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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY  

 

Moorebank Precinct West (MPW) is part of the broader Moorebank Intermodal Terminal 

development (now referred to as the Moorebank Logistics Park or MLP). The development 

involves the construction and operation of intermodal freight terminal facilities at Moorebank in 

south-west Sydney, linked to Port Botany and the interstate rail network. The Sydney Intermodal 

Terminal Alliance (SIMTA), recently purchased by LOGOS Property Group Consortium (LOGOS), 

is the responsible body for developing and operating the MLP across both the Commonwealth and 

SIMTA-owned land at Moorebank.  

MPW is a staged development, requiring a number of development consents over its duration. 

State Significant Development (SSD) Consent for MPW Stage 2 (the Project) was granted by the 

Independent Planning Commission under Section 4.38 of the EP&A Act on 11 November 2019 

(SSD 7709). The Project comprises:  

 Construction and 24/7 operation of an intermodal terminal (IMT) facility to support a 
container freight throughput volume of 500,000 twenty-foot equivalent units (TEUs) per 
annum 

 Construction and 24/7 operation of a warehousing estate on the northern part of the 
site servicing the IMT facility  

 Intersection upgrades on Moorebank Avenue 

 Construction and operation of on-site detention basins, bioretention/ biofiltration 
systems and trunk stormwater drainage for the entire site  

 Construction works and temporary ancillary facilities. 

The Project has been modified on two occasions:  

 MOD-1 was approved on 24 December 2020 and relates to design and operational 
changes to the Project, namely:  

◦ adjustment to the southern boundary of the MPW Stage 2 site 

◦ increase to maximum building height across warehouses 5 and 6 from 

approximately 21 m up to and including 45 m 

◦ rearrangement of warehousing 

◦ increases to operational noise criteria 

◦ allowance for storage of Dangerous Goods on-site at warehouses 5 and 6.  

 MOD-2 was approved on 30 September 2021 and relates to amendments to the extent 
of maintenance track requirements (condition B2(g)), enable location of power services 
within the roadway (condition B87), and amend Out of Hours Works Protocol 
requirements (condition B135(g)). 

SIMTA has engaged a number of parties to help deliver the Project including (but not limited to) 

Aspect Environmental, Tactical, J. Wyndham Prince and Caras, each of whom manage / oversee 
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contractors and consultants responsible for construction, transport / haulage, waste and technical 

support etc. Georgiou is the principal earthworks and civils construction contractor on the Project. 

BMD are the principal contractor for works adjacent to Moorebank Avenue. Resource Co are the 

material haulage contractor. Richard Crookes Construction have been engaged as the principal 

contractor for the development of warehouses 5 and 6. Within this Audit Report, these parties may 

be referred to as SIMTA, Project team or the auditee/s.  

Conditions of Consent (CoC) C16 – C19 of Schedule 2 of SSD 7709 set out the requirements for 

undertaking Independent Audits. The CoCs give effect to the 2018 version of the Department of 

Planning, Industry and Environment (the Department) document entitled lndependent Audit 

Guideline Post Approval Requirements (IAPAR). 

The objective of this Independent Audit is to satisfy SSD 7709 Schedule 2, CoC C17, which states:  

Independent Audits of the development must be carried out in accordance with: 

(a) the Independent Audit Program submitted to the Planning Secretary and the Certifier 

under condition C16 of this consent; and 

(b) the requirements for an Independent Audit Methodology and Independent Audit Report 

in the Independent Audit Post Approval Requirements (Department 2018).  

The Independent Audit Program was prepared in accordance with CoC C16 and IAPAR and 

submitted to the Department and the Certifying Authority. It establishes the timing of the 

Independent Audits. The IAPAR sets out the scope, methodology and reporting requirements for 

each Independent Audit. 

This Audit Report presents the findings from the second Independent Audit under the Independent 

Audit Program covering the period from April 2021 to March 2022 (the audit period). The 

Independent Audit was completed to fulfill the requirements of CoC C17 and to verify compliance 

with the relevant CoCs and assess the effectiveness of environmental management on the Project.  

Works undertaken during the audit period includes: clearing of remaining vegetation across the 

site, bulk earthworks to raise site and levels, construction of warehouse pads, culvert and east 

west channel works are underway, as are ITS formation, detailed ring road, OSD and outlets. 

