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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Alliance Geotechnical Pty Ltd (AG) was engaged by LLRL Management Services Pty Ltd as trustee of
LLRL Management Services Trust to prepare a site validation report (SVR) for a parcel of land located
at Jordan Springs Boulevard, Jordan Springs, NSW (refer Figure 1 with the ‘site’ boundaries outlined
in Figure 2).

AG has the following project appreciation:

e the siteis defined as Lot 3991 in DP1190132;

e the site is proposed for a medium density residential land use development;

e the site was the subject of a site audit statement in 1999, which confirmed the site was
suitable for a residential land use setting, subject to implementation of a contamination
management plan (CMP);

e contamination assessments undertake by AG in 2018 identified 10 stockpiles on site, that
presented a potentially unacceptable human health exposure risk, in the context of a
residential land use setting;

e the stockpiles are to be removed (by others) from site;

e a validation report is required to assess the contamination status of the site following
removal of the stockpiles, for inclusion with the development application to Council.

The objectives of this project are to:

e assess the potential for contamination to be present following removal of the stockpiles;

e provide advice on whether the site would be suitable (in the context of land contamination)
for the proposed land use setting; and

e provide recommendations for further investigation, management and/or remediation (if
warranted).

Alliance Geotechnical undertook the following scope of works to address the project objective:

e desktop review;

e fieldwork;

e laboratory analysis; and

e data assessment and reporting.

Stockpile removal works were undertaken on 5, 6 and 9 July 2018. Stockpiles SP02 and SP03 to SP11
were excavated using a hydraulic excavator and removed for offsite disposal. The stockpiles were
removed down their respective bases.

A visual inspection and soil validation samples were collected from relevant stockpile removal
locations. Soil samples were subjected to laboratory analysis for the relevant contaminants of
potential concern.

The concentrations of naphthalene, benzo(a)pyrene TEQ and total PAH in the soil samples analysed,
were less than the applicable adopted direct contact human health exposure criteria.

There was no visual evidence observed of potential asbestos containing materials on the surface of
the footprints of former stockpiles SP02 (AEC02) and SP03 to SP11 (AEC03).
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Records provided by the client indicate that 152.88 tonnes of soil were reported as being removed for
offsite.

Based on a review of the historical contamination assessment reports provided, observations made
on site by AG, and an assessment of validation laboratory analytical data in the context of the
proposed low density residential land use setting, AG makes the following conclusions:

e the contamination status of the broader site is considered unlikely to have materially changed
since the issue of a site audit statement in 1999;

e stockpiles SP02 and SP03 to SP11 have been adequately removed from site;

e the site is suitable for the proposed land use setting (in the context of land contamination),
subject to ongoing implementation of the URS 2008, ‘Contamination Management Plan,
Western Precinct Development Phase’ dated 7 July 2008, ref: 4321 7287, as recommended in
the site audit statement issued for the site.

This report must be read in conjunction with the limitations set out in Section 12.
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LIST OF ABBREVIATIONS

A list of the common abbreviations used throughout this report is provided below:
ACM Asbestos Containing Material

AEC Area of Environmental Concern
AG Alliance Geotechnical Pty Ltd
AHD Australian Height Datum

BTEX Benzene, toluene, ethyl benzene, xylenes
COPC Contaminant of Potential Concern
CSM Conceptual Site Model

DP Deposited Plan

DSl Detailed Site Investigation

EPA Environment Protection Authority
LOR Limit of reporting

m metres

m? square metres

m bgs metres below ground surface
mg/kg milligrams per kilogram

NSW New South Wales

ocCpP Organochlorine pesticides

PAH Polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons
PCB Polychlorinated biphenyls

PSI Preliminary Site Investigation

RAP Remedial Action Plan

RPD Relative percentage difference
SVR Site Validation Report

TRH Total recoverable hydrocarbons
UCL Upper Confidence Limit
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Background

Alliance Geotechnical Pty Ltd (AG) was engaged by LLRL Management Services Pty Ltd as trustee of
LLRL Management Services Trust to prepare a site validation report (SVR) for a parcel of land located
at Jordan Springs Boulevard, Jordan Springs, NSW (refer Figure 1 with the ‘site’ boundaries outlined
in Figure 2).

AG has the following project appreciation:

e the siteis defined as Lot 3991 in DP1190132;

e the site is proposed for a medium density residential land use development;

e the site was the subject of a site audit statement in 1999, which confirmed the site was
suitable for a residential land use setting, subject to implementation of a contamination
management plan (CMP);

e contamination assessments undertake by AG in 2018 identified 10 stockpiles on site, that
presented a potentially unacceptable human health exposure risk, in the context of a
residential land use setting;

e the stockpiles are to be removed (by others) from site;

e a validation report is required to assess the contamination status of the site following
removal of the stockpiles, for inclusion with the development application to Council.

1.2. Objectives
The objectives of this project are to:

e assess the potential for contamination to be present following removal of the stockpiles;

e provide advice on whether the site would be suitable (in the context of land contamination)
for the proposed land use setting; and

e provide recommendations for further investigation, management and/or remediation (if
warranted).

1.3. Scope of Work
Alliance Geotechnical undertook the following scope of works to address the project objective:

o desktop review;

o fieldwork;

e laboratory analysis; and

e data assessment and reporting.
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2. SITE IDENTIFICATION
The site is identified as Lot 3991 in DP1190132.

The approximate geographic coordinates of the middle of the site, inferred from Google Earth were
33°43’45” S and 150°43'23" E.

The locality of the site is set out in Figure 1.
The general layout and boundary of the site is set out in Figure 2.
The site covers an area of approximately 3.633 hectares.

A copy of a detail and level survey is presented in Appendix A.
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3. GEOLOGY, ACID SULPHATE SOILS, TOPOGRAPHY AND HYDROGEOLOGY

3.1. Geology

A review of the Sydney 1:100,000 Geological Series Sheet 9130 (Edition 1) 1983, indicated that the
site is likely to be underlain by Middle Triassic, Wianamatta Group, Bringelly Shale, defined as shale,
carbonaceous claystone, claystone, laminite, fine to medium grained lithic sandstone, rare coal and
tuff.

3.2. Acid Sulphate Soils

The Australian Soil Resource Information System website
(http://www.asris.csiro.au/mapping/viewer.htm) indicates that the site is in an area mapped as
‘Extremely Low Probability / Low Confidence’, with respect to acid sulfate soils.

Further assessment of acid sulphate soils in the context of this project is considered by AG as not
warranted.

3.3. Topography

The site topography was generally flat, with some minor localised undulations, and some south east
facing slopes.

A detail and level survey indicated that the site surface was located at an elevation of approximately
42m Australian Height Datum (AHD) in the north west, to approximately 35m AHD in the south east.

3.4. Hydrogeology

Surface water courses proximal to the site include an unnamed dam/lake located adjacent to central
western boundary of the site, and a small dam located adjacent to the eastern boundary of the site.
The Penrith Lakes precinct is located approximately 2.5km to the west of the site, and the Nepean
River is located approximately 4km to the west of the site. South Creek is located approximately
3.6km to the east of the site, with minor tributaries to South Creek located between the site and
South Creek.
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4. PREVIOUS CONTAMINATION ASSESSMENTS

The following reports were considered during the undertaking of this project:

e URS 2008, ‘Contamination Management Plan, Western Precinct Development Phase’ dated
7 July 2008, ref: 4321 7287.

e Douglas Partners 2017, ‘Site Walkover Contamination Report, Proposed Lots 3989, 3990 and
3991, DP1190132, Jordan Springs, NSW’, dated 21 September 2017, ref: 92245.00.

e AG 20183, ‘Supplementary Contamination Assessment, Lot 3991 in DP1190132, Jordan
Springs Boulevard, Jordan Springs, NSW’, dated 20 April 2018, ref: 7161-ER-1-3.

e AG 2018b, ‘Stockpile Contamination Assessment, Lot 3991 in DP1190132, Jordan Springs
Boulevard, Jordan Springs, NSW’, dated 17 May 2018, ref: 7161-ER-1-4.

e AG 2018c, ‘Waste Classification, Stockpiles SP02 to SP11, Lot 3991 in DP1190132, Jordan
Springs Boulevard, Jordan Springs, NSW’, dated 22 May 2018, ref: 7161-ER-1-5.

A summary of these reports is presented in Section 4.1 to 4.5. A copy of URS (2008) and Douglas
Partners (2017) is presented in Appendix C.

4.1. URS (2008)

The objective of URS (2008) was to provide a framework for identifying and addressing any discovery
of chemical contamination or potentially explosive ordnance so as to ensure a safe working
environment for workers during development and to avoid unacceptable impact on the nature
environment.

URS (2008) was prepared for a parcel of land referred to as the Western Precinct. AG understands
the Western Precinct fell within the former Australia Defence Industries (ADI) facility in St Marys.

An assessment by AG of Figure 2 in URS (2008) indicated that the subject site falls within the south
western corner of the Western Precinct.

Section 1.2 of URS (2008) noted that the majority of the Western Precinct was assessed by a NSW
EPA Accredited Site Auditor (Site Auditor), to pose a negligible risk to the public or the environment
with regard to chemical contamination and/or explosive ordnance. A number of site audit
statements (SASs) for parcels of land across the Western Precinct were included in Appendix A of
URS (2008).

URS (2008) noted that:

e unexpected finds may occur in areas which, although searched extensively, contain remnant
materials which were obscured by the local topography, the type of surface cover (e.g.
building) or at a depth preventing detection; and

e the Site Auditor considered that, while explosive ordnance may be uncovered during
earthworks, it is unlikely that these will present an unacceptable risk provided appropriate
procedures for the safe handling and disposal of such material are adopted.
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A copy of a Site Audit Statement (SAS), prepared by the Site Auditor (Mr Christopher Kidd of HLA-
Envirosciences), dated 7 June 1999, reference CHK001/1 was presented in Appendix A of URS (2008).
An assessment of the SAS by AG indicated that the subject site fell within the boundaries of the land
that SAS CHK001/1 applied to. AG also found that the SAS certified that land as suitable for
residential, including substantial vegetable garden and poultry, residential with minimal, opportunity
for soil access including units, day care centre, preschool, primary schools, secondary school, park,
recreational open space, playing field and commercial / industrial land use settings, subject to a
number of conditions, including:
o the exclusion of specific parcels of land, as marked on the plan attached to the SAS; and
e an appropriate management plan, including procedures for the safe handling and disposal of
any items of ordnance that may be found during earthworks, being lodged prior to the
commencement of development earthworks.

AG assessed the plan attached to the SAS and considered that:
e the subject site did not appear to fall within the shaded areas excluded from SAS CHK001/1;
and
e land located immediately adjacent to the subject site, did not appear to fall within the shaded
areas excluded from SAS CHK001/1.

4.2. Douglas Partners (2017)

The objective of Douglas Partners (2017) was to identify additional activities or sources that have
occurred/appeared on site since the sale of the property in June 2013.

The scope of work undertaken to address the project objective included a document review and site
walkover.

Douglas Partners (2017) reported the following conclusions, considered relevant to the subject Lot
3990 and Lot 3991:

e Limited review of historical aerial imagery and site walkover completed on 19 September
2017, identified the following potential sources appearing onsite in recent years that have
the potential for contamination of the site:

0 Five small stockpiles or soil observed on the unsealed area immediately adjacent to
the south eastern corner of the asphalt carpark on Lot 3991. Given the small volume
(15-20m?) of the stockpiles, likely origins from bulk earthworks associated with the
nearby carpark and observed contents, the soil within the stockpiles poses a low
contamination risk to the site.

Douglas Partners (2017) recommended that:

e further investigations be completed within the soil stockpiles on Lot 3991, to confirm the
absence/presence of contaminants of potential concern associated with fill of an unknown
origin; and

the recommended further assessment should build on the information presented in Douglas Partners
(2017) with reference to NEPC (1999) and should include intrusive investigation, sampling and
analysis.
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4.3. AG (2018a)
The objectives of this project were to:

e assess the potential for contamination to be present on the site as a result of past and
current land use activities;

e provide advice on whether the site would be suitable (in the context of land contamination)
for the proposed land use setting;

e provide recommendations for further investigation, management and/or remediation (if
warranted).

The scope of works undertaken to address the project objectives, included:

e alimited desktop review;

e asite walkover;

e limited soil sampling and laboratory analysis; and
e data assessment and reporting.

Based on AG’s assessment of the desktop review information, fiel[dwork data and laboratory analytical
data, in the context of the assessment objectives and current commercial / industrial land use setting,
AG makes the following conclusions:

e the contamination status of the broader site is considered unlikely to have materially changed
since the issue of a site audit statement in 1999;

e the concentrations of identified contaminants of potential concern in stockpile SPO1 and SP02
are considered unlikely to present an unacceptable direct contact human health exposure risk;

e the concentrations of identified contaminants of potential concern in stockpile SPO1 and SP02
are considered unlikely to present an unacceptable inhalation / vapour intrusion human health
exposure risk;

e stockpile SPO1 (in AECO1) would be suitable (in the context of human health and land
contamination) for beneficial reuse on site;

e the estimated concentration of bonded asbestos in soil detected in AEC02 (stockpile SP02),
may present an unacceptable human health exposure risk and unacceptable aesthetics risk;

e chemical contaminants of concern, asbestos fines and friable asbestos in AECO3 (stockpiles
SP03, SP04, SP0O5, SP06, SP07, SP08, SP09, SP10 and SP11) require further investigation, to
assess whether they may present an unacceptable human health exposure risk;

e the site could be made suitable for the proposed land use setting (in the context of land
contamination), subject to:

0 management and/or remediation of bonded asbestos in stockpile SP02;

0 further assessment, management and/or remediation of potential unacceptable human
health exposure risks in SP03, SP04, SP0O5, SP0O6, SP07, SP08, SP09, SP10 and SP11;

0 ongoing implementation of the URS 2008, ‘Contamination Management Plan, Western
Precinct Development Phase’ dated 7 July 2008, ref: 4321 7287, as recommended in the
site audit statement issued for the sites; and

Further assessment, management and/or remediation planning works should be undertaken by a
suitably experienced environmental consultant.

4.4. AG (2018b)

The objectives of this project were to:
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e assess the nature and extent of contamination to be present in nine stockpiles on the site;

e provide advice on whether the stockpiles be suitable (in the context human health exposure
risks) for the proposed land use setting;

e provide recommendations for further investigation, management and/or remediation (if
warranted).

The scope of works undertaken to address the project objectives, included:

e alimited desktop review;

e asite walkover;

e stockpile soil sampling and laboratory analysis; and
e data assessment and reporting.

Based on AG’s assessment of the desktop review information, fieldwork data and laboratory analytical
data, in the context of the assessment objectives and current commercial / industrial land use setting,
AG made the following conclusions:

e the concentrations of identified contaminants of potential concern in stockpile SP0O3 to SP11
are considered unlikely to present an unacceptable direct contact human health exposure
risk, with the exception of benzo(a)pyrene TEQ in stockpiles SP03, SP06, SP07, SP08, SPQ9,
SP10 and SP11;

e the concentrations of identified contaminants of potential concern in stockpiles SP03 to
SP11 are considered unlikely to present an unacceptable inhalation / vapour intrusion
human health exposure risk;

e the concentrations of bonded asbestos in soil in stockpiles SPO3 to SP11 may present an
unacceptable human health exposure risk;

e the visible presence of asbestos containing materials in SP03 to SP11 may present an
unacceptable aesthetics risk; and

e management and/or remediation of stockpiles SPO3 to SP11 is required.
Based on these conclusions, AG made the following recommendations:

e stockpiles SP03, SP06, SPO7, SP08, SP09, SP10 and SP11 should be excavated, transported
and disposed of to a suitably licensed landfill facility. The excavation and transportation
works should be undertaken by a suitably licensed and experienced contractor, under an
asbestos removal control plan;

e stockpiles SP04 and SPO5 could be either remediated to remove the identified bonded
asbestos human health and aesthetics risks, or excavated, transported and disposed of to a
suitably licensed landfill facility. The remediation and/or excavation and transportation
works should be undertaken by a suitably licensed and experienced contractor, under an
asbestos removal control plan;

e awaste classification should be prepared for materials proposed for offsite disposal, with
reference to relevant NSW EPA waste classification guidelines. The waste classification
should be prepared by a suitably experienced environmental consultant; and
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a validation report should be prepared following removal and/or remedial works, that assesses
whether the identified human health and aesthetics risks have been appropriate managed and/or
remediated. The validation report should be prepared by a suitably experienced environmental
consultant.

4.5. AG (2018c)
The objective of AG (2018c) was to assess the waste classification of stockpiles SP02 to SP11.
Based on AG’s assessment of fieldwork observations and laboratory analytical data, and as of the

date of this report, the material assessed was classified as GENERAL SOLID WASTE non-putrescible,
managed as SPECIAL WASTE (asbestos).
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5. CONCEPTUAL SITE MODEL

5.1. Areas of Environmental Concern and Contaminants of Potential Concern

The site history data collected and site walkover observations made were assessed within the
objectives of this investigation and in the context of the proposed development works. That
assessment identified areas of environmental concern (AEC) and contaminants of potential concern
(COPC) which have the potential to be present on site. The AEC identified are presented in attached
Figure 3 and associated COPC are presented in Table 5.1.

