. Based on the average rainfall of the area, and the capturing area of the new development, we are expecting to
capture an average of 9kL a day (annualised).
The sizing of the tank will ensure supply of non-potable water for long periods between rain fall events (up to
90 days based on a full tank and average use). With this design selected, and assuming average rainfall, the
WSUD requirement of 80% of non-potable water usage will be from harvested or recycled water. The average
rainfall is assumed to be 4.5 mm daily and 125 mm monthly for the purpose of this design.
Therefore, the size of the rainwater tank will allow for the Project to meet 100% of non-potable water demand.
190 Project (Services and Council is of the view that additional information should be provided to DPE, to articulate, justify and Noted — addressed in (189) above
Utilities) demonstrate that the rainwater tank is appropriately sized to meet a minimum of 80% non-potable demand
and the Report updated. The demands should be articulated in the amended report.
191 Project (Services and Tank sizes can be optimised by considering the diminishing rate of return of cost and performance as well Noted.

Utilities)

as achieving the non-potable demand targets. Guidance is available in Council’'s Water Sensitive Urban
Design (WSUD) Technical Guidelines. A consent condition could be applied with respect to this, requiring
updated information prior to the issue of a Construction Certificate (CC).
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192 General Comment The application proposes provision of a temporary vehicular crossing, modification works to the existing Due to change in scope the traffic island will not be modified to accommodate oversize vehicles. The temporary
traffic island and water quality basin, and rectification works in Templar Road. vehicular crossing is subject to a separate application.
To facilitate construction works a temporary construction access is proposed on the southern end of the Any oversized vehicles will access the Project Area using existing entrance point on the north-east corner of
property. The proposed driveway will be accessed by 28m long heavy vehicles associated with construction | the Project Area.
activities.
A review of submitted swept path diagrams indicates that 28m long heavy vehicles will be mounting over
the kerb, which is not supportable.
Further, the submitted swept path diagram indicates that when exiting from the proposed driveway, these
heavy vehicles will be encroaching onto the travel path of oncoming vehicles, which is also not supportable.
193 General Comment The provision of temporary crossing, modification to the median island and associated signposting and line | Noted — BlueScope will adhere to this condition.
marking will require approval under Section 138 Roads Act from Council’s Local Traffic Committee. The
applicant is advised that a minimum of eight (8) weeks will be required for approval from the Local Traffic
Committee.
194 General Comment Considering the local high demand for parking in Templar Road, the resultant loss of parking spaces Noted. The Project will provide a designated car parking area within the Project Area for construction workers
associated with the construction activities is not supported by Council. and does not rely on street parking - refer to EIS Section 3.2.4.
195 General Comment It is proposed to service the development by PBS 2B vehicles. Templar Road is not approved for servicing Noted. BlueScope has already obtained the necessary PSB 2B Vehicle Access permit. BlueScope will also
by PBS 2B vehicles. BlueScope shall apply for and obtain PBS 2B Vehicle Access Permit from the National | adhere to the required Vehicle Access Permit from Penrith City Council.
Heavy Vehicle Regulator (NHVR) to access the site via Templar Road. Vehicle Access Permit shall also be
obtained from Council’'s Asset Management Department.
196 General Comment Prior to commencement of construction, a Construction Traffic Management Plan (CTMP) shall be Noted.
submitted to Council’'s Assets section for review and approval. A condition may be imposed in this regard.
The CTMP shall include details of any required road closures, work zones and loading zones. Approval of
the CTMP may require approval of Council’s Local Traffic Committee.
197 General Comment Use of 28m long vehicle associated with construction activities will require approval from NHVR and Noted.
Council.
198 General Comment In relation to the applicant’s Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment, it is recommended that an Noted. BlueScope will develop an Operational Environmental Management Plan (OEMP) following the
Operational Environmental Management Plan is developed, approved and implemented. This was not completion of construction activities.
specifically stated in the Mitigation and Management Measures. The Mitigation and Management Measures (refer Appendix B) have been updated to include this
recommendation.
199 General Comment In relation to the Preliminary Environmental Remediation Action Plan (RAP), it is noted that additional Noted.
documentation will be required both prior to remediation works and post. This will include, although not be
limited to, a Hazardous Ground Gas (HGG) Mitigation System Design Report, Validation Report and Long-
Term Environmental Management Plan to manage the HGG and groundwater contamination.
200 General Comment Should consent be granted, condition(s) of consent are recommended to require that Penrith City Council Noted.

be provided with copies of these reports, to enable Planning Certificate notation if required.