Foundations, footings, structure and services on warehouses 5 and 6 are also underway.  

The overall outcome of the Independent Audit was positive. Compliance records were organised 

and available at the time of the site inspection and interviews with Project personnel representing 

SIMTA. Relevant environmental and compliance monitoring records were being collected and 

reported as required to provide verification of compliance to statutory requirements and the 

broader Project environmental requirements. 

 All but one of the findings from the first Independent Audit are considered closed.  

 For the second Independent Audit 

◦ There were 291 CoCs assessed.  

◦ Ten (10) non-compliances were identified. These relate to submission of the 

documentation to the Department, approval of a swept path analysis, submission 

of a noise assessment report, submission of Site Audit Statements and Site Audit 
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Reports, implementation of the CEMP and Sub-plans, notification of non-

compliances, preparation of Construction Compliance Report 2 and submission 

of the first Independent Audit Report.   

◦ Five (5) observations were identified. These relate to the commencement of 

construction works, dust deposition results, weed management, off site water 

flows at ABB and notification of a review of the strategies, plans and programs.  

The Auditor would like to thank the auditees from Aspect Environmental, Tactical, Georgiou, BMD 

and Richard Crookes Construction (all representing SIMTA) for their high level of organisation, 

cooperation and assistance during the Independent Audit. 
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1. INTRODUCTION  

1.1 Project overview 

The Moorebank Precinct West (MPW) is part of the broader Moorebank Intermodal Terminal 

development (now referred to as the Moorebank Logistics Park or MLP). The development 

involves the construction and operation of intermodal freight terminal facilities at Moorebank in 

south-west Sydney, linked to Port Botany and the interstate rail network. The Sydney Intermodal 

Terminal Alliance (SIMTA), recently purchased by LOGOS Property Group Consortium (LOGOS), 

is the responsible body for developing and operating the MLP across both the Commonwealth and 

SIMTA-owned land at Moorebank.  

MPW is situated on the western side of Moorebank Avenue adjacent to the Southern Sydney 

Freight Line, within the Liverpool City Council Local Government Area, approximately 27 

kilometres south-west of the Sydney Central Business District. An overview of the Moorebank 

Intermodal Terminal development and MPW is presented in Figure 1.  

MPW is a staged development, requiring a number of development consents over its duration. The 

Concept Proposal and Early Works (Stage 1), State significant development (SSD) 5066, was 

granted consent under section 89E of the Environmental Planning and Assessment Act 1979 

(EP&A Act) on 3 June 2016.  

Consent for MPW Stage 2 (the Project) was granted by the Independent Planning Commission 

(IPC) under Section 4.38 of the EP&A Act on 11 November 2019 (SSD 7709). The Project 

comprises:  

 Construction and 24/7 operation of an intermodal terminal (IMT) facility to support a 
container freight throughput volume of 500,000 twenty-foot equivalent units (TEUs) per 
annum, including: 

◦ a rail terminal with nine rail sidings and associated locomotive shifter 

◦ a rail link connection from the sidings to the rail link constructed under MPE 

Stage 1 (SSD 6766) to the Southern Sydney Freight Line (SSFL) 

◦ rail and truck container loading and unloading and container storage areas 

◦ truck waiting area and emergency truck storage area 

◦ container wash-down facilities and degassing area 

◦ mobile locomotive refuelling station  

◦ engineer’s workshop, administration facility and associated car parking 

Operation of the IMT facility includes operation of the rail link to the SSFL and 
container freight movements by truck to and from the Moorebank Precinct East (MPE) 
site. 

 Construction and 24/7 operation of a warehousing estate on the northern part of the 
site servicing the IMT facility and including: 
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◦ six warehouses with a total gross floor area (GFA) of 215,000 m2 and, for each 

warehouse, associated offices, staff amenities, hardstands and truck and light 

vehicle parking 

◦ 800 m2 freight village (operating from 7am to 6pm, 7 days/ week) including staff/ 

visitor amenities 

◦ internal roads, noise wall, landscaping, lighting and signage.  

 Intersection upgrades on Moorebank Avenue at: 

◦ Anzac Road providing site access 

◦ Bapaume Road for left turn only out of the site 

 Construction and operation of on-site detention basins, bioretention/ biofiltration 
systems and trunk stormwater drainage for the entire site.  