Table 5.1: AEC and COPC

Ar f Environmental ntaminants of Potential
D eas 0 onmenta Land Use Activity Contaminants of Potentia
Concern Concern
AEC02 Stockpile located in north  Uncontrolled filling Asbestos

eastern portion (<20m3)

AEC03 Nine stockpiles located Uncontrolled filling Benzo(a)pyrene TEQ and asbestos
adjacent to western
boundary (~10m?3 each)

5.2. Land Use Setting

AG understands that the proposed development works includes a low density residential
development.

Based on the proposed development works and guidance provided in Section 2.2 of NEPC (1999a), AG
considers it reasonable to adopt the ‘HIL A — residential with accessible soils’ land use setting, for the
purpose of assessing land contamination exposure risks.

5.3. Direct Contact — Human Health

The proposed land use setting is likely to include accessible soils. In these areas, it is considered that
a direct contact exposure pathway may be complete.

5.4. Inhalation / Vapour Intrusion — Human Health

In order for a potentially unacceptable inhalation / vapour intrusion human health exposure risk to
exist, a primary vapour source (e.g. underground storage tank) or secondary vapour source (e.g.
significantly contaminated soil or groundwater).

The historical evidence reviewed indicated the concentrations of identified volatile contaminants of
potential concern in the stockpiles did not present an unacceptable inhalation / vapour intrusion

human health exposure risk, based on the proposed land use setting.

Further assessment of this exposure pathway is considered not warranted.

5.5. Management Limits for Petroleum Hydrocarbon Compounds

NEPC (1999a) notes that there are a number of policy considerations which reflect the nature and
properties of petroleum hydrocarbons:
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o formation of observable light non-aqueous phase liquids (LNAPL);

e fire and explosive hazards; and

o effects on buried infrastructure (e.g. penetration of or damage to, in-ground services by
hydrocarbons).

NEPC (1999a) includes ‘management limits’ to avoid or minimise these potential effects. Application
of the management limits requires consideration of site-specific factors such as the depth of building
basements and services and depth to groundwater, to determine the maximum depth to which the
limits should apply. NEPC (1999a) also notes that management limits may have less relevance at
operating industrial sites which have no or limited sensitive receptors in the area of potential impact,
and when management limits are exceeded, further site-specific assessment and management may
enable any identified risk to be addressed.

Given the nature of the identified contaminants of potential concern at the site, further assessment
against these management limits is considered not warranted.

5.6. Aesthetics — Human Health

Section 3.6.3 of NEPC (1999a) advises that there are no specific numeric aesthetic guidelines, however
site assessment requires a balanced consideration of the quantity, type and distribution of foreign
material or odours in relation to the specific land use and its sensitivity.

Further assessment of aesthetics (in the context of visible fragments of asbestos containing materials)
is considered warranted.

5.7. Terrestrial Ecosystems

NEPC (1999) requires a pragmatic risk-based approach should be taken in applying ecological
investigation and screening levels in residential and commercial / industrial land use settings.

It is noted that:

e vegetation on site and on adjacent properties did not display evidence of significant or
widespread phytotoxic impact (i.e. plant stress or dieback); and

e the stockpiles are being removed from site.

Further assessment of unacceptable risk to terrestrial ecosystems is considered not warranted.
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6. DATA QUALITY OBJECTIVES

Appendix B of NEPC (1999b) provides guidance on the development of data quality objectives (DQO)
using a seven-step process.

The DQO for this project are set out in Sections 6.1 to 6.7 of this report.

6.1. Step 1: State the problem

The first step involves summarising the contamination problem that requires new environmental data
and identifying resources available to solve the problem.

The objectives of this project are to:

e assess the potential for contamination to be present following removal of the stockpiles;

e provide advice on whether the site would be suitable (in the context of land contamination)
for the proposed land use setting; and

e provide recommendations for further investigation, management and/or remediation (if
warranted).

The assessment is being undertaken because:

e advice is required on the suitability of the site in the context of land contamination and
human health exposure risks) for the proposed land use setting.

The project team identified for this project is comprised primarily of suitably experienced
environmental consultants from Alliance Geotechnical Pty Ltd.

The regulatory authorities identified for this project include NSW EPA and the local Council.

6.2. Step 2: Identify the decision/goal of the study

The second step involves identifying decisions that need to be made about the contamination problem
and the new environmental data required to make them.

The decisions that need to be made during this project include:

e |sthe environmental data collected for the project, suitable for assessing relevant human
health exposure risks?

e Do the concentrations of identified contaminants of potential concern (COPC) present an
unacceptable exposure risk to identified receptors, for the proposed land use setting?

e Are the stockpiles suitable for the proposed land use setting, in the context of human health
exposure risks?

6.3. Step 3: Identify the information inputs

The third step involves identifying the information needed to support decisions and whether new
environmental data will be needed.

The inputs required to make the decisions set out in Section 6.2 for this project, will include:
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e the nature and extent of sampling at the site, including both density and distribution;

e samples of relevant site media;

e the measured physical and/or chemical parameters of the site media samples (including field
screening and laboratory analysis, where relevant); and

e assessment criteria adopted for each of the media sampled.

Taking into consideration the objectives of this project, and the conceptual site model and land use
setting presented in Section 5.2 of this project, the assessment criteria relevant to the proposed land
use setting have been adopted for this project.
e Human health direct contact — HILs in Table 1A (1) in NEPC (1999a) and HSLs in Table B4 of
Friebel, E & Nadebaum, P (2011);
e Aesthetics — no visible asbestos containing materials observed on the surface of the
stockpile removal areas.

6.4. Step 4: Define the boundaries of the study

The fourth step involves specifying the spatial and temporal aspects of the environmental media that
the data must represent to support decisions.

The spatial extent of the project will be limited to the stockpile footprints.

The lateral extent that contamination is expected to be distributed across, based on the conceptual
site model, is defined by the inferred boundaries of the areas of environmental concern (AEC).

The vertical extent that contamination is expected to be distributed across, based on the conceptual
site model and the project scope, is limited to the inferred base of the identified AEC.

The scale of the decisions required will be based on the stockpiles.
The temporal boundaries of the project include

e the project timeframe presented in the AG proposal for this project,

e unacceptable weather conditions at the time of undertaking fieldwork, including rainfall,
cold and/or heat;

e access availability of the site (to be defined by the site owner/representative); and

e availability of AG field staff (typically normal daylight working hours, Monday to Friday).

Constraints which may affect the carrying out of this project may include access limitations, presence
of above and below ground infrastructure, and hazards creating health and safety risks.

6.5. Step 5: Develop the analytical approach (or decision rule)

The fifth step involves defining the parameter of interest, specifying the action level, and integrating
information from Steps 1 to 4 into a single statement that gives a logical basis for choosing between
alternative actions.

6.5.1. Rinsate Blanks

One rinsate blank will be collected and scheduled for analysis, for each day of sampling undertaken, if
non-disposable sampling equipment was used on that day. The rinsate blank will be analysed for at
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least one of the analytes the sample/s collected that day are being scheduled for analysis for (with the
exception of asbestos).

6.5.2. Trip Spikes and Trip Blank Samples

One trip spike and trip blank sample will be used and scheduled for analysis, for each day of
sampling undertaken, if site samples being collected that day are being analysed for volatile
contaminants of concern (typically BTEX and/or TRH Cs-Cio).

6.5.3. Field Duplicates

Field duplicates will be collected at a rate of one per twenty (5%) site samples collected. The
duplicates collected will be analysed for at least one of the analytes that the parent sample of the
duplicate/triplicate is being scheduled for analysis for (with the exception of asbestos).

The relevant percent difference (RPD) of concentrations of relevant analytes, between the parent
sample and the duplicate will be calculated.

6.5.4. Laboratory Analysis Quality Assurance / Quality Control

The analytical laboratory QA/QC program will typically include laboratory method blank samples,
matrix spike samples, surrogate spike samples, laboratory control samples, and laboratory duplicate
samples.

6.5.5. If/Then Decision Rules
AG has adopted the following ‘if/then’ decision rules for this project:

e If the result of the assessment of field data and laboratory analytical data is considered
acceptable, then that field data and laboratory analytical data is suitable for interpretation
within the scope of this project; and

e |[fthe field data and laboratory analytical data is within the constraints of the assessment
criteria adopted for this project (refer Section 6.3), then the contamination exposure risks to
identified receptors, are considered acceptable.

In the event the assessment of field data and/or laboratory analytical data results in the data being
not suitable for interpretation, then AG will determine if additional data is required to allow
interpretation to be undertaken.

In the event that field data and/or laboratory analytical data exceeds the assessment criteria
adopted for this project (refer Section 6.3), AG will undertake an assessment of the exceedance in
the context of the project objectives to determine if additional data is required and whether
management and/or remediation is required.

6.6. Step 6: Specify the performance or acceptance criteria

The sixth step involves specifying the decision maker’s acceptable limits on decision errors, which are
used to establish performance goals for limiting uncertainties in the data. When assessing
contaminated land, there are generally two types of errors in decision making:

e Contamination exposure risks for a specific land use setting are acceptable, when they are
not; and
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e Contamination exposure risks for a specific land use setting are not acceptable when they
are.

AG will mitigate the risk of decision error by:

e Calculation of the 95% upper confidence limit (UCL) statistic to assess the mean
concentration of relevant contaminants of potential concern;

e Assignment of fieldwork tasks to suitably experienced AG consulting staff, and suitably
experienced contractors;

e Assignment of laboratory analytical tasks to reputable NATA accredited laboratories;

e Assignment of data interpretation tasks to suitably experienced AG consulting staff and
outsourcing to technical experts where required.

AG will also adopt a range of data quality indicators (DQI) to facilitate assessment of the completeness,
comparability, representativeness, precision and accuracy (bias).

Completeness

Field Considerations Assessment Criterion Laboratory Considerations Assessment Criterion

Critical locations sampled Refer Section 6.7.1 Critical samples analysed  Refer Section 6.7.6
according to DQO

Critical samples collected Refer Section 6.7.1 Analytes analysed Refer Section 6.7.6
according to DQO

SOPs appropriate and 100% Appropriate laboratory Refer Section 6.7.6
complied with analytical methods and

LORs
Field documentation All sampling point logs, Sample documentation All sample receipt advices,
complete calibration logs and chain complete all certificates of analysis

of custody forms

Sample extraction and Refer Section 6.7.7
holding times complied
with

Comparability

Field Considerations Assessment Criterion Laboratory Considerations Assessment Criterion
Same SOPs used on each 100% Same analytical methods Refer Section 6.7.7
occasion used by primary laboratory
Climatic conditions Samples stored in insulated Same LORs at primary Refer Section 6.7.7
containers with ice, laboratory
immediately after
collection
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Same types of samples All soil samples same size, Same laboratory for All primary samples to SGS
collected, and all stored in insulated primary sample analysis Environmental
handled/preserved in same containers with ice
manner
Same analytical Refer Section 6.7.7
measurement units
Representativeness
Field Considerations Assessment Criterion Laboratory Considerations Assessment Criterion
Appropriate media Refer Section 6.4 Samples analysed Refer Section 6.7.6
sampled according to DQO according to DQO
Media identified in DQO  Refer Section 6.4
sampled
Precision
Field Considerations Assessment Criterion Laboratory Considerations Assessment Criterion
Field duplicate RPD Minimum 5% duplicates Laboratory duplicates No exceedances of
laboratory acceptance
No limit for analytical criteria
results <10 times LOR
50% for analytical results
10-20 times LOR
30% for analytical results
>20 times LOR
SOPs appropriate and 100%
complied with
Accuracy (bias)
Field Considerations Assessment Criterion Laboratory Considerations Assessment Criterion
Rinsate blanks Less than laboratory limit  Laboratory method blank No exceedances of
of reporting laboratory acceptance
criteria
Field trip spikes Recoveries between 60%  Matrix spike recovery No exceedances of
and 140% laboratory acceptance
criteria
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Field trip blanks Analyte concentration Surrogate spike recovery  No exceedances of
<LOR laboratory acceptance
criteria

Laboratory control sample No exceedances of
recovery laboratory acceptance
criteria

6.7. Step 7: Develop the plan for obtaining data

The seventh step involves identifying the most resource effective sampling and analysis design for
generating the data that is required to satisfy the DQOs.

6.7.1. Sampling Point Density and Locations

Section 6.2.1 of NEPC (1999b) states that the number and location or sampling points is based on
knowledge of the site and professional judgement. Sampling should be localised to known or
potentially contaminated areas identified from knowledge of the site either from site history or an
earlier phase of site investigation. Judgemental sampling can be used to investigate sub-surface
contamination issues in site assessment. Section 7.5.2 of NEPC (1999b) provides guidance on the
guantity of samples to be collected form stockpiles.

Given AG’s understanding of site history, and the nature and extent of the identified AEC, AG
considers a judgemental sampling strategy is appropriate for this project.

6.7.2. Sampling Methodology

The sampling point methodology presented in Table 6.7.2 will be used for this assessment. The
methodology is based on a range of factors considered relevant to this project, including:

e the identified contaminants of potential concern;

e the suspected laydown mechanisms for those contaminants of concern;

e the suspected likely depth of contamination; and

e site specific constraints which affect the type of sampling techniques suited to the site.

Table 6.7.2 Proposed Sampling Methodology

AEC Sampling Point ID Method Target Depth of Sampling Point (m bgs)

AECO02 Not applicable Not applicable Walkover of surface soils in footprint of former
stockpile for visual evidence of potential asbestos
containing materials. Collect photographic record.

AECO03 SP03-11/01 to SP03- Grab Sample Collect up to nine surface soil samples across the
11/09 footprint of the former stockpiles SPO3 to SP11

Walkover of surface soils in footprint of former
stockpile for visual evidence of potential asbestos
containing materials. Collect photographic record.
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6.7.3. Identification, Storage and Handling of Samples

Sample identifiers will be used for each sample collected, based on the sampling point number and
the depth the sample was collected from.

Project samples will be stored in laboratory prepared containers (and zip lock bags if collected for
asbestos or acid sulfate soil assessment). Filled containers will be placed in insulated container/s with
ice.

Samples will be transported to the relevant analytical laboratory, with chain of custody (COC)
documentation that includes the following information:

AG project identification number
e Each sample identifier
e Date each sample was collected
e Sample type (e.g. soil or water)
e Container type/s for each sample collected
e Preservation method used for each sample (e.g. ice)
e Analytical requirements for each sample and turnaround times
e Date and time of dispatch and receipt of samples (including signatures)

6.7.4. Decontamination

In the event that non-disposable sampling equipment is used, that equipment will be decontaminated
before and in between sampling events, to mitigate potential for cross contamination between
samples collected. The decontamination methodology to be adopted for this project will include:
e Washing relevant sampling equipment using potable water with a phosphate free detergent
(i.e. Decon 90 or similar) mixed into the water;
e Rinsing the washed non-disposable sampling equipment with distilled or de-ionised water;
and
e Airdrying as required.

6.7.5. Laboratory Selection
The analytical laboratories used for this project will be NATA accredited for the analysis undertaken.
6.7.6. Laboratory Analytical Schedule

Project samples will be scheduled for NATA accredited laboratory analysis, using a combination of:
e Observations made in the field of the media sampled;
e The contaminants of potential concern (COPC) identified for the area of environmental
concern that the sample was collected from.

Based on site history, AG has adopted the laboratory analytical schedule (and associated upper
limiting quantities) presented in Table 6.7.6 for this project.

Table 6.7.6 Laboratory Analytical Schedule
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AECO02 Not applicable - - - - - - -
AECO3 SP03-11/01 to 09 - 9 - - - - -
6.7.7. Laboratory Holding Times, Analytical Methods and Limits of Reporting
The laboratory holding times, analytical methods and limits of reporting (LOR) being used for this
project, are presented in Table 6.7.7.
Table 6.7.7 Laboratory Holding Times, Analytical Methods and Limits of Reporting
Analyte Holding Time Analytical Method Limit of Reporting (mg/kg)
PAH 14 days USEPA 8270 0.1-0.5
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7. STOCKPILE REMOVAL WORKS SUMMARY
7.1. Notifications

AG was provided with a copy of a WorkCover NSW notification summary, addressing the asbestos
removal associated with the stockpile removal works. AG notes that the works date in the summary
does not align with the dates the work was actually undertaken. AG understands the works were
delayed as a result of rainfall adversely affecting truck and plant access/egress at the site.

A copy of the summary is presented in Appendix D.
7.2. AEC02 - Removal of Stockpile SP02

Stockpile removal works in AECO2 were undertaken on 5 July 2018 by Multi Services Solutions Pty Ltd
(and its sub-contractor, Summerfield Pty Ltd). The stockpiled material was excavated using a hydraulic
excavator, loaded into a truck and removed for offsite disposal. Observations made on site by AG
indicated that the stockpile had been removed to its base, covering a nominal area of 6.5m by 6m.

The residual surface of the stockpile SP02 foot print was visually assessed by AG on 6 July 2018, by
undertaking walkover along north-south and east-west transects across the foot print. No
observations were made of potential asbestos containing materials across the surface of the former
stockpile SP02 footprint.

Image 7.1.1 View of stockpile SP02 removal footprint, facing south
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Image 7.1.2 View of stockpile SP02 removal footprint, facing north
J — L ik 4 .