NSW Environment Protection Authority

201

202

Environmental Impacts (Air
Quality)

Environmental Impacts (Air
Quality)

1. AQIA does not assess impacts at industrial receptors

Technical Advice Air (TAA) requested that assessment be revised to consider air quality impacts at
neighbouring industrial/commercial receptors. The revised assessment has provided the predicted ground
level concentrations for industrial/commercial receptors.

Recommendation: Adequately addressed.

2. Adopted emissions inventory is unjustified

The revised assessment provides additional information and data for the characterisation of existing and
proposed emissions sources. Appendix C to the revised assessment provides the monitoring data utilised
to characterise the parameters for the existing stack sources at the site.

The revised assessment states that the project design is based on the Springhill operations, and includes
the use of the same processes, production scale and materials as the proposed Project. Monitoring data for
the Springhill operations has been utilised to characterise emissions for the proposed Project. Monitoring
data for the Springhill operations has been provided in Appendix C.

Recommendation: Adequately addressed.

General comment.

General comment.
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203

Environmental Impacts (Air
Quality)

3. Further refinement of Nox assessment required.

3.1. Predicted NO2 ground level concentrations

TAA requested further information describing why the predicted cumulative NO2 predictions are generally
consistent at each sensitive receptor, when the predicted incremental impacts vary. The revised
assessment provides further clarity that cumulative predictions are dominated by the peak hourly
background concentrations during the hour at which this peak concentration occurs. A time variable
background has been adopted in the assessment where the peak background concentration dominates the
maximum cumulative predictions. That is the maximum predicted increments do not necessarily occur at
the same period of maximum background concentrations.

TAA also requested that incremental NO2 ground level concentrations from existing sources and project
only sources be provided. Table 9-5 and Table 9-5 of the revised assessments provides the additional
information requested for residential and industrial receptors. TAA notes that in some instances existing
sources have a higher NO2 ground level contribution than proposed sources, and in some instances the
proposed sources have a higher NO2 ground level contribution than existing sources. However, on a
cumulative basis compliance is predicted with the EPA’s impact assessment criteria for NO2.
Recommendation: Adequately addressed.

General comment.

204

205

Environmental Impacts (Air
Quality)

Environmental Impacts (Air
Quality)

3.2. Contour plot of cumulative NO2 predictions

TAA requested that the inclusion of a contour map of cumulative NO2 predictions. The revised assessment
provides the contour map (for 1-hour average NO2 predictions) as Figure 9-6 which highlights that the
maximum cumulative 1-hour predictions are dominated by the peak background concentrations.
Recommendation: Adequately addressed.

3.3. Ozone limiting method

TAA requested further details regarding the approach adopted to predict NO2 impacts and a justification for
the in-stack ratios adopted. The revised assessment provides further information on the modelling
approach adopted for Nox chemistry in predicting NO2 impacts. The ozone limiting method (as per the
Approved Methods) has been utilised, with an in-stack ratio of 0.1. The revised assessment justifies the
adopted in=stack ratio based on referenced literature which indicate and in stack ratio of 0.05-0.1 is
appropriate for conventional combustion sources. The NO2 modelling results have been processed using
time varying hourly ozone concentrations referenced from the St Marys monitoring station, located 3.5 km
from the Site.

TAA previously noted variances in monitoring data from the St Marys and Prospect monitoring stations.
Based on noted differences TAA requested that a sensitivity analysis of predicted NO2 impacts consider
more conservative background concentrations of ozone and NO2. The revised assessment includes a
sensitivity analysis through further modelling of NO2 impacts utilising background ozone and NO2
monitoring data from the Prospect monitoring station. The sensitivity analysis is provided as Appendix D.
Table D-1 and Table D-2 provided the predicted ground level concentrations for NO2 at residential and
industrial receptors. Compliance with the EPA’s impact assessment criteria is predicted.
Recommendation: Adequately addressed.

General comment.

General comment.

206

207

Environmental Impacts (Air
Quality)

Environmental Impacts (Air
Quality)

4. VOC emissions

Recommendation: Not adequately addressed. TAA recommend that the proponent provide further
information. TAA request the proponent provide:

- Further explanation on why modelled discharge concentration for some speciated VOC's are below the
actual measured concentrations for existing sources.

Demonstrate that the impact assessment criteria can be achieved accounting for worst case speciated
VOC emissions for existing sources.

All VOCs for the selas stack were at or below the limit of reporting. Full detail of VOC emission monitoring data
has been added to Appendix C.