 Construction works and temporary ancillary facilities, including: 

◦ vegetation clearing, top soil stripping and stockpiling and site earthworks and 

temporary on site detention  

◦ importation of up to 1,600,000 m3 of uncompacted fill, temporary stockpiling and 

placement over the entire site to raise existing ground levels by up to 3 m 

◦ materials screening, crushing and washing facilities importation and placement of 

engineering fill and rail line ballast 

◦ installation and use of a concrete batching plant  

◦ utilities installation/ connection 

The Project has been modified on two occasions:  

 MOD-1 was approved on 24 December 2020 and relates to design and operational 
changes to the Project, namely:  

◦ adjustment to the southern boundary of the MPW Stage 2 site 

◦ increase to maximum building height across warehouses 5 and 6 from 

approximately 21 m up to and including 45 m 

◦ rearrangement of warehousing 

◦ increases to operational noise criteria 

◦ allowance for storage of Dangerous Goods on-site at warehouses 5 and 6.  

 MOD-2 was approved on 30 September 2021 and relates to amendments to the extent 
of maintenance track requirements (condition B2(g)), enable location of power services 
within the roadway (condition B87), and amend Out of Hours Works Protocol 
requirements (condition B135(g)). 
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SIMTA has engaged a number of parties to help deliver the Project including (but not limited to) 

Tactical, J. Wyndham Prince, Aspect Environmental and Caras, each of whom manage / oversee 

contractors and consultants responsible for construction, transport / haulage, waste and technical 

support etc. Georgiou is the principal earthworks and civils construction contractor on the Project. 

BMD are the principal contractor for works adjacent to Moorebank Avenue. Resource Co are the 

material haulage contractor. Richard Crookes Construction have been engaged as the principal 

contractor for the development of warehouses 5 and 6. Within this Audit Report, these parties may 

be referred to as SIMTA, Project team or the auditee/s.  

Works undertaken since the first Independent Audit in April 2021 includes: clearing of remaining 

vegetation across the site, bulk earthworks to raise site and levels, construction of warehouse 

pads, culvert and east west channel works are underway, as are ITS formation, detailed ring road, 

OSD and outlets. Foundations, footings, structure and services on warehouses 5 and 6 are also 

underway.  

The Auditor notes that there continues to concurrent works being conducted under SSD 7628 on 

land that either partially or entirely overlapped with land defined under SSD 7709, specifically the 

maintenance / redevelopment of the east-west channel and Moorebank Avenue Upgrade Works 

(MAUW). 

1.2 Approval requirements 

Conditions of Consent (CoC) C16 – C19 of Schedule 2 of SSD 7709 set out the requirements for 

undertaking Independent Audits. The CoCs give effect to the 2018 version of the Department of 

Planning, Industry and Environment (the Department) document entitled lndependent Audit 

Guideline Post Approval Requirements (IAPAR). 

1.3 The audit team 

In accordance with Section 3.1 of the IAPAR, Independent Auditors must be suitably qualified, 

experienced, and independent of the Project, and appointed by the Planning Secretary.  

The Audit Team comprises:  

 Derek Low (Auditor Lead): Master of Environmental Engineering Management, 
Exemplar Global Certified Principal Environmental Auditor (Certificate No 114283) 

 Steve Fermio (Auditor): Bachelor of Science (Hons), Exemplar Global Certified 
Principal Environmental Auditor (Certificate No 110498). 

Approval of the Audit Team was provided by the Department on 17 April 2020. The letter is 

presented in Appendix C.  

1.4 The audit objectives 

The objective of this Independent Audit is to satisfy SSD 7709 Schedule 2, CoC C17. CoC C17 

states:  

Independent Audits of the development must be carried out in accordance with: 
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(a) the Independent Audit Program submitted to the Planning Secretary and the Certifier 

under condition C16 of this consent; and 

(b) the requirements for an Independent Audit Methodology and Independent Audit Report 

in the Independent Audit Post Approval Requirements (Department 2018).  

The Independent Audit Program was prepared in accordance with CoC C16 and IAPAR and 

submitted to the Department and the Certifying Authority. The IAPAR sets out the scope, 

methodology and reporting requirements for Independent Audit.  