7.3. AEC03 - Removal of Stockpiles SP03 to SP11

Stockpile removal works in AEC02 were undertaken on 6 and 9 July 2018 by Multi Services Solutions
Pty Ltd (and its sub-contractor, Summerfield Pty Ltd).

The stockpiled material was excavated using a hydraulic excavator, loaded into a truck and removed
for offsite disposal. Observations made on site by AG indicated that the stockpiles had been removed
to their bases.

The residual surface of the stockpiles SP03 to SP11 foot prints were visually assessed by AG on 9 July
2018, by undertaking walkover along north-south and east-west transects across the stockpile foot
prints. No observations were made of potential asbestos containing materials across the surface of
the former stockpile SP03 to SP11 footprints.

Nine soil validation samples (SP03-11/01 to SP03-11/09) were collected from across the remediation
surface of the site. The locations of the sampling points are presented in Figure 4.
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Image 7.1.2 View of stockpile SP03-SP11 removal footprint, facing south

7.4. Waste Disposal

Records provided by Multi Services Solutions and its sub-contractor, Summerfield Pty Ltd) that 152.88
tonnes of soil were reported as being removed for offsite disposal during stockpile removal works, as
‘contaminated asbestos soil’. Waste disposal records indicate that the waste was transported to the
Elizabeth Drive Waste Management Centre at 1725 Elizabeth Drive, Kemps Creek, NSW.
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A copy of the waste tracking records is presented in Appendix A.
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8. LABORATORY

The samples collected were transported to the analytical laboratory, using chain of custody (COC)
protocols. A selection of these samples was scheduled for analysis, with reference to the relevant
COPC identified for the AEC that the samples were collected from.

A copy of the analytical laboratory certificates of analysis, is presented in Appendix B.

The sample analytical results were tabulated and presented in the attached Table LAR1
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9. DATA QUALITY INDICATOR ASSESSMENT

9.1. Completeness

An assessment of the completeness of data collected was undertaken, and the results presented in

Table 9.1.

Table 9.1 Completeness DQI

with

Field Considerations Target Actual Comment

Critical locations sampled 9 9 Performance against indicator
considered acceptable.

Critical samples collected 9 9 Performance against indicator
considered acceptable.

SOPs appropriate and complied 100% 100% Performance against indicator

considered acceptable.

Field documentation complete

All sampling point
logs, calibration
logs and chain of

All sampling point

logs, calibration logs
and chain of custody

Performance against indicator
considered acceptable.

times complied with

custody forms forms
Laboratory Considerations Target Actual Comment
Critical samples analysed 9 100% Performance against indicator
according to DQO considered acceptable.
Analytes analysed according to 100% 100% Performance against indicator
DQO considered acceptable.
Appropriate laboratory 100% 100% Performance against indicator
analytical methods and LORs considered acceptable.
Sample documentation All sample receipt 100% Performance against indicator
complete advices, all considered acceptable.

certificates of

analysis

Sample extraction and holding 100% 100% Performance against indicator

considered acceptable.

The data collected is considered to be adequately complete within the objectives and constraints of

the project.

9.2. Comparability

An assessment of the comparability of data collected was undertaken, and the results presented in
Table 9.2.
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Table 9.2 Comparability DQI
Field Considerations Target Actual Comment
Same SOPs used on each 100% 100%  Performance against indicator
occasion considered acceptable.
Climatic conditions Samples stored in insulated 100%  Performance against indicator

considered acceptable.

Same types of samples
collected, and
handled/preserved in same
manner

All soil samples same size, all stored 100%
in insulated containers with ice

Performance against indicator
considered acceptable.

measurement units

Laboratory Considerations Target Actual Comment

Same analytical methods 100% 100%  Performance against indicator
used by primary laboratory considered acceptable.
Same LORs at primary 100% 100%  Performance against indicator
laboratory considered acceptable.
Same laboratory for primary All primary samples to SGS 100%  Performance against indicator
sample analysis Environmental considered acceptable.
Same analytical 100% 100%  Performance against indicator

considered acceptable.

The data collected is considered to be adequately comparable.

9.3. Representativeness

An assessment of the representativeness of data collected was undertaken, and the results presented

in Table 9.3.

Table 9.3 Representativeness DQ

Field Considerations Target Actual Comment
Appropriate media sampled 100% 100% Performance against indicator
according to DQO considered acceptable.
Media identified in DQO 100% 100% Performance against indicator
sampled considered acceptable.
Laboratory Considerations Target Actual Comment

Samples analysed according 100% Refer Performance against indicator
to DQO comments considered acceptable.

The data collected is considered to be adequately representative within the objectives and constraints

of the project.
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9.4. Precision

An assessment of the precision of data collected was undertaken, and the results presented in Table

9.4.

Table 9.4 Precision DQI

10-20 times LOR

>20 times LOR

Field Considerations Target Actual Comment
Field duplicate RPD Minimum 5% duplicates  11% duplicates  Performance against indicator
considered acceptable.
No limit for analytical Nil
results <10 times LOR
Nil

50% for analytical results

30% for analytical results Nil

SOPs appropriate and 100% 100% Performance against indicator

complied with considered acceptable.

Laboratory Considerations  Target Actual Comment

Laboratory duplicates No exceedances of Nil RPD failed acceptance criteria
laboratory acceptance due to sample heterogeneity.
criteria

Performance against indicator
considered acceptable.

The data collected is considered to be adequately precise.

9.5. Accuracy

An assessment of the precision of data collected was undertaken, and the results presented in Table

9.5.

Table 9.5 Accuracy DQI

Field Considerations Target Actual Comment

Rinsate blanks Less than laboratory limit of Not applicable. Not applicable.
reporting

Field trip spikes Recoveries between 60%  Not applicable. Not applicable.
and 140%

Document Set ID: 9092845 Alliance Geotechnical Pty Ltd - Manage the earth, eliminate the risk

Version: 1, Version Date: 08/04/2020



7161-ER-1-6
Page 27 of 31

Site Validation Report
Jordan Springs Boulevard, Jordan Springs, NSW

Field trip blanks Analyte concentration <LOR Not applicable. Not applicable.

Laboratory Considerations Target Actual Comment

Laboratory method blank  No exceedances of Nil

laboratory acceptance
criteria

Performance against
indicator considered
acceptable.

Matrix spike recovery

No exceedances of
laboratory acceptance
criteria

Four exceedances

Performance against
indicator considered
acceptable.

recovery

laboratory acceptance
criteria

Surrogate spike recovery No exceedances of Nil Performance against
laboratory acceptance indicator considered
criteria acceptable.

Laboratory control sample No exceedances of Nil Performance against

indicator considered
acceptable.

The data collected is considered to be adequately accurate
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10. DISCUSSION

A discussion on comparison of laboratory analytical results and field observations, in the context of
the assessment criteria adopted for this project, is presented in Sections 10.1.

10.1. Human Health - Direct Contact

10.1.1. PAH

The concentrations of naphthalene, benzo(a)pyrene TEQ and total PAH in the soil samples analysed,
were less than the applicable adopted direct contact human health exposure criteria.

10.1.2. Asbestos

There was no visual evidence observed of potential asbestos containing materials on the surface of
the footprints of former stockpiles SP02 (AEC02) and SP03 to SP11 (AEC03).
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11. CONCLUSIONS

Based on a review of the historical contamination assessment reports provided, observations made
on site by AG, and an assessment of validation laboratory analytical data in the context of the
proposed low density residential land use setting, AG makes the following conclusions:

e the contamination status of the broader site is considered unlikely to have materially changed
since the issue of a site audit statement in 1999;

e stockpiles SP02 and SPO3 to SP11 have been adequately removed from site;

e the site is suitable for the proposed land use setting (in the context of land contamination),
subject to ongoing implementation of the URS 2008, ‘Contamination Management Plan,
Western Precinct Development Phase’ dated 7 July 2008, ref: 4321 7287, as recommended in
the site audit statement issued for the site.

This report must be read in conjunction with the limitations set out in This report must be read in
conjunction with the limitations set out in Section 12.
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12. STATEMENT OF LIMITATIONS

The findings presented in this report are based on specific searches of relevant, government historical
databases and anecdotal information that were made available during the course of this investigation.
To the best of our knowledge, these observations represent a reasonable interpretation of the general
condition of the site at the time of report completion.

This report has been prepared solely for the use of the client to whom it is addressed and no other
party is entitled to rely on its findings.

No warranties are made as to the information provided in this report. All conclusions and
recommendations made in this report are of the professional opinions of personnel involved with the
project and while normal checking of the accuracy of data has been conducted, any circumstances
outside the scope of this report or which are not made known to personnel and which may impact on
those opinions is not the responsibility of Alliance Geotechnical Pty Ltd. Should information become
available regarding conditions at the site including previously unknown sources of contamination, AG
reserves the right to review the report in the context of the additional information.

This report must be reviewed in its entirety and in conjunction with the objectives, scope and terms
applicable to AG’s engagement. The report must not be used for any purpose other than the purpose
specified at the time AG was engaged to prepare the report.

Logs, figures, and drawings are generated for this report based on individual AG consultant
interpretations of nominated data, as well as observations made at the time site walkover/s were
completed.

Data and/or information presented in this report must not be redrawn for its inclusion in other
reports, plans or documents, nor should that data and/or information be separated from this report
in any way.

Should additional information that may impact on the findings of this report be encountered or site
conditions change, AG reserves the right to review and amend this report.
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7161 Lot 3991, Jordan Springs Boulevard, Jordan Springs, NSW Sample Name| SE181230.001 SE181230.002 SE181230.003 SE181230.004 SE181230.005 SE181230.006 SE181230.007 SE181230.008 SE181230.009 SE181230.010
7161-ER-1-6 Description SP03-11/01 SP03-11/02 SP03-11/03 SP03-11/04 SP03-11/05 SP03-11/06 SP03-11/07 SP03-11/08 SP03-11/09 DUPO1
Table LAR1 - Laboratory Analtical Results - Soils Sample Date 9/7/2018 9/7/2018 9/7/2018 9/7/2018 9/7/2018 9/7/2018 9/7/2018 9/7/2018 9/7/2018 9/7/2018

Matrix Soil Soil Soil Soil Soil Soil Soil Soil Soil Soil

Direct Contact
HIL-A & HSL-A
Residential
Analyte Name Units (mg/kg) Reporting Limit Result Result Result Result Result Result Result Result Result Result

PAH in Soil
Naphthalene mg/kg 1400 0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1
2-methylnaphthalene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1
1-methylnaphthalene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1
Acenaphthylene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1
Acenaphthene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1
Fluorene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1
Phenanthrene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1
Anthracene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1
Fluoranthene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1
Pyrene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1
Benzo(a)anthracene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1
IChrvsene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1
IBenzo(b&j)quoranthene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1
IBenzo(k)quoranthene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1
Benzo(a)pyrene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1
Indeno(1,2,3-cd)pyrene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1
Dibenzo(ah)anthracene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1
Benzo(ghi)perylene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1
Carcinogenic PAHs, BaP TEQ <LOR=0 TEQ (mg/kg) 0.2 <0.2 <0.2 <0.2 <0.2 <0.2 <0.2 <0.2 <0.2 <0.2 <0.2
Carcinogenic PAHs, BaP TEQ <LOR=LOR TEQ (mg/kg) 3 0.3 <0.3 <0.3 <0.3 <0.3 <0.3 <0.3 <0.3 <0.3 <0.3 <0.3
Carcinogenic PAHs, BaP TEQ <LOR=LOR/2 TEQ (mg/kg) 0.2 <0.2 <0.2 <0.2 <0.2 <0.2 <0.2 <0.2 <0.2 <0.2 <0.2
Total PAH (18) mg/kg 0.8 <0.8 <0.8 <0.8 <0.8 <0.8 <0.8 <0.8 <0.8 <0.8 <0.8
Total PAH (NEPM/WHO 16) mg/kg 300 0.8 <0.8 <0.8 <0.8 <0.8 <0.8 <0.8 <0.8 <0.8 <0.8 <0.8

Ref: \\SERVER2016\Data\CLIENT REPORTS\AG Register\2018\Lendlease\7161 - Jordan Springs Boulevard, Jordan Springs, NSW\5 Reports\Laboratory\ER-1-6\7161-ER-1-6 Table LAR1

Document Set ID: 9092845
Version: 1, Version Date: 08/04/2020

Page 1of 1



Site Validation Report 7161-ER-1-6
Jordan Springs Boulevard, Jordan Springs, NSW

APPENDIX A

WASTE

Document Set ID: 9092845 Alliance Geotechnical Pty Ltd - Manage the earth, eliminate the risk
Version: 1, Version Date: 08/04/2020



y 2134:54
07/2018 2:45:12 PM
CH11wc

Document Set ID: 9092845
Version: 1, Version Date: 08/04/2020



1 -

|  SUEZ Recycling & Recovery Pty Ltd

Elizabet i

g;ntre h Drive waste Management
25 Elizabeth Drive

Kemps Creek Nsw 2178

Phone: 1300 651 116
ABN: 70 002 902 650

Delivery Docket

Overloaded Vehicle 09:29:53
ggt Overweight, trailer attached

--------- OVERLOADED NOTE ----=---~"
Your vehicle has exceeded its legal
maximum weight, based on the
‘incomnﬁ weighbridge reading and
your vehicle Mass Limit (vML).
Please follow the weighbridge
operator’'s instructions.

We remind you of your compliance
obligations under the Heavy vehicle
National Law.

Ticket No: ED310506955.0

Time In: 6/07/2018 9:29:52 am

Time Qut: 6/07/2018 11:04:07 am

vehicle Rego: CH11wC

701361 - SUMMERFIELD ENTERPRISE

PTY LTD

cust ref: 163

Contaminated Asbestos so0i] - 8032

23.84t@

source :T _Extgrn;1

pest: Elizabeth Drive

GROSS kil 45“?.&

TARE 5

NET weight: %gg:;

chargeable Weight: :

gach Item Weight: 23.84¢
0.00¢t

. Asvez

| SUEZ Recycling & Recovery Pty Ltd

Elizabeth pri
Centre Ve Waste Management

1725 Elizabeth Drive
Kemps Creek Nsw 2178

Phone: 1300 651 116
ABN: 70 002 902 650

Delivery Docket

~ Overloaded vehicle 12:34:56
légt Overweight, trailer attached

--------- OVERLOADED NOTE ---- ---"=
 Your vehic}ehlgasbexcgeg:dtazs Tegal
i se

mm ':eggh\,’r‘i':gn reading and
~ your veﬁi:le Mass Limit (VML).
Please follow the weighbridge .
OB i you oF your compliance

u o e
:31;;:tgon¥°under the Heavy Vehicle
National Law.

i No: ED310507128.0
Er::efn: 6/07/2018 12:34:55 PM
Time Out: 6/07/2018 1:17:29 PM
vehicle Rego: CH1IWC

701361 - SUMMERFIELD ENTERPRISES
PTY LTD
cust ref: 1163

contaminated Asbestos Soil - 8032
25.22t0

rce: External
gg:t: glizabeth Drive General waste

ROSS 43.46t
?Aﬂ! E 18.24¢
NET weight: 25.22t
chargeable Weight: 25.22¢t
gach Item Weight: 0.00t
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yvehicle Rego: E
© 701361 - SUMMERFIELD ENTERPRISES

pTY LTD
cust ref: i '
| contaminated Asbestos soil - 8032 )
24,660 P
source: External Eagd
pest: Elizabeth Drive General waste o
E st .88t .
SR 18, ¥
'd NET Weights ket ¥
y ¥
- chargeable Weight: 24 ’
eabls el phg .66t
| - Each Teat y
4] :

@A) suez

SUEZz Rec
¥<ling & pe

; co
Elizabe very Pty Ltd

Centre th Drive Waste Management

kel Eliza
beth ppj
PS Creek Nsucglgg

Phone: 1300
ne: 651
ABN: " 70 002 503 50

Delivery Docket

Overloaded vehicle 1
R 6:17:39
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obligations under the Heavy Vehicle
National Law.