Under the previous emission estimation method, VOCs mass fractions were estimated from the total VOC
measurements, which comprised an aggregate of all VOCs analysed, inclusive of non-detected VOCs at each
of their respective LORs. In the case of the Selas stack, given the low scale of measured VOC emissions, the
reported total VOC concentrations were equal to the sum of all LOR’s]. For this reason, each modelled VOC
comprised only a small mass fraction of the total VOCs. Appendix C of the updated AQIA includes a summary
of VOC emission monitoring data for the Selas stack. As shown in these data, detected VOCs are limited to
xylene isomers, which were detected at the LOR. It is noted that individual xylene isomers were all below
respective LORs. Noting that detections of xylenes are an order of magnitude below the ambient impact
assessment criterion within the Selas stack (i.e. 19-20 ug/m?® against an offsite criterion of 190 ug/m?), this
source is considered immaterial in both an incremental and cumulative context (i.e. with other sources at the
site). For completeness, direct-fired furnace emissions have been retained in updated the modelling, and have
included emissions based on the maximum LOR, or in the case of xylenes, the maximum measured
concentration
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Reference | Theme Submission Response
No.
208 Environmental Impacts (Air | Provide further evidence to clarify the unaccounted proportion of VOCs for the Selas Stack. This may Emission estimates have been revised to provide a worst case speciation thus resulting in in-stack
Quality) include the provision of stack test reports to clarify that other VOC’s not assessed are below the limit of concentrations that are higher than measured data. These estimates have been incorporated into an updated
reporting. Where there are additional detected VOCs that have not been accounted for, their impacts must impact assessment.
be assessed. In response to the EPA request for a review of worst case concentrations, the VOC estimates have been
refined to resolve concentrations on a volumetric basis, thus removing uncertainty associated with application
of speciated VOC mass fractions as a proportion of a propane-weighted total VOC concentration. This process
had resulted in modelled concentrations that were below maximum measured concentrations in some cases.
The AQIA has been revised to present emissions based on worst-case speciation (within the range of observed
data), which for material sources, has then been extrapolated up to a propane-weighted total VOC
concentration of 20 mg/Nm?3. Accordingly, the updated emission concentrations are higher than those reported
within the existing monitoring dataset, providing a worst case representation of speciated VOC emissions that
aligns with regulatory emission limits for total VOCs.
For material VOC sources, this refinement has been conducted using the following process:
m Propane-weighted total VOC measurements have been converted to volumetric-based units of parts per
million (ppm).
m Corresponding speciated VOC measurements have been converted to volumetric units.
m VOC fractions have been calculated on a volumetric basis by dividing each of the individual speciated VOC
concentrations by each corresponding total VOC concentration.
m In-stack concentrations of each speciated VOCs have been estimated as the product of respective VOC
fractions and a total VOC concentration of 10.2 ppm. A total VOC concentration of 10.2 ppm is equivalent to
a propane-weighted total VOC concentration of 20 mg/Nm3.
m Resulting VOC concentrations have been converted to mass-based units (mg/Nm?).

As outlined above, given that Selas stack detections of xylenes are an order of magnitude below the ambient
impact assessment criterion within the Selas stack (i.e. 19-20 ug/m?® against an offsite criterion of 190 ug/m3),
this source is considered immaterial in both an incremental and cumulative context (i.e. with other sources at
the site). For completeness, direct-fired furnace emissions have been retained in updated the modelling, and
have included emissions based on the maximum LOR, or in the case of xylenes, the maximum measured
concentration.

The AQIA (Appendix H) has been updated to incorporate this revised analysis, with demonstration that impact
assessment criteria are achieved.
209 Environmental Impacts Technical Noise Assessment Unit (TANU) has reviewed the BlueScope Steel Metal Coating Line 7 Noise General comment.
(Noise) and Vibration Impact Assessment (NVIA) prepared by ERM (Ref 0628175 dated 25 May 2023) which was
prepared to address EPA’s comments (DOC23/157880-5) on the previous NVIA (dated February 2023) for
the proposal.
210 Environmental Impacts TANU’s previous comments on the February 2023 NVIA centred around the need to assess noise impacts The NVIA has been updated to provide for detailed assessment of potential noise sources at the time of design
(Noise) from the entire premises operations including the proposed modification against the noise limits in the and for post operations monitoring at Receiver 12 to determine whether noise exceeding the criteria is being
existing Environment Protection Licence (EPL 12495). This has been addressed in the current NVIA and experienced.
the proponent has identified (Table 5-2) that the proposal is predicted to satisfy the EPL operational and
sleep disturbance noise criteria at all sensitive receiver locations except for a 1 dB exceedance of the
Laeq,15min noise limit at Receiver 12. The NVIA states in the text at the end of Section 5.2 that the 1 dB
exceedance ‘is considered marginal and is predicated upon worstcase assumptions made in the noise
modelling’ hence ‘no operational noise impact is expected [...] as a result of MCL7’. The NVIA does not
recommend any specific operational noise mitigation and management measures to address this predicted
exceedance other than the general measures in Section 8.1.
211 Environmental Impacts As a way forward, the proponent may either: As above, the NVIA has been updated to address the EPA’s comment.
(Noise)
212 Environmental Impacts 1. Provide additional information in the NVIA on what specific feasible and reasonable noise mitigation and
(Noise) management measures will be implemented to address the predicted exceedance at Receiver 12 and
satisfy the noise limits in the existing EPL; or “
213 Environmental Impacts 2. Carefully review the modelling scenarios and assumptions put forward in the NVIA and satisfy