This Independent Audit seeks to fulfill the requirements of CoC C17, verify compliance with the 

relevant CoCs and assess the effectiveness of environmental management on the Project.  

1.5 Audit scope  

This Independent Audit relates to the Project works between April 2021 and March 2022 (the audit 

period).  

The scope of the Independent Audit comprises:  

 an assessment of compliance with:  

◦ all conditions of consent applicable to the phase of the development that is being 

audited 

◦ all post approval and compliance documents prepared to satisfy the conditions of 

consent, including an assessment of the implementation of Environmental 

Management Plans and Sub-plans; and  

◦ all environmental licences and approvals applicable to the development 

excluding environment protection licences issued under the Protection of the 

Environment Operations Act 1997.  

 a review of the environmental performance of the development, including but not 
necessarily limited to, an assessment of:  

◦ actual impacts compared to predicted impacts documented in the environmental 

impact assessment 

◦ the physical extent of the development in comparison with the approved 

boundary 

◦ incidents, non-compliances and complaints that occurred or were made during 

the audit period 

◦ the performance of the development having regard to agency policy and any 

particular environmental issues identified through consultation carried out when 

developing the scope of the audit; and  

◦ feedback received from the Department, and other agencies and stakeholders, 

including the community or Community Consultative Committee, on the 

environmental performance of the project during the audit period  
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 a review of the status of implementation of previous Independent Audit findings, 
recommendations and actions (if any) 

 a high-level review of the project’s environmental management systems 

 a high-level assessment of whether Environmental Management Plans and Sub-plans 
are adequate; and  

 any other matters considered relevant by the auditor or the Department, taking into 
account relevant regulatory requirements and legislation, knowledge of the 
development’s past performance and comparison to industry best practices.  
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 Moorebank Precinct West - Stage 2 Proposal Environmental Impact Statement – 
(SSD16-7709), Arcadis, October 2016 (the EIS) 

 Moorebank Precinct West - Stage 2 Proposal Response to Submissions – SSD 
16_7709, Arcadis, July 2017 (and clarifications) (the RtS) 

 Development Consent SSD 7709, 11 November 2019 (the Consent), including 
Modification 1 (approved 24 December 2020) and Modification 2 (approved 30 
September 2021).  

 Construction Environmental Management Plan Moorebank Precinct West Stage 2, 
SIMTA, 10 August 2021 (the CEMP) 

 Construction Soil and Water Management Plan SSD 7709 Moorebank Logistic Park 
Precinct West, Costin Roe, Rev 12 (the CSWMP) 

 Construction Traffic and Access Management Plan Moorebank Precinct West Stage 2, 
SIMTA, 14 September 2021 (the CTAMP) 

 Moorebank Precinct West Stage 2 Construction Noise and Vibration Management 
Plan, Renzo Tonin, 12 August 2021 (the CNVMP) 

 Construction Flora and Fauna Management Plan Moorebank Precinct West Stage 2, 
SIMTA, 17 March 2021 (the CFFMP) 

 Contamination Management Plan Moorebank Precinct West, EP Risk, 30 July 2020 
(the CMP) 

 Acid Sulfate Soil Management Plan Moorebank Precinct West Site, 400 Moorebank 
Avenue, Moorebank NSW, EP Risk, 30 January 2020 (the CASSMP). 

2.2.3 Site personnel involvement 

The on-site audit activities took place on 16 and 24 March 2022. The following personnel took part 

in the audit: 

 , Director, Aspect Environmental (representing SIMTA) 

 , Associate Director, Aspect Environmental (representing SIMTA) 

 , Environment Manager, Georgiou 

 , Environment Manager, BMD 

 , Project Manager, Tactical 

 , Project Engineer, Richard Crookes Construction 

 , Cadet, Richard Crookes Construction.  

2.2.4 Meetings 

Opening and closing meetings were held with the Auditor and Project personnel. The attendance 
sheet can be found in Appendix E.  

During the opening meeting the objectives and scope of the Independent Audit, the resources 

required and methodology to be applied were discussed. At the closing meeting, preliminary audit 
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Observations and notes may also be made to provide context, identify opportunities for 
improvement or highlight positive initiatives. 

2.2.10 Evaluation of post approval documentation 

The Auditor assessed whether post approval documents: 

 have been developed in accordance with the CoCs and all other environmental 
licences and approvals applicable to the Project (if any) and their content is adequate. 

 have been implemented in accordance with the CoCs and all other environmental 
licences and approvals applicable to the Project (if any).  