Ticket No: ED310507298.0
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CLIENT DETAILS

ANALYTICAL REPORT

LABORATORY DETAILS

\\\\\\\||u/,,/,

jlacswrsx  NATA
KOTARS Accreditation No. 2562

~
Contact Craig Cowper Manager Huong Crawford
Client ALLIANCE GEOTECHNICAL PTY LTD Laboratory SGS Alexandria Environmental
Address 10 Welder Road Address Unit 16, 33 Maddox St
Seven Hills Alexandria NSW 2015
NSW 2147
Telephone 0407 989 885 Telephone +61 2 8594 0400
Facsimile 02 9675 1888 Facsimile +61 2 8594 0499
Email c.cowper@allgeo.com.au Email au.environmental.sydney@sgs.com
Project 7161 Jordan Springs SGS Reference SE181230 RO
Order Number P1501 Date Received 09 Jul 2018
Samples 10 Date Reported 10 Jul 2018
o J
COMMENTS \
Accredited for compliance with ISO/IEC 17025 - Testing. NATA accredited laboratory 2562(4354).
- J
SIGNATORIES
~
_—
Ly Kim Ha
Organic Section Head
- J
SGS Australia Pty Ltd Environment, Health and Safety Unit 16 33 Maddox St Alexandria NSW 2015 Australia t +61 2 8594 0400 WWW.sgs.com.au
ABN 44 000 964 278 PO Box 6432 Bourke Rd BC Alexandria NSW 2015 Australia f+61 2 8594 0499
‘ Member of the SGS Group
10-Jul Page 1 of 6
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Parameter

PAH (Polynuclear Aromatic Hydrocarbons) in Soil

Method: AN420

ANALYTICAL REPORT

Sample Number

Sample Matrix
Sample Date

Sample Name

LOR

Tested: 10/7/2018

SE181230.001
Soil
09 Jul 2018
SP03-11/01

SE181230.002
Soil
09 Jul 2018
SP03-11/02

SE181230 RO

SE181230.003
Soil
09 Jul 2018
SP03-11/03

SE181230.004
Soil
09 Jul 2018
SP03-11/04

Naphthalene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1
2-methylnaphthalene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1
1-methylnaphthalene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1
Acenaphthylene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1
Acenaphthene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1
Fluorene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1
Phenanthrene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1
Anthracene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1
Fluoranthene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1
Pyrene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1
Benzo(a)anthracene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1
Chrysene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1
Benzo(b&j)fluoranthene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1
Benzo(k)fluoranthene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1
Benzo(a)pyrene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1
Indeno(1,2,3-cd)pyrene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1
Dibenzo(ah)anthracene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1
Benzo(ghi)perylene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1
Carcinogenic PAHs, BaP TEQ <LOR=0 TEQ (mg/kg) 0.2 <0.2 <0.2 <0.2 <0.2
Carcinogenic PAHs, BaP TEQ <LOR=LOR TEQ (mg/kg) 0.3 <0.3 <0.3 <0.3 <0.3
Carcinogenic PAHs, BaP TEQ <LOR=LOR/2 TEQ (mg/kg) 0.2 <0.2 <0.2 <0.2 <0.2
Total PAH (18) mg/kg 0.8 <0.8 <0.8 <0.8 <0.8
Total PAH (NEPM/WHO 16) mg/kg 0.8 <0.8 <0.8 <0.8 <0.8
Surrogates

d5-nitrobenzene (Surrogate) % - 84 98 20 96
2-fluorobiphenyl (Surrogate) % - 82 92 88 88
d14-p-terphenyl (Surrogate) % - 74 86 84 86
Moisture Content Method: AN002 Tested: 9/7/2018

% Moisture Yowlw ‘ 0.5 ‘ 8.7 12 7.8 11
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Parameter

PAH (Polynuclear Aromatic Hydrocarbons) in Soil

Method: AN420

ANALYTICAL REPORT

Sample Number

Sample Matrix
Sample Date

Sample Name

LOR

Tested: 10/7/2018

SE181230.005
Soil
09 Jul 2018
SP03-11/05

SE181230.006
Soil
09 Jul 2018
SP03-11/06

SE181230 RO

SE181230.007
Soil
09 Jul 2018
SP03-11/07

SE181230.008
Soil
09 Jul 2018
SP03-11/08

Naphthalene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1
2-methylnaphthalene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1
1-methylnaphthalene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1
Acenaphthylene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1
Acenaphthene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1
Fluorene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1
Phenanthrene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1
Anthracene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1
Fluoranthene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1
Pyrene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1
Benzo(a)anthracene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1
Chrysene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1
Benzo(b&j)fluoranthene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1
Benzo(k)fluoranthene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1
Benzo(a)pyrene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1
Indeno(1,2,3-cd)pyrene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1
Dibenzo(ah)anthracene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1
Benzo(ghi)perylene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1
Carcinogenic PAHs, BaP TEQ <LOR=0 TEQ (mg/kg) 0.2 <0.2 <0.2 <0.2 <0.2
Carcinogenic PAHs, BaP TEQ <LOR=LOR TEQ (mg/kg) 0.3 <0.3 <0.3 <0.3 <0.3
Carcinogenic PAHs, BaP TEQ <LOR=LOR/2 TEQ (mg/kg) 0.2 <0.2 <0.2 <0.2 <0.2
Total PAH (18) mg/kg 0.8 <0.8 <0.8 <0.8 <0.8
Total PAH (NEPM/WHO 16) mg/kg 0.8 <0.8 <0.8 <0.8 <0.8
Surrogates

d5-nitrobenzene (Surrogate) % - 92 92 96 86
2-fluorobiphenyl (Surrogate) % - 90 9% 20 86
d14-p-terphenyl (Surrogate) % - 88 84 86 80
Moisture Content Method: AN002 Tested: 9/7/2018

% Moisture Yowlw ‘ 0.5 ‘ 6.2 8.3 7.5 11
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Parameter

PAH (Polynuclear Aromatic Hydrocarbons) in Soil

Method: AN420

ANALYTICAL REPORT

Sample Number

Sample Matrix
Sample Date

Sample Name

LOR

Tested: 10/7/2018

SE181230.009
Soil
09 Jul 2018
SP03-11/09

SE181230.010
Soil
09 Jul 2018
DUPO1

Naphthalene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 <0.1
2-methylnaphthalene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 <0.1
1-methylnaphthalene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 <0.1
Acenaphthylene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 <0.1
Acenaphthene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 <0.1
Fluorene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 <0.1
Phenanthrene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 <0.1
Anthracene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 <0.1
Fluoranthene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 <0.1
Pyrene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 <0.1
Benzo(a)anthracene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 <0.1
Chrysene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 <0.1
Benzo(b&j)fluoranthene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 <0.1
Benzo(k)fluoranthene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 <0.1
Benzo(a)pyrene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 <0.1
Indeno(1,2,3-cd)pyrene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 <0.1
Dibenzo(ah)anthracene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 <0.1
Benzo(ghi)perylene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 <0.1
Carcinogenic PAHs, BaP TEQ <LOR=0 TEQ (mg/kg) 0.2 <0.2 <0.2
Carcinogenic PAHs, BaP TEQ <LOR=LOR TEQ (mg/kg) 0.3 <0.3 <0.3
Carcinogenic PAHs, BaP TEQ <LOR=LOR/2 TEQ (mg/kg) 0.2 <0.2 <0.2
Total PAH (18) mg/kg 0.8 <0.8 <0.8
Total PAH (NEPM/WHO 16) mglkg 0.8 <0.8 <0.8
Surrogates

d5-nitrobenzene (Surrogate) % - 86 920

2-fluorobiphenyl (Surrogate) % - 84 84

d14-p-terphenyl (Surrogate) % - 82 84

Moisture Content Method: AN002 Tested: 9/7/2018

% Moisture Yow/w ‘ 0.5 ‘ 8.1 72

DogumeniSet ID: 9092845
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SE181230 RO
QC SUMMARY

MB blank results are compared to the Limit of Reporting

LCS and MS spike recoveries are measured as the percentage of analyte recovered from the sample compared the the amount of analyte spiked into the sample.

DUP and MSD relative percent differences are measured against their original counterpart samples according to the formula : the absolute difference of the two results divided
by the average of the two results as a percentage. Where the DUP RPD is 'NA', the results are less than the LOR and thus the RPD is not applicable.

Moisture Content Method: ME-(AU)-[ENV]AN002
Parameter Qc LOR DUP %RPD

Reference
% Moisture LB151547 Y%ow/w 0.5 8-14%

PAH (Polynuclear Aromatic Hydrocarbons) in Soil Method: ME-(AU)-[ENV]AN420

Parameter Qc DUP %RPD LCS
Reference %Recovery

Naphthalene LB151576 mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 0% 99%
2-methylnaphthalene LB151576 mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 0% NA
1-methylnaphthalene LB151576 mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 0% NA
Acenaphthylene LB151576 mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 0% 100%
Acenaphthene LB151576 mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 0% 98%
Fluorene LB151576 mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 0% NA
Phenanthrene LB151576 mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 0-79% 94%
Anthracene LB151576 mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 0% 107%
Fluoranthene LB151576 mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 0-81% 97%
Pyrene LB151576 mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 0-79% 91%
Benzo(a)anthracene LB151576 mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 0-18% NA
Chrysene LB151576 mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 0-18% NA
Benzo(b&j)fluoranthene LB151576 mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 0-18% NA
Benzo(k)fluoranthene LB151576 mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 0% NA
Benzo(a)pyrene LB151576 mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 0% 115%
Indeno(1,2,3-cd)pyrene LB151576 mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 0% NA
Dibenzo(ah)anthracene LB151576 mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 0% NA
Benzo(ghi)perylene LB151576 mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 0% NA
Carcinogenic PAHs, BaP TEQ <LOR=0 LB151576 TEQ (mg/kg) 0.2 <0.2 0% NA
Carcinogenic PAHs, BaP TEQ <LOR=LOR LB151576 TEQ (mg/kg) 0.3 <0.3 0% NA
Carcinogenic PAHs, BaP TEQ <LOR=LOR/2 LB151576 TEQ (mg/kg) 0.2 <0.2 0% NA
Total PAH (18) LB151576 mg/kg 0.8 <0.8 0-37% NA
Total PAH (NEPM/WHO 16) LB151576 mg/kg 0.8 <0.8 _

Surrogates

Parameter Qc DUP %RPD LCsS

Reference %Recovery
d5-nitrobenzene (Surrogate) LB151576 % - 92% 2-8% 102%
2-fluorobiphenyl (Surrogate) LB151576 % - 90% 7-25% 102%
d14-p-terphenyl (Surrogate) LB151576 % - 90% 5-15% 102%
DO%'-[W%'?@ ID: 9092845 Page 5 of 6
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SE181230 RO
METHOD SUMMARY

METHOD
Y METHODOLOGY SUMMARY ™

AN002 The test is carried out by drying (at either 40°C or 105°C) a known mass of sample in a weighed evaporating basin.
After fully dry the sample is re-weighed. Samples such as sludge and sediment having high percentages of
moisture will take some time in a drying oven for complete removal of water.

AN420 (SVOCs) including OC, OP, PCB, Herbicides, PAH, Phthalates and Speciated Phenols (etc) in soils, sediments
and waters are determined by GCMS/ECD technique following appropriate solvent extraction process (Based on
USEPA 3500C and 8270D).

AN420 Carcinogenic PAHs may be expressed as Benzo(a)pyrene equivalents by applying the BaP toxicity equivalence
factor (NEPM 1999, June 2013, B7). These can be reported as the individual PAHs and as a sum of carcinogenic
PAHSs. The sum is reported three ways, the first assuming all <LOR results are zero, the second assuming all <
LOR results are half the LOR and the third assuming all <LOR results are the LOR.

. J
FOOTNOTES
~

IS Insufficient sample for analysis. LOR Limit of Reporting
LNR  Sample listed, but not received. 1 Raised or Lowered Limit of Reporting

* NATA accreditation does not cover the QFH QC result is above the upper tolerance

performance of this service. QFL QC result is below the lower tolerance
> Indicative data, theoretical holding time exceeded. - The sample was not analysed for this analyte

NVL Not Validated

Samples analysed as received.
Solid samples expressed on a dry weight basis.

Where "Total" analyte groups are reported (for example, Total PAHs, Total OC Pesticides) the total will be calculated as the sum of the individual
analytes, with those analytes that are reported as <LOR being assumed to be zero. The summed (Total) limit of reporting is calcuated by summing
the individual analyte LORs and dividing by two. For example, where 16 individual analytes are being summed and each has an LOR of 0.1 mg/kg,
the "Totals" LOR will be 1.6 / 2 (0.8 mg/kg). Where only 2 analytes are being summed, the " Total" LOR will be the sum of those two LORs.

Some totals may not appear to add up because the total is rounded after adding up the raw values.

If reported, measurement uncertainty follow the + sign after the analytical result and is expressed as the expanded uncertainty calculated using a
coverage factor of 2, providing a level of confidence of approximately 95%, unless stated otherwise in the comments section of this report.

Results reported for samples tested under test methods with codes starting with ARS-SOP, radionuclide or gross radioactivity concentrations are
expressed in becquerel (Bq) per unit of mass or volume or per wipe as stated on the report. Becquerel is the Sl unit for activity and equals one
nuclear transformation per second.
Note that in terms of units of radioactivity:

a. 1 Bq is equivalent to 27 pCi

b. 37 MBq is equivalent to 1 mCi

For results reported for samples tested under test methods with codes starting with ARS-SOP, less than (<) values indicate the detection limit for
each radionuclide or parameter for the measurement system used. The respective detection limits have been calculated in accordance with ISO
11929.

The QC criteria are subject to internal review according to the SGS QAQC plan and may be provided on request or alternatively can be found here :
http://www.sgs.com.au/~/media/Local/Australia/Documents/ Technical%20Documents/MP-AU-ENV-QU-022%20QA%20QC%20PIan.pdf

This document is issued by the Company under its General Conditions of Service accessible at www.sgs.com/en/Terms-and-Conditions.aspx.
Attention is drawn to the limitation of liability, indemnification and jurisdiction issues defined therein.

Any holder of this document is advised that information contained hereon reflects the Company's findings at the time of its intervention only and
within the limits of Client's instructions, if any. The Company's sole responsibility is to its Client only. Any unauthorized alteration, forgery or
falsification of the content or appearance of this document is unlawful and offenders may be prosecuted to the fullest extent of the law .

This report must not be reproduced, except in full.

- J
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CLIENT DETAILS

STATEMENT OF QA/QC

PERFORMANCE

LABORATORY DETAILS

SE181230 RO

- R

Contact Craig Cowper Manager Huong Crawford

Client ALLIANCE GEOTECHNICAL PTY LTD Laboratory SGS Alexandria Environmental

Address 10 Welder Road Address Unit 16, 33 Maddox St

Seven Hills Alexandria NSW 2015
NSW 2147

Telephone 0407 989 885 Telephone +61 2 8594 0400

Facsimile 02 9675 1888 Facsimile +61 2 8594 0499

Email c.cowper@allgeo.com.au Email au.environmental.sydney@sgs.com

Project 7161 Jordan Springs SGS Reference SE181230 RO

Order Number P1501 Date Received 09 Jul 2018

Samples 10 Date Reported 10 Jul 2018
. J

COMMENTS
~

All the laboratory data for each environmental matrix was compared to SGS' stated Data Quality Objectives (DQO). Comments

arising from the comparison were made and are reported below.

The data relating to sampling was taken from the Chain of Custody document and was supplied by the Client.

This QA/QC Statement must be read in conjunction with the referenced Analytical Report.

The Statement and the Analytical Report must not be reproduced except in full.

All Data Quality Objectives were met (within the SGS Alexandria Environmental laboratory).
- J
— SAMPLE SUMMARY ~

Samples clearly labelled Yes Complete documentation received Yes

Sample container provider SGS Sample cooling method Ice Bricks

Samples received in correct containers Yes Sample counts by matrix 10 Soil

Date documentation received 9/7/2018 Type of documentation received CcOoC

Samples received in good order Yes Samples received without headspace Yes

Sample temperature upon receipt 9.3°C Sufficient sample for analysis Yes

Turnaround time requested Next Day
. J

SGS Australia Pty Ltd Environment, Health and Safety Unit 16 33 Maddox St Alexandria NSW 2015 Australia t+61 2 8594 0400 WWw.sgs.com.au
ABN 44 000 964 278 PO Box 6432 Bourke Rd BC Alexandria NSW 2015 Australia f+61 2 8594 0499
‘ Member of the SGS Group

10/7/2018 Page 1 0f 9
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HOLDING TIME SUMMARY SE181230 RO

~
J

SGS holding time criteria are drawn from current regulations and are highly dependent on sample container preservation as specified in the SGS “Field Sampling Guide for
Containers and Holding Time” (ref: GU-(AU)-ENV.001). Soil samples guidelines are derived from NEPM "Schedule B(3) Guideline on Laboratory Analysis of Potentially
Contaminated Soils". Water sample guidelines are derived from "AS/NZS 5667.1 : 1998 Water Quality - sampling part 1" and APHA "Standard Methods for the Examination
of Water and Wastewater" 21st edition 2005.

Extraction and analysis holding time due dates listed are calculated from the date sampled, although holding times may be extended after laboratory extraction for some
analytes. The due dates are the suggested dates that samples may be held before extraction or analysis and still be considered valid.

Extraction and analysis dates are shown in Green when within suggested criteria or Red with an appended dagger symbol (1) when outside suggested criteria. If the sampled
date is not supplied then compliance with criteria cannot be determined. If the received date is after one or both due dates then holding time will fail by default.