(Noise)

themselves that these are sufficiently conservative so that noise from the overall premises operation
including the proposed MCL7 modification will continue to meet the existing EPL noise limits at all
surrounding sensitive receivers in practice. The proponent should advise EPA in writing to confirm this
position and that it will not pose a compliance risk for the proponent. In this case, TANU recommends that
the existing noise limits in EPL 12495 be applied to the overall premises operation including the MCL7
modification.
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No.
214 Environmental Impacts All construction works associated with the proposal should be carried out during the recommended Noted.
(Noise) standard hours in Table 1 of the Interim Construction Noise Guideline and all feasible and reasonable noise
mitigation measures should be implemented to minimise noise impacts from construction activities.
The mitigation and management measures outlined in Section 8 of the NVIA should be adopted as
conditions in any approval, if given, for the proposal.
215 Environmental Impacts It is unclear if Appendix T of the EIS (BlueScope Western Sydney Service Centre MCL7 & CPL8 — Waste The updated Operational Waste Management Plan (refer Appendix L) specifies the waste streams from both
(Waste) Management Plan October 2022) covers current and proposed Project operations, or only current the CPL8 and MCL7 operations. Both operations are included and managed under the conditions set out for
operations. Based on there not being any differentiation of information in The Waste Management Plan the Western Sydney Service Centre.
presented in Appendix of the EIS it appears that it only addresses current operations and is therefore not
useful with respect to assessing waste aspects associated with the Project.
216 Environmental Impacts Based on this the EPA notes: Noted.
(Waste) - Appendix D appears to detail the wastes currently produced associated with the existing Coil Plant Line
Number 8 (CPL8) facility are provided in the EIS (Appendix T), such as the waste type, source,
classification, disposal method quantity and waste tracking requirement. “
217 Environmental Impacts - The equivalent information is not provided in The EIS (Appendix T, or in The main EIS document) on The
(Waste) wastes that will be produced as a part of The Project, especially ongoing wastes generated when The
Project is operating, which are greater in volume and number and for most wastes are more hazardous
than The wastes that will be generated during The Project construction phase.
218 Environmental Impacts - Due to this it is not possible to easily or robustly assess the potential impacts associated with waste
(Waste) generation and management associated with the Project.
219 Environmental Impacts Recommendation: BlueScope provide detailed information on the waste that will be generated as a part of The updated Operational Waste Management Plan (refer Appendix L) specifies the waste streams from both
(Waste) the Project, including separately to waste that is currently already the CPL8 and MCL7 operations. Both operations are included and managed under the conditions set out for
generated at the site. “ the Western Sydney Service Centre).
220 Environmental Impacts The EIS states: Noted.
(Waste) - The Project involves the building of a new chemical and oil waste storage area located north of the main
building and adjacent to warehouse building.
- Waste generated as a result of construction and operation of the Project will be adequately
accommodated within the Project Area in designated storage areas.”
221 Environmental Impacts Information on the waste storage areas is provided by illustration only in the figures provided as appendices | Noted.
(Waste) A and B of EIS Appendix T. However, without detailed information on the expected quantities and types of
waste that will be generated as a part of the Project, it is not possible to assess and determine if the
proposed new storage is suitable and sufficient for the Project.
222 Environmental Impacts Details of the handling, movement and other management of waste generated onsite as a part of the Noted.
(Waste) Project are not provided in the EIS. Consequently, it is also not possible to assess and confirm if waste
generated onsite will be handled and managed in an environmentally sound and safe manner.
223 Environmental Impacts The EPA notes that Project wastes will include liquids, chemicals, dross, paints, and others that require Noted.
(Waste) specific management and care in order to prevent any safety or environmental risks. Relevant control
measures must be identified and incorporated into the Project design. However, such control measures are
not considered in detail or assessed as a part of the Project EIS.
224 Environmental Impacts Recommendation: BlueScope provide detailed information on: The updated Operational Waste Management Plan (refer Appendix L) specifies the waste streams from both
(Waste) - how the waste that will be generated as a part of the Project will be handled, moved, stored and managed | the CPL8 and MCL7 operations. Both operations are included and managed under the conditions set out for
on site;” the Western Sydney Service Centre).
225 Environmental Impacts - what control measures are required and will be implemented to ensure waste will be appropriately Noted — refer to (224) above.
(Waste) managed as a part of the Project; and
226 Environmental Impacts - need to ensure a robust process is implemented to remove non-compliant steel from the Project All non-compliant scrap metal will be captured within a scrap bin and transported via truck to the Port Kembla
(Waste) feedstock. Steelworks for recycling. The removal system is common in metal coating practices and is part of the MCL7
line configuration design. The line has been designed to automatically and , if required, manually remove any
non-compliant steel from the process. This is in line with the current system and practice currently undertaken
at the WSSS.
227 Environmental Impacts The EIS refers to the need to remove non-compliant metal prior to the manufacturing process. This non- Noted. Non-compliant steel that is generated is non-toxic and has no impact to on the environmental or to
(Waste) compliant metal is separated from the prime metal via shearing/cutting or “via the maintenance human health.
replacement process” and becomes a waste (EIS Section 6.9.3).
However, it is unclear what impact the use of non-compliant steel would have of facility operations and
potential environmental impacts.
The EPA notes that where non-compliant steel introduces the risk of potential adverse health or
environmental effects, then a robust process must be implemented to ensure any feedstock material is not
used for manufacturing purposes at the site.”
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228 Environmental Impacts Recommendation: As specified in Section 6 of the updated Operational Waste Management Plan (refer Appendix L), non-
(Waste) - BlueScope clarify what impacts are associated with the use of non-compliant metal in the manufacturing compliant scrap metal is removed in the manufacturing process whereby the Quality Compliance System
process” (automatic) identifies the non-compliant metal and the process removes the product by mechanical shearing.