The adequacy of post approval documents was determined on the basis of whether: 

 there are any non-compliances resulting from the implementation of the document. 

 whether there are any opportunities for improvement. 

2.2.11 Completing the audit 

The Independent Audit Report was distributed to the proponent to check factual matters and for 

input into actions in response to findings (where relevant). The Auditor retained the right to make 

findings or recommendations based on the facts presented.   
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3. AUDIT FINDINGS 

3.1 Approvals and documents audited and evidence 
sighted 

The documents audited comprised all the conditions from Schedule 2 of SSD 7709 applicable to 
the works being undertaken, and selected mitigation measures and commitments from the 
following plans:  

 CEMP 

 CSWMP 

 CASSMP 

 CTAMP 

 CNVMSP 

 CFFMP. 

The evidence sighted against each requirement is detailed within Appendices A and Appendix B.   

3.2 Non-compliance, Observations and Actions 

This Section, including Tables 3 and 4, presents the status of the findings from the first 

Independent Audit and the non-compliances and observations from the second Independent Audit 

respectively. Actions in response to each of the findings are also presented. Detailed findings 

against each requirement are presented in Appendix A and B.  

 All but one of the findings from the first Independent Audit are considered closed.  

 For the second Independent Audit 

◦ There were 291 CoCs assessed.  

◦ Ten (10) non-compliances were identified. These relate to submission of the 

documentation to the Department, approval of a swept path analysis, submission 

of a noise assessment report, submission of Site Audit Statements and Site Audit 

Reports, implementation of the CEMP and Sub-plans, notification of non-

compliances, preparation of Construction Compliance Report 2 and submission 

of the first Independent Audit Report.   

◦ Five (5) observations were identified. These relate to the commencement of 

construction works, dust deposition results, weed management, off site water 

flows at ABB and notification of a review of the strategies, plans and programs.  
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3.3 Adequacy of Environmental Management Plans, sub-
plans and post approval documents 

The adequacy of post approval documents must be determined on the basis of whether: 

 there are any non-compliances resulting from the implementation of the document. 

 whether there are any opportunities for improvement. 

A review was conducted of the:  

 CEMP 

 CSWMP 

 CASSMP 

 CTAMP 

 CNVMSP 

 CFFMP. 

The plans are adequate for the works being undertaken. 

3.4 Project’s EMS 

Georgiou, BMD and RCC as the principal contractors on the Project operate a Management 
System for the Project. In carrying out the audit, it was evident that the elements of AS/NZ ISO 
14001-2016 Environmental Management Systems are being implemented. Evidence to support 
this include the documents sighted during the audit (detailed in Appendix A and B) and controls 
observed in the field. These systems feed up to the overarching management systems being 
developed by SIMTA.  

3.5 Summary of notices from agencies 

The Auditor is aware of the following notices from the Department:  

 On 6 August 2021 the Department acknowledged that the auditees self-reported a 
breach of B138 (failure to submit a noise assessment report to the Department) in 
accordance with C11 on 29 July 2021. The Department elected to not take further 
regulatory action in relation to the matter. 

 On 28 January 2022 the Department acknowledged that the auditees self-reported a 
breach of C4b) due to Georgiou having stored precast stormwater drainage structures 
and pipework outside of the construction boundary identified in Figure 1-3 of the 
Construction Environmental Management Plan (CEMP). It is noted that the non-
compliance was not reported within the timeframe specified by C11. The Department 
elected to not take further regulatory action in relation to the matter. 

 On 28/01/22 the Department issued a warning notice for breaches of B169 and B171 
(failure to submit SASs as per the timing in the relevant conditions), as well as 
reference to commencing construction without necessary approvals having been in 
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place). The Department elected to not take further regulatory action in relation to the 
matter. 

 On 1 February 2022 the Department provided written directions in relation to the 
submission of the first Independent Audit report (breach of C17b)), and the need to 
include the response to the findings and breach notices in the second Independent 
Audit. The Department considered that the first Independent Audit Report was due to 
be submitted within 20 weeks of January 2020 (not from December 2020 as stated by 
the auditees).  

The Auditor is not aware of any notices from other agencies.  