- J
Moisture Content Method: ME-(AU)-[ENV]JAN002
Sample Name Sample No. QC Ref Sampled Received Extraction Due Extracted Analysis Due Analysed
SP03-11/01 SE181230.001 LB151547 09 Jul 2018 09 Jul 2018 23 Jul 2018 09 Jul 2018 14 Jul 2018 10 Jul 2018
SP03-11/02 SE181230.002 LB151547 09 Jul 2018 09 Jul 2018 23 Jul 2018 09 Jul 2018 14 Jul 2018 10 Jul 2018
SP03-11/03 SE181230.003 LB151547 09 Jul 2018 09 Jul 2018 23 Jul 2018 09 Jul 2018 14 Jul 2018 10 Jul 2018
SP03-11/04 SE181230.004 LB151547 09 Jul 2018 09 Jul 2018 23 Jul 2018 09 Jul 2018 14 Jul 2018 10 Jul 2018
SP03-11/05 SE181230.005 LB151547 09 Jul 2018 09 Jul 2018 23 Jul 2018 09 Jul 2018 14 Jul 2018 10 Jul 2018
SP03-11/06 SE181230.006 LB151547 09 Jul 2018 09 Jul 2018 23 Jul 2018 09 Jul 2018 14 Jul 2018 10 Jul 2018
SP03-11/07 SE181230.007 LB151547 09 Jul 2018 09 Jul 2018 23 Jul 2018 09 Jul 2018 14 Jul 2018 10 Jul 2018
SP03-11/08 SE181230.008 LB151547 09 Jul 2018 09 Jul 2018 23 Jul 2018 09 Jul 2018 14 Jul 2018 10 Jul 2018
SP03-11/09 SE181230.009 LB151547 09 Jul 2018 09 Jul 2018 23 Jul 2018 09 Jul 2018 14 Jul 2018 10 Jul 2018
DUPO1 SE181230.010 LB151547 09 Jul 2018 09 Jul 2018 23 Jul 2018 09 Jul 2018 14 Jul 2018 10 Jul 2018
PAH (Polynuclear Aromatic Hydrocarbons) in Soil Method: ME-(AU)-[ENV]AN420
Sample Name Sample No. QC Ref Sampled Received Extraction Due [SETE Analysis Due Analysed
SP03-11/01 SE181230.001 LB151576 09 Jul 2018 09 Jul 2018 23 Jul 2018 10 Jul 2018 19 Aug 2018 10 Jul 2018
SP03-11/02 SE181230.002 LB151576 09 Jul 2018 09 Jul 2018 23 Jul 2018 10 Jul 2018 19 Aug 2018 10 Jul 2018
SP03-11/03 SE181230.003 LB151576 09 Jul 2018 09 Jul 2018 23 Jul 2018 10 Jul 2018 19 Aug 2018 10 Jul 2018
SP03-11/04 SE181230.004 LB151576 09 Jul 2018 09 Jul 2018 23 Jul 2018 10 Jul 2018 19 Aug 2018 10 Jul 2018
SP03-11/05 SE181230.005 LB151576 09 Jul 2018 09 Jul 2018 23 Jul 2018 10 Jul 2018 19 Aug 2018 10 Jul 2018
SP03-11/06 SE181230.006 LB151576 09 Jul 2018 09 Jul 2018 23 Jul 2018 10 Jul 2018 19 Aug 2018 10 Jul 2018
SP03-11/07 SE181230.007 LB151576 09 Jul 2018 09 Jul 2018 23 Jul 2018 10 Jul 2018 19 Aug 2018 10 Jul 2018
SP03-11/08 SE181230.008 LB151576 09 Jul 2018 09 Jul 2018 23 Jul 2018 10 Jul 2018 19 Aug 2018 10 Jul 2018
SP03-11/09 SE181230.009 LB151576 09 Jul 2018 09 Jul 2018 23 Jul 2018 10 Jul 2018 19 Aug 2018 10 Jul 2018
DUPO1 SE181230.010 LB151576 09 Jul 2018 09 Jul 2018 23 Jul 2018 10 Jul 2018 19 Aug 2018 10 Jul 2018
Document,Set ID: 9092845 Page 2 of 9
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SURROGATES

SE181230 RO

of this report for failure reasons.

-

Surrogate results are evaluated against upper and lower limit criteria established in the SGS QA/QC plan (Ref: MP-(AU)-[ENV]QU-022).
sample surrogate spike recoveries for BTEX/VOC are to be within 70-130% where control charts have not been developed and within the established control limits for charted
surrogates. Matrix effects may void this as an acceptance criterion. Water sample surrogate spike recoveries are to be within 40-130%. The presence of emulsions,
surfactants and particulates may void this as an acceptance criterion.

At least two of three routine level soil

Result is shown in Green when within suggested criteria or Red with an appended reason identifer when outside suggested criteria. Refer to the footnotes section at the end

J

PAH (Polynuclear Aromatic Hydrocarbons) in Soil

Method: ME-(AU)-[ENV]AN420

Parameter Sample Name Sample Number Units Cri Recovery %
2-fluorobiphenyl (Surrogate) SP03-11/01 SE181230.001 % 70 - 130% 82
SP03-11/02 SE181230.002 % 70 - 130% 92
SP03-11/03 SE181230.003 % 70 - 130% 88
SP03-11/04 SE181230.004 % 70 - 130% 88
SP03-11/05 SE181230.005 % 70 - 130% 90
SP03-11/06 SE181230.006 % 70 - 130% 94
SP03-11/07 SE181230.007 % 70 - 130% 90
SP03-11/08 SE181230.008 % 70 - 130% 86
SP03-11/09 SE181230.009 % 70 - 130% 84
DUPO1 SE181230.010 % 70 - 130% 84
d14-p-terphenyl (Surrogate) SP03-11/01 SE181230.001 % 70 - 130% 74
SP03-11/02 SE181230.002 % 70 - 130% 86
SP03-11/03 SE181230.003 % 70 - 130% 84
SP03-11/04 SE181230.004 % 70 - 130% 86
SP03-11/05 SE181230.005 % 70 - 130% 88
SP03-11/06 SE181230.006 % 70 - 130% 84
SP03-11/07 SE181230.007 % 70 - 130% 86
SP03-11/08 SE181230.008 % 70 - 130% 80
SP03-11/09 SE181230.009 % 70 - 130% 82
DUPO1 SE181230.010 % 70 - 130% 84
d5-nitrobenzene (Surrogate) SP03-11/01 SE181230.001 % 70 -130% 84
SP03-11/02 SE181230.002 % 70 - 130% 98
SP03-11/03 SE181230.003 % 70 - 130% 90
SP03-11/04 SE181230.004 % 70 - 130% 96
SP03-11/05 SE181230.005 % 70 - 130% 92
SP03-11/06 SE181230.006 % 70 - 130% 92
SP03-11/07 SE181230.007 % 70 - 130% 96
SP03-11/08 SE181230.008 % 70 - 130% 86
SP03-11/09 SE181230.009 % 70 - 130% 86
DUPO1 SE181230.010 % 70 - 130% 90
Document,Set ID: 9092845 Page 3 of 9
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METHOD BLANKS

SE181230 RO

( 1
Blank results are evaluated against the limit of reporting (LOR), for the chosen method and its associated instrumentation, typically 2.5 times the statistically determined
method detection limit (MDL).

Result is shown in Green when within suggested criteria or Red with an appended dagger symbol (1) when outside suggested criteria.
- J

PAH (Polynuclear Aromatic Hydrocarbons) in Soil

Method: ME~(AU)-[ENV]AN420

Sample Number Parameter Units LOR Result

LB151576.001 Naphthalene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1
2-methylnaphthalene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1

1-methylnaphthalene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1

Acenaphthylene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1

Acenaphthene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1

Fluorene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1

Phenanthrene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1

Anthracene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1

Fluoranthene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1

Pyrene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1

Benzo(a)anthracene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1

Chrysene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1

Benzo(a)pyrene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1

Indeno(1,2,3-cd)pyrene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1

Dibenzo(ah)anthracene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1

Benzo(ghi)perylene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1

Total PAH (18) mglkg 0.8 <0.8

Surrogates d5-nitrobenzene (Surrogate) % - 92

2-fluorobiphenyl (Surrogate) % - 920

d14-p-terphenyl (Surrogate) % - 920

Document,Set ID: 9092845 Page 4 of 9
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DUPLICATES

SE181230 RO

( 1
Duplicates are calculated as Relative Percentage Difference (RPD) using the formula: RPD = | OriginalResult - ReplicateResult | x 100 / Mean
The RPD is evaluated against the Maximum Allowable Difference (MAD) criteria and can be graphically represented by a curve calculated from the Statistical Detection Limit
(SDL) and Limiting Repeatability (LR) using the formula: MAD =100 x SDL / Mean + LR
Where the Maximum Allowable Difference evaluates to a number larger than 200 it is displayed as 200.
RPD is shown in Green when within suggested criteria or Red with an appended reason identifer when outside suggested criteria. Refer to the footnotes section at the end of
this report for failure reasons.

- J

Moisture Content

Method: ME~(AU)-[ENV]AN002

Original Duplicate Parameter LOR Original Duplicate Criteria% RPD %
SE181229A.021 LB151547.011 % Moisture Yowlw 0.5 5.1 4.4 51 14
SE181230.009 LB151547.022 % Moisture Y%owlw 0.5 8.1 8.7 42 8
SE181233.004 LB151547.028 % Moisture Y%owiw 0.5 7.82190132379.0445859872 42 14
PAH (Polynuclear Aromatic Hydrocarbons) in Soil Method: ME-(AU)-{ENV]AN420
Original Duplicate Parameter Original Duplicate Criteria% RPD %
SE181230.010 LB151576.014 Naphthalene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 <0.1 200 0
2-methylnaphthalene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 <0.1 200 0
1-methylnaphthalene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 <0.1 200 0
Acenaphthylene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 <0.1 200 0
Acenaphthene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 <0.1 200 0
Fluorene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 <0.1 200 0
Phenanthrene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 <0.1 200 0
Anthracene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 <0.1 200 0
Fluoranthene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 <0.1 200 0
Pyrene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 <0.1 200 0
Benzo(a)anthracene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 <0.1 200 0
Chrysene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 <0.1 200 0
Benzo(b&j)fluoranthene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 <0.1 200 0
Benzo(k)fluoranthene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 <0.1 200 0
Benzo(a)pyrene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 <0.1 200 0
Indeno(1,2,3-cd)pyrene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 <0.1 200 0
Dibenzo(ah)anthracene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 <0.1 200 0
Benzo(ghi)perylene mg/kg 0.1 <0.1 <0.1 200 0
Carcinogenic PAHs, BaP TEQ <LOR=0 mg/kg 0.2 <0.2 <0.2 200 0
Carcinogenic PAHs, BaP TEQ <LOR=LOR mg/kg 0.3 <0.3 <0.3 134 0
Carcinogenic PAHs, BaP TEQ <LOR=LOR/2 mg/kg 0.2 <0.2 <0.2 175 0
Total PAH (18) mglkg 0.8 <0.8 <0.8 200 0
Surrogates d5-nitrobenzene (Surrogate) mg/kg - 0.5 0.5 30 2
2-fluorobiphenyl (Surrogate) mg/kg - 0.4 0.5 30 7
d14-p-terphenyl (Surrogate) mg/kg - 0.4 0.4 30 5
SE181233.004 LB151576.019 Naphthalene mg/kg 0.1 0.01 0.01 200 0
2-methylnaphthalene mg/kg 0.1 0.02 0.01 200 0
1-methylnaphthalene mg/kg 0.1 0.01 0.01 200 0
Acenaphthylene mg/kg 0.1 0.01 0.04 200 0
Acenaphthene mg/kg 0.1 0 0 200 0
Fluorene mg/kg 0.1 0 0.03 200 0
Phenanthrene mg/kg 0.1 0.09 0.23 93 79
Anthracene mg/kg 0.1 0.01 0.06 200 0
Fluoranthene mg/kg 0.1 0.11 0.26 84 81
Pyrene mg/kg 0.1 0.1 0.23 91 79
Benzo(a)anthracene mg/kg 0.1 0.06 0.12 141 18
Chrysene mg/kg 0.1 0.07 0.12 135 18
Benzo(b&j)fluoranthene mg/kg 0.1 0.08 0.12 130 18
Benzo(k)fluoranthene mg/kg 0.1 0.04 0.07 200 0
Benzo(a)pyrene mg/kg 0.1 0.05 0.09 173 0
Indeno(1,2,3-cd)pyrene mg/kg 0.1 0.05 0.09 173 0
Dibenzo(ah)anthracene mg/kg 0.1 0.01 0.01 200 0
Benzo(ghi)perylene mg/kg 0.1 0.05 0.08 184 0
Carcinogenic PAHs, BaP TEQ <LOR=0 mg/kg 0.2 0 0.0332 200 0
Carcinogenic PAHs, BaP TEQ <LOR=LOR mg/kg 0.3 0.242 0.2442 133 0
Carcinogenic PAHs, BaP TEQ <LOR=LOR/2 mg/kg 0.2 0.121 0.1387 164 0
Total PAH (18) mglkg 0.8 0.21 1.16 147 37
Surrogates d5-nitrobenzene (Surrogate) mg/kg - 0.38 0.41 30 8
2-fluorobiphenyl (Surrogate) mg/kg - 0.45 0.35 30 25
d14-p-terphenyl (Surrogate) mg/kg - 0.49 0.42 30 15
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LABORATORY CONTROL SAMPLES SE181230 RO

Laboratory Control Standard (LCS) results are evaluated against an expected result, typically the concentration of analyte spiked into the control during the sample
preparation stage, producing a percentage recovery. The criteria applied to the percentage recovery is established in the SGS QA /QC plan (Ref: MP-(AU)-[ENV]QU-022). For
more information refer to the footnotes in the concluding page of this report.

Recovery is shown in Green when within suggested criteria or Red with an appended dagger symbol (1) when outside suggested criteria.

- J
PAH (Polynuclear Aromatic Hydrocarbons) in Soil Method: ME-(AU)-[ENV]AN420
Sample Number Parameter Units LOR Result Expected Criteria % Recovery %
LB151576.002 Naphthalene mg/kg 0.1 4.0 4 60 - 140 99

Acenaphthylene mg/kg 0.1 4.0 4 60 - 140 100
Acenaphthene mg/kg 0.1 3.9 4 60 - 140 98
Phenanthrene mg/kg 0.1 3.8 4 60 - 140 94
Anthracene mg/kg 0.1 4.3 4 60 - 140 107
Fluoranthene mg/kg 0.1 3.9 4 60 - 140 97
Pyrene mg/kg 0.1 3.7 4 60 - 140 91
Benzo(a)pyrene mg/kg 0.1 4.6 4 60 - 140 115
Surrogates d5-nitrobenzene (Surrogate) mg/kg - 0.5 0.5 40 - 130 102
2-fluorobipheny! (Surrogate) mg/kg - 0.5 0.5 40 - 130 102
d14-p-terphenyl (Surrogate) mg/kg - 0.5 0.5 40 - 130 102
Document,Set ID: 9092845 Page 6 of 9
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MATRIX SPIKES SE181230 RO

s N
Matrix Spike (MS) results are evaluated as the percentage recovery of an expected result, typically the concentration of analyte spiked into a field sub -sample during the
sample preparation stage. The original sample's result is subtracted from the sub-sample result before determining the percentage recovery. The criteria applied to the
percentage recovery is established in the SGS QA/QC plan (ref: MP-(AU)-[ENV]QU-022). For more information refer to the footnotes in the concluding page of this report.

Recovery is shown in Green when within suggested criteria or Red with an appended reason identifer when outside suggested criteria. Refer to the footnotes section at the
end of this report for failure reasons.
N J
No matrix spikes were required for this job.
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MATRIX SPIKE DUPLICATES SE181230 RO

Matrix spike duplicates are calculated as Relative Percent Difference (RPD) using the formula: RPD = | OriginalResult - ReplicateResult | x 100 / Mean
The original result is the analyte concentration of the matrix spike. The Duplicate result is the analyte concentration of the matrix spike duplicate.

The RPD is evaluated against the Maximum Allowable Difference (MAD) criteria and can be graphically represented by a curve calculated from the Statistical Detection Limit
(SDL) and Limiting Repeatability (LR) using the formula: MAD =100 x SDL / Mean + LR

Where the Maximum Allowable Difference evaluates to a number larger than 200 it is displayed as 200.

RPD is shown in Green when within suggested criteria or Red with an appended reason identifer when outside suggested criteria. Refer to the footnotes section at the end of
this report for failure reasons.

No matrix spike duplicates were required for this job.
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Version: 1, Version Date: 08/04/2020



FOOTNOTES SE181230 RO

Samples analysed as received.
Solid samples expressed on a dry weight basis.

QC criteria are subject to internal review according to the SGS QA/QC plan and may be provided on request or alternatively can be found here:
http://www.sgs.com.au/~/media/Local/Australia/Documents/ Technical Documents/MP-AU-ENV-QU-022 QA QC Plan.pdf

N J

* NATA accreditation does not cover the performance of this service .
** Indicative data, theoretical holding time exceeded.
- Sample not analysed for this analyte.
IS Insufficient sample for analysis.

LNR Sample listed, but not received.

LOR Limit of reporting.

QFH QC result is above the upper tolerance.

QFL QC result is below the lower tolerance.
0) At least 2 of 3 surrogates are within acceptance criteria.
@) RPD failed acceptance criteria due to sample heterogeneity.
® Results less than 5 times LOR preclude acceptance criteria for RPD.
® Recovery failed acceptance criteria due to matrix interference.
® Recovery failed acceptance criteria due to the presence of significant concentration of analyte (i.e. the

concentration of analyte exceeds the spike level).

® LOR was raised due to sample matrix interference.
@ LOR was raised due to dilution of significantly high concentration of analyte in sample.
Reanalysis of sample in duplicate confirmed sample heterogeneity and inconsistency of results.
® Recovery failed acceptance criteria due to sample heterogeneity.
LOR was raised due to high conductivity of the sample (required dilution).
T Refer to Analytical Report comments for further information.
4 N

This document is issued by the Company under its General Conditions of Service accessible at www.sgs.com/en/Terms-and-Conditions.aspx.
Attention is drawn to the limitation of liability, indemnification and jurisdiction issues defined therein.