The sheared non-compliant metal falls into a designated scrap bin or is craned into the designated scrap bin,
which is then removed on a duty cycle by the scrap metal transport company. There is no waste generated by
this process as all non-compliant metal is recycled into the Port Kembla steel making business.

There is no impact on the environment as all non-compliant steel is recycled in accordance with the current
practice at Erskine Park CPL8 operations. The same contractor will transport the non-compliant material for

recycling.
229 Environmental Impacts BlueScope provide additional information that demonstrates appropriate quality control measures will be An updated Operational Waste Management Plan is included in Appendix L. As stated in (228) above, non-
(Waste) implemented if there is the potential for adverse environmental or safety impacts. complaint steel (scrap metal) is recycled into other BSL operations. All non-compliant steel is captured during

the manufacturing process and stored within a designated bin for recycling.
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6. PROJECT JUSTIFICATION AND EVALUATION

The issues raised in the submissions do not affect or alter the need and justification of the Project, as
discussed in Section 7.8 of the EIS. In this regard, the Project has been carefully designed, refined
and sited to minimise environmental impacts in consideration of consultation and submissions
provided by the community and relevant stakeholders.

The development of the Project, which is strategically located within the Western Sydney Employment
Area (WSEA) will support the local, and wider regional community and economy by:

m  Delivering economic benefits to regional and local communities through the generation of 258
construction and 43 operational jobs;

m  Providing economic investment of $320 million; and

m  Strengthening the manufacturing sector with the supply of approximately 240 ktpa steel product
to support projects of state significance importance, including road and rail, hospital, schools,
dwellings, industrial buildings, renewable energy and electricity transmission infrastructures.

Additionally, the Project Area is well suited to the Project for the following reasons:

m |tis strategically located in Erskine Business Park, with access to M4 and M7 Motorways, which
facilitates the expanded development of steel industry in the region and distribution to customers;

m |tis zoned General Industrial zone (IN1), consistent with the zone objectives as established in the
Industry and Employment SEPP;

m  The Project is consistent with the relevant strategic and statutory policies, as discussed in
Section 2 and Section 4 of the EIS;

m  The Project Area has access to all required infrastructure and services;

m  The environmental assessments undertaken indicate that the Project is unlikely to result in any
significant environmental impacts or adversely affect the amenity of the surrounding area. The
residual environmental and social impacts identified throughout the EIS and technical
assessments will be managed through the mitigation and management measures summarised in
Appendix B; and

m  The Project is able to be undertaken in a manner that is consistent with the principles of
ecologically sustainable development (refer Section 7.7 of the EIS).

Based on the findings of the original EIS and further matters considered as part of the RTS, it is
concluded that the proposed development is consistent with the objects of the EP&A Act, under
Section 2.3 (refer Table 4-2 of the EIS).
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