3.6 Other matters considered relevant by the Auditor or 
DPE 

3.6.1 Matters considered relevant by the Auditor 

3.6.1.1 Compliance with design conditions 

A substantial number of CoCs relating to design requirements for stormwater and urban design 
and landscaping have been verified by the Auditor as having been incorporated into the design 
documentation. Verification that the required infrastructure and design elements have been 
installed as per the approved design will be completed by the Certifier (through review of contractor 
compliance statements following install and other inspections and checks that enable the issue of 
Occupation Certificates). Should an Independent Audit occur following the installation of certain 
infrastructure or design elements, then the Auditor will assess compliance through inspection 
where possible, or via document review comprising a check of relevant compliance statements and 
/ or check of verification by the Certifier.  

3.6.1.2 Matters requested to be considered by Council 

Stormwater management (local flooding) and water quality into Georges River 

The Auditor has reviewed the stormwater management conditions, the condition of the site, the 

water quality discharge records, the inspection reports from the Environmental Representative and 

the Certified Professional in Erosion and Sediment Control and correspondence with ABB. The 

Auditor is of the view that stormwater has generally been well managed on the site, noting 

however:  

 There were three complaints from ABB recorded during the audit period relating to 
water leaving the SIMTA site and entering ABBs property. Two of the complaints relate 
to overland flow during significant storm events, one complaint relates to a release from 
a hose. SIMTA have responded to each. No complaints have been received from ABB 
since 6 May 2021.  

 The storm events from March 2021 and February and March 2022 resulted in the 
Georges River running to top of bank (causing significant erosion and damage in and 
around the stormwater outlet structures) and overtopping of erosion and sediment 
controls. Refer to the photos in Appendix F for examples of the impacts from the 2022 
events. The Auditor notes that the EPA acknowledged the significance of the 2022 
events and elected to waive the need for licensees to report pollution events which 
have occurred as a direct result of this flooding until 14 March 2022.  
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Noise 

According to the complaints register, and the assessment of Out of Hours Works applications, 

noise does not appear to be a material issue for SSD 7709.  

Traffic issues e.g. Anzac road use, congestion on M5 already, Moorebank Avenue delays 

The EIS construction traffic assessment predicted that the number of truck movements would vary 

between 6 and 740 truck movements a day, depending on the construction works period. Truck 

movements are not required to be counted during construction. However the Auditor notes that 

condition A9 specifies the total amount of fill permitted to be brought to site each day (based 

largely on the number of vehicle movements predicted in the EIS). Daily totals are recorded 

through the two weighbridges. These are collated by CARAS as required. According to the 

records, the largest single day of import since July 2021 (when the consents were modified to 

reduce the total amount of fill permitted to be brought to site down to 13,000m3/day) was 3,600t 

across both MPE and MPW. 

Pollution of air – diesel fumes 

According to the complaints register this does not appear to be a material issue with the 

community. According to the plant inspection and maintenance regimes on site, plant and 

equipment appears to be maintained within the nominated service check periods.  

One dust related complaint was received during the audit period (in November 2021). The Project 

team responded to the complaint by noting that winds were recorded at 80-90kmh on the day of 

the complaint and dust controls were in place. The sighted dust deposition results for the audit 

period are satisfactory with the exception of DDG-W-04-21 (5.4g/m2/month) for November 2021. 

Monitoring is conducted on the boundary of the MPW site. Whether this has resulted in an 

exceedance at the nearest private property cannot be verified.  

No other air quality complaints have been recorded during the audit period.  

Locations of air quality and noise monitoring, and why is this data not publicly published to 
the community 

The Auditor does acknowledge the shortcomings of comparing boundary results to at-receiver 

criteria (such is the case with dust deposition monitoring) but notes the barriers to establishing at-

receiver monitoring stations. Further, at-receiver monitoring records total ambient conditions, not 

just emissions from the site. Ultimately, the proponent nominated the air quality and noise 

monitoring locations in the CEMP and CNVMP based on practicality and value of results. These 

were assessed and approved by the Department in 2020 (and again in 2021). 