Any holder of this document is advised that information contained hereon reflects the Company's findings at the time of its intervention only and
within the limits of Client's instructions, if any. The Company's sole responsibility is to its Client only. Any unauthorized alteration, forgery or
falsification of the content or appearance of this document is unlawful and offenders may be prosecuted to the fullest extent of the law .

This test report shall not be reproduced, except in full.

. v
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SAMPLE RECEIPT ADVICE SE181230

CLIENT DETAILS LABORATORY DETAILS

- N
Contact Craig Cowper Manager Huong Crawford
Client ALLIANCE GEOTECHNICAL PTY LTD Laboratory SGS Alexandria Environmental
Address 10 Welder Road Address Unit 16, 33 Maddox St
Seven Hills Alexandria NSW 2015
NSW 2147
Telephone 0407 989 885 Telephone +61 2 8594 0400
Facsimile 02 9675 1888 Facsimile +61 2 8594 0499
Email c.cowper@allgeo.com.au Email au.environmental.sydney@sgs.com
Project 7161 Jordan Springs Samples Received ~ Mon 9/7/2018
Order Number ~ P1501 Report Due Tue 10/7/2018
Samples 10 SGS Reference SE181230
o J
SUBMISSION DETAILS
- N
This is to confirm that 10 samples were received on Monday 9/7/2018. Results are expected to be ready by COB Tuesday 10/7/2018. Please
quote SGS reference SE181230 when making enquiries. Refer below for details relating to sample integrity upon receipt.
Samples clearly labelled Yes Complete documentation received Yes
Sample container provider SGS Sample cooling method Ice Bricks
Samples received in correct containers Yes Sample counts by matrix 10 Soil
Date documentation received 9/7/2018 Type of documentation received COoC
Samples received in good order Yes Samples received without headspace Yes
Sample temperature upon receipt 9.3°C Sufficient sample for analysis Yes
Turnaround time requested Next Day
Unless otherwise instructed, water and bulk samples will be held for one month from date of report, and soil samples will be held for two months.
- J
COMMENTS
- N
1 Sample on hold
o J
This document is issued by the Company under its General Conditions of Service accessible at www.sgs.com/en/Terms-and-Conditions.aspx.
Attention is drawn to the limitation of liability, indemnification and jurisdiction issues defined therein.
SGS Australia Pty Ltd Environment, Health and Safety Unit 16 33 Maddox St Alexandria NSW 2015 Australia t+61 2 8594 0400 WWW.Sgs.com.au
ABN 44 000 964 278 PO Box 6432 Bourke Rd BC Alexandria NSW 2015 Australia f+61 2 8594 0499
‘ Member of the SGS Group
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CLIENT DETAILS

CCIient

SAMPLE RECEIPT ADVICE

SE181230

ALLIANCE GEOTECHNICAL PTY LTD

Project

7161 Jordan Springs

SUMMARY OF ANALYSIS

—
o
®
E_
<3
5 §=
£ SE
S £3
5 o
S =
No. Sample ID = oL
001 SP03-11/01 26
002 SP03-11/02 26
003 SP03-11/03 26
004 SP03-11/04 26
005 SP03-11/05 26
006 SP03-11/06 26
007 SP03-11/07 26
008 SP03-11/08 26
009 SP03-11/09 26
010 DUPO1 26
- J
The above table represents SGS' interpretation of the client-supplied Chain Of Custody document.
The numbers shown in the table indicate the number of results requested in each package.
Please indicate as soon as possible should your request differ from these details .
Testing as per this table shall commence immediately unless the client intervenes with a correction .
DocumeniSet ID: 9092845 Page 2 of 2
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Site Validation Report 7161-ER-1-6
Jordan Springs Boulevard, Jordan Springs, NSW
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Contents

Glossary of Abbreviations and Terms

Abbreviation Term Definition
Ammunition Ammunition A device charged with explosives, propellants, pyrotechnics,
initiating composition, or nuclear, biological or chemical
material for use in connection with defence or offence
including demolitions. Certain ammunition can be used for
training, ceremonial or other non-operational purposes.
Category A Category A An item clearly of a military nature and which might readily be
ordnance items recognised by a member of the public as such (e.g. in effect
complete in appearance as a projectile of 20 mm calibre or
greater, hand grenade, mortar, bomb, etc) and
containing explosive filling, but excluding small arms
ammunition.
Category B Category B An item clearly of a military nature and which might readily be
ordnance items - recognised by a member of the public as such {e.g. in effect
complete in appearance as a projectile of 20 mm calibre or
greater, hand grenade, mortar, bomb, etc) and
not containing explosive filling, but excluding small arms
ammunition.
CMP (2003) Contamination The Contamination Management Plan prepared in 2003 and
Management Plan | submitted to Blacktown City Council and other authorities as
[or the Castern 1equlted by the Site Audit Stateinents issued in the Stage 2
Precinct Decontamination Audit of ADI St Marys Munitions Factory,
dated 7" June 1999.
CMP Contamination The Contamination Management Plan issued to support
Management Plan Precinct Plan(s).
DPP Dunheved Precinct | The Dunheved Precinct Plans set out the future pattern of
Plan development for the Dunheved Precinct. The Plan was adopted
by Penrith City Council on 1 December 2006 and by
Blacktown City Council on 12 January 2007.
DUXQP Defence The panel of contractors and consultants from whom the
Unexploded Department of Defence selects members for UXQ related tasks.
Ordnance I"anel
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Contents

Abbreviation Term Definition
EPP Eastern Precinct The Eastern Precinct Plan sets out the future pattern of
Plan development for the Eastern Precinct. The Plan was adopted
by Blacktown City Council on 4 February 2004.
Induction Site Specific Section 8(2) of the OHS Act requires employers to ensure that
Induction persons other than their workers are not exposed to risks while
in the employer’s workplace. These persons include
contractors, customers and visifors.
If there are significant risks in the workplace, there may be a
need for site induction training and procedures for managing
people while on the premises.’

Property Property The whole of the landholding by St Marys Land Limited and
which is sometimes called the St Marys Property for the
purposes of its rezoning and redevelopment.

Site Site The subject area, where potential contamination has been
found.

UXO Unexploded Explosive ordnance that has been primed, fused, armed or

Ordnance otherwise prepared for action and which has been fired,

dropped, launched, projected or placed in such a manner as to
constitute a hazard to operations, installations, personnel or
material but remains unexploded either by malfunction or
design or for any cause. UXO includes items of military
ammunition or explosives removed from their original resting-
place for any reason, including souveniring.

: “http*ffwww workeover nsw.goy ru/F mployers/i egalResponsibitity/defanlt htm™ WorkCover’s webpage on 18k September 2006
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Introduction SECTION 1

1.1 General Introduction

The former Australian Defence Industries (ADI) Property (the Property) at St Marys was endorsed by the
NSW Government for inclusion on the Urban Development Program in 1993. The Property was seen to
present an opportunity to provide housing for Sydney’s growing population within an environmentally
sustainable framework.

The Property is located approximately 45km west of the Sydney CBD, 5km north-cast of the Penrith City
Centre and 12km west of the Blacktown City Centre. The main western railway is located approximately
2.5km south of the Property. The Great Western Highway is located another 1 km south and the M4
Motorway a further 1.5km south.

The Property has an area of 1,545ha, and stretches roughly 7 kilometres from east to west and nearly 3
kilometres from north to south, from Forrester Road, St Marys in the east to The Northern Road,
Cranebrook in the west, and is bounded by Llandilo and Willmot in the north and Cambridge Gardens /
Werrington County and the Dunheved Industrial Area in the south. Figure 1, following, illustrates the
location of the Property.

Figure 1 Aerial photograph of the St Marys Property

JAJOBS\4321728T\CMP\Western PrecinchCMP_West.doc21/07/2008
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introduction SECTION 14

Given that the Property straddies the boundary between two local government areas (Blacktown and
Penrith), the NSW Government decided that a regional environmental plan should be prepared covering
development of the Property. Technical investigations into the environmental values and development
capability of the land were commenced in 1994, and the Regional Environmental Plan for St Marys
(Sydney Regional Environmental Plan No. 30 (SREP 30)) was gazetted in January, 2001. SREP 30

zoned the land for a combination of “urban”, “employment™, “regional open space”, and “regional park”
uses.

A package of documents was prepared to guide and control development comprising SREP 30 (maps and
a written instrument) and an Environmental Planning Strategy (EPS) which sets out performance
objectives and strategies to address key constraints associated with the Property, including: conservation,
cultural heritage, water and soils, transport, urban form, energy and waste, human services, employment
and land contamination.

In December 2002, a Deed of Agreement was entered into between the landowner and developers of the
land (a Joint Venture comprising ComLand and Lend Lease Development) and the NSW Government
setting out the developer’s and State Government’s responsibilities in providing services and
infrastructure.

SREP 30 identified six development “precincts” (known as the Western Precinct, Central Precinct, North
and South Dunheved Precincts, Ropes Creek Precinct and Eastern Precinet) within the Property.

SREP 30 requires that a Precinct Plan, addressing the issues in SREP 30 and the EPS (including
preparation of management plans for a range of key issues}, be adopted by Council prior to any
development taking place.

It Match 2002, the Cotntnonwealth Governnent advised that those areas of the Property listed on the
Register of the National Estate should be excluded from urban development. This had the effect of
changing the boundaries of the areas Lo be sel aside for conservation. SREP 30 was subsequently
amended in April 2006 to reflect these boundary changes. The precincts available for development are
shown in Figure 2 below.

JAJOBSW321728NCMPWestern PracinetCMP_West doc21/07/2008
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Introduction SECTION 1

Figure 2 Western Precinct (with other developable areas)

On 29 September 2006, the Minister for Planning declared the Western Precinct a Release Area, paving
the way for the preparation of a Precinct Plan for this area. The Western Precinct, the subject of this
CMP, occupies an area of approximately 229 hectares. Although currently zoned under SREP 30 for both
Urban and Employment uses, there is a draft amendment to SREP 30 currently being prepared under
which the entire Western Precinct is zoned Urban.

A Precinct Plan for the Fastern Precinet (FPP) was adopted by Rlacktown City Council (BCC) on 4
February 2004. The EPP incorporated a Contamination Management Plan (CMP) prepared by URS in
2003, and other management plans, and an accompanying Development Control Strategy (DCS). The
Dunheved Precinct Plans have since been adopted by Penrith City Council and Blacktown City Council.

Since completion of the CMP (2003), development of the Eastern Precinct Release Area has progressed
and additional site investigations have been completed as required by Site Audit Statements.

In addition, the Department of Environment and Conservation (DEC) (incorporating the NSW
Environment Protection Authority and now known as the NSW Department of Environment and Climate
Change (DECC)) has provided advice to Site Auditors that “auditors should be able to rely on expert
opinion [Department of Defence Unexploded Ordnance panel (DUXOP) consultants] fo form a view
about site suitability” when assessing a site for munitions contamination. Further deliberations by the
DEC and Site Auditors have determined that the presence of munitions items on a site is not likely to be
within the ambit purview of a Site Auditor accredited under the Contaminated Land Management Act
(1997) — but rather a suitably qualified expert in procedures for the location, handling and disposal of
munitions items. Such experts can be found in, but are not limited to, the DUXOP.

J\JOBSW3217287\CMP\Western Precinct\CMP_West doc21/07/2008
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Introduction SECTION 1

Notwithstanding this change in process, the 1999 Site Audit Statements for the St Marys property have
addressed the issue of potential UXO contamination.

Bulk earthworks commenced in the Eastern Precinct on 8 December 2004, Development applications for
the construction of the Ropes Creek Bridge and the Southern Entry Road into the site have been
submitted to BCC and Penrith City Council.

Subsequently, CMPs have been prepared by URS for the North and South Dunheved Precincts (2004),
Ropes Creek and Eastern Precincts (2006) and the Eastern Regional Park (2006).

This CMP (Western Precinct Contamination Management Plan) has been prepared to support the
lodgement of the Western Precinct Plan and takes into account current site knowledge including and
DECC guidance relating to the reliance on specialist consultants for use in the development phase prior to
sub-division.

1.2  Introduction to the Contamination Management Plan

The Western Precinct was the subject of extensive investigation during the 1990s. The investigation
work was undertaken with the full involvement of the EPA and subsequently an independent NSW EPA
accredited Site Auditor who produced and issued Site Audit Statements for the whole of the St Marys
Property (Stage 2 Decontamination Audit of ADI 8§t Marys Munitions Faclory, dated 7 June 1999).

The investigation and remediation programme for the Property commenced in 1990, with the objective of
assessing the nature, degree of chemical contamination and remediating to a level suitable for
redevelopment for a variety of land uses including residential. For the purposes of the remediation and
validation, the Property was divided into nine sectors. The Western Precinct covers part of the following
sectors as follows:

e Part Western Sector Covered by SAS CHK001/1.
¢ Part Southern West Sector  Covered by SASs CHK001/1, CHK001/6 and CHKO001/7.

The information presented in the remediation and validation reports for these sectors has been considered,
along with other relevant information for the Property, to develop this CMP (Western Precinct).

The majority of the Western Precinct was assessed by the Site Auditor to pose a negligible risk to the
public or the environment with regard to chemical contamination and/or explosive ordnance (See SASs as
listed ubove in Appendix A). Conditions on the SASs required investigation and assessment of areas
underlying roadways which had not been investigated at the date of the SASs.

1.3 Contamination Management Plan Objectives

The objective of this CMP is to provide a framework for identifying and addressing any discovery of
chemical contamination or potentially explosive ordnance so as to ensure a safe working environment for
workers during development and to avoid unaceeptable impact on the natural environment.

JAOBSW32 1 728NCMPWesten PrecinchCMP_West.doc2 1107/2008
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introduction SECTION 1

Unexpected finds may occur in areas which, although searched extensively, contain remnant materials
which were obscured by the local topography, the type of surface cover (e.g. building) or at a depth
preventing detection. The Site Auditor considered that, while explosive ordnance may be uncovered
during earthworks, it is unlikely that these will present an unacceptable risk provided appropriate
procedures for the safe handling and disposal of such material are adopted.

The successful implementation of the CMP requires the appropriate briefing and Site Specific OHS
Induction of Site Operatives who may uncover potential chemical contamination (including potential
asbestos containing materials) and/or explosive ordnance. It is proposed this briefing will include the
review of this CMP and the associated flow chart (Figure 3 on p2-4).

This CMP describes reporting procedures and lines of responsibility (See Section 3). These experts
should include those with detailed knowledge of the remediation which has been undertaken at the
Property and details on the location of, and access to, the supporting documents related to the assessment
and remediation of the Western Precinct.

The Property has been remediated, audited and declared suitable for its intended land uses, and remnant
contamination, if present, is most likely to be discovered during the development earthworks which will
occur prior to subdivision,

The approaches included in this CMP are intended for use only during the site preparation phase of
development, during which structures may be demolished and disposed of, land levels may be altered and
redundant infrastructure is removed and new infrastructure is installed.

Subsequent plans, if required, will be administered through the relevant local government authority.
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Contamination Management Plan SECTION 2

The operation of the CMP is described in the attached flow-chart (Figure 3).

The objective of the CMP is to provide clear guidance on the safe and appropriate actions in the event of
encountering potential chemical or explosive ordnance contamination during site development works.
Where such material is uncovered the CMP prescribes the quarantining of the relevant area of concern,
allowing other site works to proceed unhindered, while the area of concern is assessed and, if necessary,
remediated and vaiidated.

Where required, reference should be made to the extensive library of documents containing information
on the historic assessment and remediation of the site. This library provides a valuable source of
information which can be drawn on to provide support for development of remedial and/or assessment
approaches.

Two classes of potential contamination are discussed separately below: chemical (including potential
asbestos containing materials) and ordnance.

2.1 Potential Chemical Contamination
Potential chemical contamination may be indicated in the field by:

e  Discoloured soils;
e Qdorous soils;
¢  Potentially asbestos containing sheeting, fragments or insulation materials; or

e The presence of other foreign materials, such as drums, waste dumps or building rubble which
could be a source of codatnination.

If the Site Manager considers material to be potential chemical contamination the area will be quarantined
and a suitably qualified Environmental Consultant will be contacted. The Environmental Consultant will
be responsible for assessing the findings, taking samples to characterise and delineate the extent of the
potential contamination and defining appropriate remedial actions, if required.

Suspected asbestos containing materials should be managed in accordance with relevant WorkCover
requirements and a site specific Asbestos Management Plan.

If deemed necessary by the Environmental Consultant, the contamination will be removed for disposal at
a suitably licensed facility in accordance with Waste Classification Guidelines (NSW DECC, April 2008).
The resultant excavation will be validated by the Environmental Consultant and a report on the
remediation and subsequent validation will be completed and, if appropriate, be reviewed and approved
by an independent NSW EPA accredited Site Auditor. The quarantine barriers can be removed and the
earthworks continued upon receipt of advice from the Environmental Consultant, issue of an SAS, or
preliminary advice from the Site Auditor.

JUOBSWIZI728NCMPWestem PrecinehCMP_West doc21/07/2008
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Contamination Management Plan SECTION 2

If the area is determined by the Environmental Consultant to not be contaminated or the analyses meet the
relevant site validation crileria, the Enviromnentat Consultant should notify the Site Manager that the
quarantine restrictions on the area can be lifted and the works in that area may resume. The
Environmental Consultant will prepare a report on the investigation and the conclusions drawn.

Extensive Contamination

In the event that assessment by the Environmental Consultant identifies that the contamination is
extensive” in its lateral and/or vertical extent, then the Environmental Consultant will prepare a sampling
and analysis plan to delineate the contamination and assess the extent of any remediation required. The
sampling and analysis plan must be reviewed by the independent Site Auditor, who would be engaged to
review the works and issue a new SAS, on successful completion of the works.

2.2 Potential Explosive Ordnance Materials
Potential explosive ordnance material may be indicated in the field by:

e Munitions shells;

e Flares;

e  Ammunition packaging;

¢  Grenade components; or

e  Metal debris not identifiable as non-munitions or of uncertain origin.

Should potential ordnance material be uncovered, the earthworks will cease iinmediately and the
Site Manager informed. The area should be quarantined, by means of some appropriale barrier to prevent
access to the area to protect the workforce from potential injury.

The Site Manager will make a preliminary assessment of the find and determine whether it is some
miscellaneous debris, a fragment of ordnance or a potentially explosive device.

Where the Site Manager can identify the item as non-ordnance debris or a minor harmless fragment of
ordnance debris, the material should be removed from the excavation and disposed of appropriately,

Where it is considered to be a potentially explosive device, the Site Manager shall contact an
appropriately qualificd Ordnance Contractor, to assess the item and the area.

Should the Ordnance Contractor consider the object(s) to be non-ordnance or harmless fragments of
ordnance, the object(s) can be removed and disposed of appropriately. The quarantine restrictions can be
lifted and the earthworks continued.

2 . . . — . . . . .

“ When the area is sufficiently large to warrant audit of the remediation and issue of a replacement Site Audit Statement, the Environmental
Consultant will advise when to engage an Auditor reflecting contemporary industry practise | ess than 1000 m® would not immediately
qualify.
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Contamination Management Plan SECTION 2

If the Ordnance Contractor identifies the object(s) as potential explosive ordnance, the Ordnance
Contractor shall inform the Site Manager, and arrange disposal.

Based on the nature of find, it may be recommended that a geophysical survey of the area be undertaken
to establish whether the item was an individual piece, one of a number of pieces or a disposal pit. The
survey would be undertaken by the Ordnance Contractor using appropriate equipment. Further surveys
are mandatory if the explosive ordnance is considered a Category A item or more than three readily
identifinble Category B items are found at one location.

e Category A - An item clearly of a military nature and which might readily be recognized by a
member of the public as such {e.g. in effect complete in appearance as a projectile of 20 mm
calibre or greater, hand grenade, mortar, bomb, etc) and containing explosive filling, but
exchuding small arms ammunition.

o  Category B - An item clearly of a military nature and which might readily be recognized by a
member of the public as such (e.g. in effect complete in appearance as a projectile of 20 mm
calibre or greater, hand grenade, mortar, bomb, etc) and not containing explosive filling, but
excluding small arms ammunition.

This is in accordance with the validation procedures for the earlier site assessments, remediation and
audit, and maintains the same level of confidence for the whole Property.

The Ordnance Contractor will prepare a report on the investigations undertaken, remediation works
undertaken and validation surveys completed. Subject to review of the Ordnance Contractor’s report by a
suitably qualified consultant, the quarantine restrictions on the area can be removed and the earthworks
resumed. The Site Auditor will be provided with a copy of the Clearance Report for the area issued by
the Ordnance Consullant.

Further Explosive Ordnance Surveys

Any additional ordnance surveys should be designed to characterise the extent and character of the
ordnance contamination and then (or concurrently) to remove the contaminant so that the area is safe for
the development activities to resume. These surveys should be undertaken by an Ordnance Contractor,
with the objective of characterising and delineating the extent of the explosive ordnance contamination.
Such surveys may, as appropriate, utilise magnetic, electromagnetic or other diagnostic techniques.

In the event that further explosive ordnance is discovered the search area may need to be extended to
ensure a suitable buffer zone is searched. A remediation and sampling strategy for the area is to be
developed in consultation with the Ordnance Consultant.

All additional finds should be logged and disposed of appropriately. Once the investigation is complete a
report on the scope of the investigation, remedial work and results should be produced by the Ordnance
Contractor, approved by the Ordnance Consultant and provided to the independent Site Auditor. The
quarantine restrictions on the area can be removed and the earthworks resumed.
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Contamination Management Plan SECTION 2

2.3 Temporary Stockpiling of Materials

Earthworks in the development phase are likely to, temporarily, generate excess material which may be
stockpited for re-use. Uinless some event or observation indicates that the material excavated and placed
into the stockpile is potentially contaminated, no particular treatment is required other than normal dust
suppression, and erosion controls in accordance with relevant Council requirements.

If assessment by the Environmental Consultant or the Ordnance Contractor identifies contamination that
is extensive in its lateral and/for vertical extent, or a stockpile is observed to be contaminated, then the
Environmental Consultant will prepare a sampling and analysis or survey plan to delineate the
contamination and assess the extent of remediation required. The sampling and analysis plan or survey
plan should, as appropriate, be reviewed by the Site Auditor or the Ordnance Consultant.

Subject to the agreement of the relevant Consultant, it may be possible to move and stockpile the affected
material. Where temporary stockpiling is permitted such stockpiles shall be installed and maintained to
eliminate risk to workers and other people due to exposure to contaminants in dust or vapours and risk to
the environment as a result of silt or contamination of stormwater.

Validation sampling or surveying of the contaminated area or stockpile would be required before
earthworks continue in that area.

2.4 Contaminated Management Plan Flowchart

Figure 3, following, describes the decision processes in the implementation of this CMP.
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Summary of Roles & Responsibilities SECTION 3

The key roles® and responsibilities with respect to this CMP are as follows:

Title

Role

Asbestos Consultant

Asbestos or Environmental
Contractor

Responsible for reviewing the assessment of areas contaminaled by
potential asbestos containing materials. The Asbestos Consultant will
provide a brief report which certifies the subject area is free of
asbestos and suitable for residentiai development.

Responsible for removal or treatment of contaminated material in
accordance with this procedure and direction by the Environmental
Consultant and the Site Manager.

Environmental Consultant

Once called to the site, the Environmental Consultant will be
responsible for assessing the potential chemical contamination find,
undertaking any necessary sampling and delineation, if required,
developing a remedial scope and validating remediation to render the
site suftable for residential development. The Environmental
Consultant may, as appropriate, have expertise in environmental
assessment and/or ashestos assessment. All findings and conclusions
will be reported, as appropriate, to the satisfaction of the

Site Manager and/or the Site Auditor or asbestos consultant if a Site
Audit is not required.

Site Manager:

Responsible for the preliminary assessment of potential
contamination and/or ordnance materials discovered and assessing
whether further action is required. The Site Manager is responsible
for ensuring the induction of Site Operatives, assessing the adequacy
of quarantine measures and contacting the relevant Consultant and/or
Ordnance Contractors and Site Auditor where appropriate.

Once an area is declared free of the contamination, the
Site Manager’s role will be to remove the quarantine and allow site
works to proceed.

Ordnance Consultant

Responsible for reviewing the survey and assessment of areas
contaminated by suspected ordnance which is undertaken either as a
consequence of discovery of suspect materials or as a requirement of
the Site Audit Statements. The Ordnance Consultant, who will be
independent of the Ordnance Contractor and be a member of
DUXOP, will, when satisfied with information provided by the
Ordnance Contractor, provide a letter which confirms the site is
suitable for recommencement of development activities.

3 Contact details are updated as required and can be seen in Appendix A
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Summary of Roles & Responsibilities SECTION 3

Title

Role

Ordnance Contractor

Once called to the site, the Ordnance Contractor will be respensible
for assessing the ordnance find, undertaking any surveying sampling
and delineation, developing any necessary remedial scope and
validating any remediation necessary to render the site suitable for
residential development. The Ordnance Contractor shall complete a
clearance report on cach arca investigated and/or remediated and
provide a copy for review by the Ordnance Consultant.

As necessary, the Ordnance Contraclor will conduct surveys of the
site and complete reports to validate the remediation of areas where
ordnance is discovered for review by the Ordnance Consultant.

Site Auditor

Responsible for reviewing the remediation and assessment of areas
contaminated by chemicals which is undertaken either as a
consequence of discovery of suspect materials or as a requirement of
the Site Audit Statements., The Site Auditor, who will be independent
of the Environmental Consultant and accredited by the NSW EPA,
will then, when satisfied by the information provided and relying on
clearance reports provided by the Ordnance Consultant, issue further
Site Audit Statements which certify the site is suitable for residential
development.

Site Operatives:

During the works, the Site Operative will be vigilant for potential
contamination and/or ordnance. Where potential contamination
and/or ordnance is identified, Site Operatives will quarantine the area
and inform the Site Manager
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Limitations SECTION 4

URS Australia Pty Ltd (URS) has prepared this report for the use of Maryland Development Company in
accordance with the usual care and thoroughness of the consulting profession. It is based on generally
accepted practices and standards at the time it was prepared. No other warranty, expressed or implied, is
made as to the professional advice included in this report. It is prepared in accordance with the scope of
work and for the purpose cutlined in the Proposal dated 12 July 2007.

The methodology adopted and sources of information used by URS are outlined in this report. URS has
inade no independent verification of this information beyond the agreed scope of works and URS assumes
no responsibility for any inaccuracies or omissions. No indications were found during our investigations
that information contained in this report as provided to URS was false,

This report was prepared in the period up to 7% 2008 and is based on the information reviewed at the time
of preparation. URS disclaims responsibility for any changes that may have occurred after this time.

This report should be read in full. No responsibility is accepted for use of any part of this report in any
other context or for any other purpose or by third parties. This report does not purport to give legal vice.
Legal advice can only be given by qualified legal practitioners.
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NSW Environment Protection Authority
SITE AUDIT STATEMENT (SAS)

Site Audit Statement Mo.: CHKO001/1

Site Auditor (accredited under NSW Contaminated Land Management Act 1997).

Name: Christopher H Kidd Company: HLA-Envirosciences Pty Limited
Address: 33-63 Grandview Street, Pymble, NSW Postcode: 2076

Phone: (02) 9938 4422 Fax: (07) 0933 4441

Site Details

ADI St. Marys Property - excluding Eastern Sector, QEL, Site 6 and Site 23, buildings and
concrete stockpile, :
Address: Forrester Road, St Marvs Postcode: 2760
Lot and DP Number: Lot 2 in DPR03832
' Lot 2 and 3 in DP223888 (part of)
Lot 3 in DP789196
Lot 3 in DP598633
{see attached map for excluded areas)
Local Government Area: Penrith and Blacktown

Site Audit requested by:

Name: Mr P Newton Company: Department of Urban Affairs and
Plamning
Address: Svdney Region West

Level 8. Signamre Tower

2-10 Wentworth Sireet

Parramatta N&W 2150

Phone: (07) 9895 7147 - Fax- (02} 5805 6270

Mg of contact person (if different from above:

Consultancy(ies) who conducted the sire investigation(s) and/or remediation:

o  ADI Limited Chemical and Explostves Ordnance
Investigations, Remediaton and Validation 1990 -
1909

e Maclde Martin & Associates Groundwater Investigations, 1931

Title(s) of Report(s) reviewed:

1. Historical Repott ~ St Maivs Fropeily, ADI Lunited, 1996,

Validation Report for the Westem Sector, ADI St Marys Facility, ADI Limited
November 1994,

Validation Report for the North Western Sector of the ADI 8¢ Marys Facility, Report No.
498800, ADI Linuted [993;

4. Validation Report for the Southern Sector West of the ADI St Marys Property, Report
No. 498810, ADI Limited 1996;

N
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5. Validation Report for the Southern Sector East of the St Marys Property, Report No.
498810, ADI Limited 1996;

6. Validation Report for the Northern Sector of the ADI St Marys Property, Report No.
498320, ADI Limired 1996;

7. Validation Report for the Cental Sector East of the ADI St Marys Property, Report No.
498840, ADI Limited 1997,

8. Validation Report for the Central Sector West of the ADI St Marys Preperty, Report No
498840, ADI Liumited 1996,

9, Validation Report for the North Eastem Sector of the ADI St Marys Property, Repert No.
468850, ADI Limited 1996;

10. QA/Verification Survey Resuits, ADI St Marvs Property, Report No. PG980323da ADI
Limited, 1999,

" Other Information reviewed:

1. Site Investigition Report of St Marys Facility Ammunition and Missiles Division,
Volume 4 - Discussions and Conclusions, ADI, June 1991,

Remediation Action Plan for the Northern Sector, ADI St Marys Facility, Report No.
408320, ADI Limited 1996;

Remediation Action Plan for Central Eastern. Sector, ADI St Marys Facility, Report No,
498840, ADI Limited 1996;

4. Remediation Action Plan for the Eastem Sector of the ADI St Marys Property, Report
No. 498330, ADI Limited 1996;

5. Stage I Decontamination Audit, ADI St Marys CMPS&F, 1997,

| ]

Ul

Summary Site Audit Report Title:
Stage 7 Decontatnination Audit Report for ADI Site, St Marys
I have completed a site audit (as defined in the Contaminated Land Management Act 1997)

and reviewed the reports and information referred to above with due regard to relevant laws
and guidelines. I certify that the site (tick all appropriate boxes)

(a) is suitable for the following use(s):
v residential, including substantial vegetable garden and poultry;
* e _;_ Qs .:__. - '_ﬁ.A " _;,. e e T, ‘ Rletip oo, _:___= San = oA ALY ;_.. WL RE L -; .Lu.vz’_

et

+ or soil access including units;
< daycare centre, preschool, primary school;

v secondary school;

¥4

v

e

residential with minimal opportunity

park, recreational open space, playing feid;
corumercial/industrial use;

P JOBSU1260 to N249J1219\Site Andit Statements abede.doc 2-3
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subject 1o
<+ Conditions

1. Excludes Eastern Sector, QEL, Site 6 and Site 23 which are covered by separate
site audit statements, namely CHK001/2, CHK001/3, CHKO001/4 and CHKO00L/5.
2. Excludes areas not yet investigated including the footprint of original buildings, car
parks and roads, mainly around former Administration Centre Buildings
CHK001/6) and the concrete stockpile in Central Sector West. (Stockpile
CHKO001/7)
An appropriate management plan, including procedures for the safe handling and
disposal of any items of ordnance that may be found during sarthworks, should be
lodged prior to the commencement of development earthworks. This plan should
be similar to the “Remnant Contamination Management Plan” submitted by ADI
{sec Appendix E of the Site Audit Report).

Ll

[ am accredited by the NSW Environment Protection Authority under the Comtaminated Land
Management Act, 1997 as a site auditor (Accreditation No. 9813).

I Certify that:

() { have personally examined and am familiar wirh the information contained in this
statement, including the reports and information referred to in this statement, and

{3} this statement is to the best of my knowledge, true, accurate and complete. and

(c) on the basis of my inquiries made to those individuals immediately responsible for
making the reports, and obtaining the information, referred to in this statement, those

reports and that information are, to the best of my knowledge, true. accurate and
complete.