With regards to publication of results. The Auditor draws attention to C21 a)vii) and the publication 

of the summary of monitoring results available on the Project website: https://simta.com.au/mpw/  
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3.6.2 Matters considered relevant by the Department 

Verify whether works that have been nominated by the Project as MPW Stage 2 activities 
have been approved under the MPW Stage 2 SSD 7709 

Historically, there has been substantial complexity around works occurring under the ‘Early Works’ 

scope approved under SSD 5066, works under SSD 7628 and the works approved under SSD 

7709.  

The Auditor observes that concurrent works are being undertaken for SSD 7628 on land that either 

partially or entirely overlaps with land defined under SSD 7709, specifically the maintenance / 

redevelopment of the east-west channel and Moorebank Avenue Upgrade Works (MAUW). These 

overlaps present complexities in verifying whether works are compliant with the relevant consent.  

The Auditor also observes that the issue of material import (previously identified by the auditees as 

occurring under SSD 5066) has been agreed by both the auditee and the Department as having 

occurred under SSD 7709 without the relevant pre-construction obligations having been satisfied 

(as referenced in the Department’s letter dated 28 January 2022). The Department elected to not 

take further regulatory action in relation to the matter and the Auditor observes that material import 

is now occurring in accordance with SSD 7709.  

As far as the Auditor can ascertain in the confines of a periodic audit, the works being undertaken 

are consistent with that described by, and permissible under, the consent, noting however the non-

compliances identified in Section 3.2.  

Considering recent weather events, check maintenance of ERSED controls and determine 
adequacy of those controls 

Refer to Section 3.6.1.2 above regarding stormwater management. Refer to the photos in 

Appendix F for examples of the impacts from the 2022 storm events.  

3.7 Complaints 

A public facing complaints register is being maintained for the entire MLP development. 
Complaints in the register presented are not specific to SSD 7709 (i.e.: a complaint would be 
raised about the broader development, rather than any activity associated with the SSD 7709 and 
SIMTA would investigate accordingly). The public facing complaints register is available on the 
Project website: https://simta.com.au/project-wide/  

A more detailed complaints register is provided to the Department on a regular basis. This register 
provides greater insight into the nature of each complaint and the response from SIMTA. This 
register identified five (5) complaints having been received during the audit period that relate to 
SSD 7709.  Of the five, three related to water impacts on ABB (refer Section 3.6.1.2 above), one 
related to warehouse design and one related to dust emissions. The Auditor considers the Project 
team’s response to each to be adequate. According to the detailed register, there have no 
complaints attributable to SSD 7709 since November 2021.  
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4. CONCLUSIONS 

This Audit Report presents the findings from the second Independent Audit for the construction 

period, covering the period from April 2021 to March 2022.   

The overall outcome of the Independent Audit was positive. Compliance records were organised 

and available at the time of the site inspection and interviews with Project personnel representing 

SIMTA. Relevant environmental and compliance monitoring records were being collected and 

reported as required to provide verification of compliance to statutory requirements and the 

broader Project environmental requirements. 

Detailed findings are presented in Section 3, along with actions to address each of the findings. 

The findings are summarized as follows:  

 All but one of the findings from the first Independent Audit are considered closed.  

 For the second Independent Audit 

◦ There were 291 CoCs assessed.  

◦ Ten (10) non-compliances were identified. These relate to submission of the 

documentation to the Department, approval of a swept path analysis, submission 

of a noise assessment report, submission of Site Audit Statements and Site Audit 

Reports, implementation of the CEMP and Sub-plans, notification of non-

compliances, preparation of Construction Compliance Report 2 and submission 

of the first Independent Audit Report.   

◦ Five (5) observations were identified. These relate to the commencement of 

construction works, dust deposition results, weed management, off site water 

flows at ABB and notification of a review of the strategies, plans and programs.  

The Auditor would like to thank the auditees from Aspect Environmental, Tactical, Georgiou, BMD 

and Richard Crookes Construction (all representing SIMTA) for their high level of organisation, 

cooperation and assistance during the Independent Audit.  
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5. LIMITATIONS 

This Document has been provided by WolfPeak Pty Ltd (WolfPeak) to the Client and is subject to 

the following limitations: 

This Document has been prepared for the particular purpose/s outlined in the WolfPeak 

proposal/contract/relevant terms of engagement, or as otherwise agreed, between WolfPeak and 

the Client.  

In preparing this Document, WolfPeak has relied upon data, surveys, analyses, designs, plans and 

other information provided by the Client and other individuals and organisations (the information). 

Except as otherwise stated in the Document, WolfPeak has not verified the accuracy or 

completeness of the information. To the extent that the statements, opinions, facts, findings, 

conclusions and/or recommendations in this Document (conclusions) are based in whole or part on 

the information, those conclusions are contingent upon the accuracy and completeness of the 

information. WolfPeak will not be liable in relation to incorrect conclusions should any information 

be incomplete, incorrect or have been concealed, withheld, misrepresented or otherwise not fully 

disclosed to WolfPeak.  

This Document has been prepared for the exclusive benefit of the Client and no other party. 

WolfPeak bears no responsibility for the use of this Document, in whole or in part, in other contexts 

or for any other purpose. WolfPeak bears no responsibility and will not be liable to any other 

person or organisation for or in relation to any matter dealt with in this Document, or for any loss or 

damage suffered by any other person or organisation arising from matters dealt with or conclusions 

expressed in this Document (including without limitation matters arising from any negligent act or 

omission of WolfPeak or for any loss or damage suffered by any other party relying upon the 

matters dealt with or conclusions expressed in this Document). Other parties should not rely upon 

this Document or the accuracy or completeness of any conclusions and should make their own 

inquiries and obtain independent advice in relation to such matters. 

To the best of WolfPeak’s knowledge, the facts and matters described in this Document 

reasonably represent the Client’s intentions at the time of which WolfPeak issued the Document to 

the Client. However, the passage of time, the manifestation of latent conditions or the impact of 

future events (including a change in applicable law) may have resulted in a variation of the 

Document and its possible impact. WolfPeak will not be liable to update or revise the Document to 

take into account any events or emergent circumstances or facts occurring or becoming apparent 

after the date of issue of the Document. 
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APPENDIX A – SSD 7709 CONDITIONS OF CONSENT 
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APPENDIX B – CEMP & SUB-PLAN MITIGATION 
MEASURES
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APPENDIX C – PLANNING SECRETARY AGREEMENT OF 
INDEPENDENT AUDITORS 

  





 

 

Project No.: 435 

Audit Report_MPW2 IA2_Rev3.0 Page | 124 

APPENDIX D – CONSULTATION RECORDS 

  



1

Derek Low

From:

Thursday, 3 March 2022 2:52 PM

To:

Subject: Re: Independent Audit No. 2 of Moorebank Intermodal Precinct West - Stage 2 

(SSD 7709)

Dear  
 
Thank you for your below consultation email in relation to the second independent audit for Moorebank Intermodal 
Precinct West – Stage 2 (SSD 7709).  
 
The Department requests that the following is examined: 

 

 Verify whether works that have been nominated by the Project as MPW Stage 2 activities have been 
approved under the MPW Stage 2 SSD 7709. 

 Considering recent weather events, check maintenance of ERSED controls and determine adequacy of those 
controls. 

 
The Department does not recommend any other parties or agencies, other than those mentioned below, to be 
consulted.  
 
Happy to discuss. 
 
Kind regards, 

 
Senior Compliance Officer 

 

Planning & Assessment | Department of Planning and Environment 
  M  

Locked Bag 5022 | PARRAMATTA NSW 2124  
www.dpie.nsw.gov.au 

 

The Department of Planning, Industry and Environment acknowledges that it stands on Aboriginal land. We acknowledge the 
traditional custodians of the land and we show our respect for elders past, present and emerging through thoughtful and 
collaborative approaches to our work, seeking to demonstrate our ongoing commitment to providing places in which Aboriginal 
people are included socially, culturally and economically. 

If you are submitting a compliance document or request as required under the conditions of consent or approval, please note 
that the Department is no longer accepting lodgement via compliance@planning.nsw.gov.au.  
 
The Department has recently upgraded the Major Projects Website to improve the timeliness and transparency of its post 
approval and compliance functions. As part of this upgrade, proponents are now requested to submit all post approval and 
compliance documents online, via the Major Projects Website. To do this, please refer to the instructions available here.   
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APPENDIX E – MEETING SIGN ON SHEET 
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APPENDIX F – SITE INSPECTION PHOTOGRAPHS 

  









 

 

Project No.: 435 

Audit Report_MPW2 IA2_Rev3.0 Page | 131 

APPENDIX G – DECLARATION FORMS 

  