I am aware that there are penalties for wilfully submitting false, inaccurate or incomplete
information, '

i Date "T/é/"-?‘z_

[

1

Signed:

BAJ JOBSU 1200 to JE249\71219Site Audit Starements abede.doe
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NSW Eavirenment Protection Autherity
SITE AUDIT STATEMENT (8AS)

Site Audit Statement No.: CHEK001/6

Site Anditor {accredited under NSW Contaminated Land Management Act 1997):

Name: Christopher H Kidd Company: HLA-Envirosciences Pty Limited
Address: 33-85 Grandview Sireet, Pymble, NSW - Postcode: 2076

Phone: (02) 9988 4422 Fax: - (02) 9938 4441

Site Détails

ADI St. Marys Property - existing buildings and paved areas scattered about the site.
Address: Forrester Road, St. Marys ~ Postcode: 2760
Lot and DP Number: Lot 2 in DP803832
K Lot 2 and 3 in DP223888 (part of)
Lot 3 in DP789196 '
Lot 3 in DP598653
(see attached 7 maps)
Lecal Government Area: Penrith and Blacktown

Sif_e Andit requested by:

Name: Mr P Newton Companv Departme:nt of Urbau Affairs and
" ' Planping = - :
Address: Sydney Reg:on West
Level 8, Slgsature Tower

2-10 Wertworth Stret

Phone. _(02) '3805 714-2 Fax {02) 9893 6270

Name of contact person (if different ﬁ:om ab e;’ |

" Consultancy(ies) who conducted the site mves‘txganon(s) and!or remedzanon

® ADI Limited ' _Chemlcal and Exploswes Ordnance
Iuvesm_ganons Remedlatmn and Validation 1990 -
o - 1999 -
@ Mackie Martin & Associates Gmundwater Investigations, 1991

htle(s) of Report(s} revxewed

11 '_Hisrtonen,l Repnrt St Marys Pmparty ADI lem)d, 1996

12. Validation Report for the Westem Sector ADI St \f.{a.rys Faclhty, ADI L:Imted
November 1994,

13. Validation Rﬁport for the North Wastern Sector of the ADI St Marys Facﬂ1ty, Report No.
498800, ADI Limited 1995

14. Validation Report for the Southern Sector West of the A}}I St Marys Property, Repoﬁ
‘No. 498810, ADI Limited 1996

PAT JOBEU1200 to J1249\J1219\Site Andit Statements abededas 4-5
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15. Validation Report for the Southern Sector East of the St Marys Property, Report No.
498810, ADI Limited 1996;
i 16. Validation Report for the Northern Sector of the ADI St Marys Property, Report No.
T 498820, ADI Limited 1996; .
17. Validation Report for the Cental Sector East of the ADI St Marys Property, Report No.
488840, ADI Limited 1997,
18. Validation Report for the Central Sector West of the ADI St Marys Property, Report No.
498840, ADI Limited 1996;
19. Validation Report for the North Eastern Sector of the ADI St Marys Property, Report Ne.
498350, ADI Limited 1996;
20, QA/Verification Survey Results, ADI St Marys Property, Report No, PG980323da ADI
Limited, 1999
™ Other Information reviewed:
) 6. Site Investig:ﬁtibn Report of St Marys Facility Ammunition and Missiles Division, :
Volime 4 — Discussions and Conelusions, ADI, June 1991,
7. Remediation Action Plan for the Norﬂmm Sector, ADI St Marys Facility, Report No.
498820, ADI Limited 1996;
8. Remedzatmn Action Plan for Centxal Eastem Sector, ADI St Marys F ac;htv Report No.
498340, ADI Limited 1996; :
9. Remediation Action Plan for the Eastem Sr::ctor of the AZDI St Marys Property, Report
¢ No. 498830, ADI Limited 1996;
- 10. Stagel Decontammaj:mn Aurht, ADI 8t Marys CMPS&F 1997,
Summary Site Audlt Report Title
Stage ? Decontamination Audit _Repar_t for- A Siie, St Marys.
~ T Luve completed 4 site audit (a8 defined in the C untaminated Land Management Act 1997)
A - and reviewed the reports and information referred to above with due regard to relevant laws
and guldelmes I cemfy that the sxte (tick all: appmpnaie boxas)
{a) is smtable for the foﬂowmg_use(s) /U,v“ﬁ«
s 'commermalfmdustnal use; : '
v Other — May continue to be used for existing commercial use and carparks, but
underlying soils need to be tested for chemical zand ordnance contamination afier
g demolition. -
PAT JOBS\1200 to 1249512 19Site Audit Statements abede.dac 5-5
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e

subiect to

+  Conditions

T

1. Soils under existing buildings, car parks, roads and the concrete stockpile shall be
tested for ordnance and/or chemical contamination when these facilities are
. removed; site audits statements for these areas will also be rcqmre{i

- 2. An appropriate management plan, including procedures for the safe bandling and
disposal of any items of ordnance that may be found during earthworks, should be
lodged prior fo the commencement of development eathworks, This plan should
be similur o the “Remumit Coulmnination Management Plan” submitted by ADI
(see Appendix E of the Site Audit Report)

L I am accredited by the NSW Environment Protection Authority under the Contaminated Land
Management Act, 1997 as a Site Auditor (Accreditation No. 9813).

I Certify that:

- (@) 1 have personally examined and am famﬂiar with the inforniation contained in this
statement. mcludmg the reports and mfonnatmn refened toin tlus statement. and

(b} this Statement is to thé best of my knowledge true accum.te and complete and
()] on the basis of my mqumes ma.de to those mdmciua.ls mnedlately responsfule for

makmg the reports, and obtammg the information, referted to in this statement, those
teports and that information are, to the best of my lmowledge, true, accurate and

complete.
L aun awiare that L'uaw e pﬁualtlas for wﬂﬁﬂly subuumug Ihiaa, inacowate or incunplete
information.
D
Signed: Date: ‘7-/ & / 79
. [ :
J

BAT JOBS\I1200 ta J1Z4G\F1219\Site Audit Statements abeds.doc a-5

Document Set ID: 9092845
Version: 1, Version Date: 08/04/2020




— ZE.-.I.W,\.

! ser
7 DIAGRAM 1
SHEET

COFVIGISE & WHELAUS AUSTRALIX PTY 17D,

EHFORKATIGN CONTANED 14 THIS BRAWHG / PLE §8 TrE
COFYRIGHT OF SHELING AUSTRALS TV L1G, SOPYRNG SR
WSIHG TS DATA ) FIHOLE OR PAAT, NI AKY FORMAT,
WIVHOUT - FEAMSSION. INFRINGES CORYRIGHT, &

TIRS OQCRHENT I BOTH ELECTROMC AMD MaRDCOFY
FORIUAT &5 AND SHALL REMKHTHE PROPERTY OF
WHELANS USTAMAA PTV LT, THE HFORHATIDN RAY
QY BE SED FOR THE PURPOSE FOR WHICH IT WiaS
COMKISSIOHED ARQ TH ACCORDANCE WiTH THE TERMS oF
‘EHOAGEMEAT FOR-THE COMMISSION, BITHGRSED USE
Of THIS. GFDAMANCH 8 AHY FORK pAWTSOEVER 1S
PROHIBTES,

PREPARED 8Y:

10T 3
F, 782138

Lot 2 Head Office:

Fhelans Awsiralia Ply Lid

_.F_.... Leval &, 141 Blizabelh Sirsat
_.& Sydnoy, New South Wales
1951 2000 Australis

Talephone 02Z) 9203 2400
Facsimile 02) 9251 S052

SEE
DIAGRAM 2

SHEET 4 N
few
/

BParramatta Office;

Loual 1, Suile 2
12 Wotoria Hoad, Perromatic
— NSW 2150
- ~ Telophona OF) 9680 4193
Vs { ~ Fuogimile 02) 9630 4593
1

CITY OF PEMRITH

\ [rreeanm om:
1 ADE PROPERTY
/

ADRI ST .MARYS PROPERTY
RETAINED BUILDINGS/PAVED AREA
FLAN TOACCOHPANY SITE AUDIT
STATEMENT CHKO01/4

ORIGHLEL SIXLE §®

SEE b
R DIAGRAM 3 \ £ -
SHEET

SCALE qom: 17500 YERT(
=] Cu~GADs: TATON:
DATE Gf SUAVEY - DATE OF PLAS: 10 BB (D95
p EURVEY, DEAWN COW
GEQHETRY SHOWN AS SUPPLIED BY AD) 7O GUR OFFICE _ CHECHER: o TATE 241999
0515 “ APPROVEL: | PH DAL 24.9.1599
T J00 RiFs AEED
Cid A 8467-126 GHEET 7 OF 13 SHEER
h\—h.\\»\ +
L

Version: 1, Version Date: 08/04/2020

Document Set ID: 9092845



~relt

LIS L1 da g LG SEi—Lokg___Axg W
030 Aty oor

EABL'G'PE Il¥o M SOAOMAAY
GeBlEYz__ 3kv0 B30 FG3RIED

B0 NYEE Aanng

f65 AV 65 H1d 0 3tvd “ T3NS 46 Fiv

By -

i) . *Sato-00
eI Q0521 ok Jwas
<o HAHR IHENHO

9100313 ENTHILY LS

110y 30S ANVIHOIY 0L NV Id
vaINY QFAVI/SOMIBTNG GaNIVi3Y
AlY3d0dd SAHYH 15 10V

AlY¥3dayd 0y

fupd S3HySId|

665¥ 096 {20 spunsmag
561Y 0£06 (20 ousydeor
o5IE HSN

DEFPLUNLIG ‘POOY BRIOJALY 2f
7 ank Cp sy

pofda mrymenesny

Z105 1326 (20 apuysovyg
007 EBZ6 {20 duoydsiag
oY 0007

wopny ypnog mog ‘Reupfg
190045 YINNENG L8 D ponsy
PIT Mg DDAy sUDiSY
matffo poor

t |27 fad THDLgEnY Suvloyy
S TELEDT)
SUDIo
LT 1YY

A8 QIvaRNd

EuEHoYd

£ HIAFOSIVUL FHO3 LV FE NouymuRl I Jo

36N GISTHORIVIR "HOISTHNDY JHL YOS DIENFHDNZ
20 SHEI FHL HUSK J0NYONOITY HE OHY Q3HOIESINAY
5Vt U HIHG 3OS 350duMd 2L HOS 035N 38 .AM0
Avie HoUEadH IHL QI Al WThILSTY . SHYARM

0 ALFIdOSS Dl BGE TS GHY 51 LYRUDS
KO0 Y SNGHIOTEY HICH K ANBRNIDG SHE

@ “LHSHLIO). SOmpI QoSSR NGHTA

MU0 ANY. K DI HO T0HMW B YIYD STHL DNESR
BO DHUCLOD QLT Ad YIVESTY SIVDIRA J0 THOMIJDZ
3HL ST FW /S OMEG STHE HI CEKIYIROT NOHYHOIN!
UL Al ¥ITALSHY SIVIEHE B EHOMALDD

)

§310K

. poucne 40 mmmmmw.,_md LITHS |
. bREss P vitin !
1 . . o 735 .Nf. i
\ b, ,
...WOW 'R O&u h.o. _
A L mw 7o
\Vw..@ D SN T s ‘N« V)
7 (o™ f
Sodoyy \\.J. “
taams 7 H LTINS t
5 wyyovig ! e . £ WYSOVIa w ﬂ
75! e 55
- R _:......I...!.l.. Ve . “/
4OETT gagezz-aalt I A
-2 501 q i vy O /
o g Y “\
& m e "
x
~ Bl oy n..mw_ N £ j “..m
== \ |~
mnwm f. |
S \ % *
o a7 y /wj _
NMOINCYIH e[ \ AL : |
m. , ZEREOCD m.m
0 Y n
ﬂ |
L E Y | T |
° ] = FAR Lo x| ]
/ !
! |
SR _u_. % M
A V _ S
. / “
- / %
/ v ]
s i
7 _
e o
P {
P | ¢ |
= g !
. |
TO¥ Oz |
|
4561501 _
221440 200 01 0¥ AT C3HIdAS SY NATHS AULIHDID “

Document Set ID: 9092845

Version: 1, Version Date: 08/04/2020



13345 €4 40§ LS fei~ipys MW QYD
. 200 3379 gor
BSOIGHE  HYG W 1aaabiddv
CET S R WOG  SGIAIIHD
Chan HNveg A3AHNS

BEGI AYN E.:n At v - \IAUNS 40 3Lve ]
Iikyg - - S5AH0~07
A EFEL COOT oM - 3R,

: @ % , - S Teusise ’

GABMMHIINIHILY LS

Liony 315 ANYdHODDY 0L NY1d
aYY nm><n_\maz_3_:m IHIVLEY.
.C.w__umomm SAUVH. 15 _a<

6461501

qu"E UG 0L OV AD 03NddRS SY ch:m ._,Emzwmw

ATHD FEVHIKOUISY mm«. mu._.c_mEmQS

AL1¥3dDYd 10v

TS QINY SIS

G50k OEGE (20 9pUNSINL:
G54+ 0896 (20 suoydopal
051 HASK -
DpDUMDLID] ‘PR NLojers X

Z sitng ‘) paneq

searffp Dppouteltny

2105 1936 (50 SMaEovy
oovz goge foo cweydopsg
DHVIISHY . 0a0Y .

soppy yinwog may ‘fowphy
004G YIOENT 1#4 'S 80T
P Ml TRVLISTY SUDIY
oSy pReE

3T el DHRHSIY FUTINY

suDIBYH

;ﬂ .auz’_u&a

¥9E99TT SVYRELE

LOEYDTT LESELT

T 09E88ET . SESSLE

LGEBYLT ZWOGLE .

™

TOEYBET TYESLE

ELEIITT DFEELE
LLES9TT LEGGLE

mmmwmﬂﬁ LTESSLE

s
mmwx.ﬁmmﬁ

TTPI9ZT. BOSELE
BIPI9ZL BBVELE
LOY99ZT LBFELE
£0V99ZT LOGELE

B 4

GIYHYTT IOVELT

ZEVo9TT 9EVELE
RS CETANE-1A - THAS

LOP99YT §9PSLE

o

‘QALEItoud

S FAOSINYL FEIDS NIV B HOUYRNORI SR 30

- SR CHEMIUHIINA “ROISSINN0D. THE K04 ININIOPINT
J0 SOH3LIHL KUK ImhTue00y W -Gy (EHOBSIN0OY”
S I 1A 04 3S0dUNG ZHL U0T 035N 3A NHO

- AYR HOUYHEOI JHE 051 MA- YIIRILEDy SHYEHA

: 30 ADRODE ZHL -NAZE. TV 0. 81 J¥RE0d.

' ASDIGE GHY DINOWIOFIZ HiGH K1 LERND00 S

© IMOMAIOD: SITGUAN ICIESRTS ANCHIN

'TTHOS A 1 “IHvd MO TIOHM-B VIvd SIH1 DNISn

" %0 SHIAJDD UL} Abd YPRULSTY SHYTIHM 30 IRIHEAICD
L M TS S QMRS SIHL M1 QSMNENOD HOWYIHOING
'Y A4 VITAUSTY SHVDHW © UHHEW0D

.D96LOET P6EVLT
LS6LYTT T8GYLE
096£92Y 9BGHLE
€96£9ZT BBEHLE

SHYAHILYA

ZLELITT ZOOVLE

- BOGLIZT BESFLE

¥96L32T £090LE

B96L9ZT wcmwrm.

ETAR LTS

AN

o

¥
530N

BLELYZT. omw«.hm

ERELUZT IERRLE

CEE6LYTT, 9Z9VLE
| BLGLOTT GZOFLE

.zu.nfwmm:%

' §B6LITT BEGYLE

G86L9CT 0GSWLE’
CLBGLITI O6ERLE.
LBELDTT 8BSHLT

. oniaange
. 343UINGD

£

Raria

Qnm:m

wumvz_wmm«_u

SINYL UBLYA

~ ROUYASENS MHHM

aHITNE
3L3NIHDY

Document Set ID: 9092845

Version: 1, Version Date: 08/04/2020



SU33HE &1 30 01 133HS BIL-OYE 3N QYD

2090 43y, 007

ESELEYT AT B 193A0YJdY

G8G1EHT Ava SN0 WINEIRD

00 juysa 23RS

okl o THvad do dvg AZAYNS 40 -Z1RQ

Y g

SRR~y

HHIA OG0T WGH 3wl

RIS 0

ew .

Vvl BI0eNHY IN3WALYLS LlonY

115 ANYJHBIDY OL RV
YUY 02AYd 7 SINICTRE QaNIvEIIH
AlH3ddold SAUVH LS oY

Ald3dodd 10y

SHod- gAY

66y GEIE (20 oprussong
G614 0896 (0 ducydein)
sl HEN

ooy peoy Dot Fi

g smg p qoasy
wsmfig onounmg

tos 1976 (20 spunsony
pory 596 (20 suoydspay
HULHENY  Q00F

sapng ymoeg may- fouply
0043 Yrageasy brd ‘g 09T
PIT fid DHOUSRY SUB[Y
nopffe povy

rid Em THDLISTLY - SUDTOYH

140 03INYLINS

icliahLeE)
£l HIAZ0SIML WH0d A HE HOBVITEOAN ST 30
35N EESHOHUTYIT .zo_mmﬁzau FHL UPH Ao

AJODAYYH QHY JROULOITE HICD W B8N0 SHL

@ ARSRAIDT SIBHALIE HOSSITHAd AnOHIm

‘weriay ..z< B Y 3O TI0HT 1Y vivg EHL S0
HD BHUSOD ‘041 Xid VEIVRLERE SHyISHA 46 IHORAI00
3HL 51 TR S D0 ERUL M OIRNINOD HOUVIHD2N
OLT Al VITAUSAY SHYIHAL © (ORI

Samon

g3hel
TOHLND]

KoM
SOM

T0H

O som

Z0M
a e
fan}
139042 0
aiM

g3Ins

£ WYYOVIC

YIRDde

65969ZT
ES859CT
ZE959%1
8E8GHET

N DZISYTT
ZEGSOZY
VESSOZT
85BGHZT

HR

9FSLLE
sysiLie
9ESLLE
9ESLLE

BIZELLY 208
LZELLY
TIGLLY
ESTLLY

6598971
7995371
T9950T1T
859891

069501
7596021
1896921
8Y9499%1

DESLLY
0Z8LLE
EISLLY
BIGLLE

y«muwww.
¥25

;gmmnhmmaz
6ZCLLE}

“OMIHIHON Dl

ex @

5% ‘
A“wax

L .
lek] )

}
>
113
EZLTOZT. EDELLE
©ZLS9TT BOELLY
TELSOET S9ELLT
£ZLEDZT D9ELLE
9LI59ZT U6ELLY ILSSSZT SPILLE
ZLIGITT GeELLY voM | BISSOZT OSILLY| o
FLIGITT LEELLY E9559ET SPILLY
1LDS9ZT 66ELLY S9589T ZYILLE
- £25592T VZILLT
9795921 9ZELLY aLaae mpLle 0255921 LTILLE
ZEGILT LTGLLE| o o QYSS97T SETLLE| 6X
CEOSOCL LTELLL) wamny| lssicozT OvpLLz BTES9CT STLLLE
Deaeaet reniry|wumo| - |GYLSSTT PRVLLE
T3L89ZT TPILLE 0vLGoZT BTVLLE|, | | 193006t BEOICE
PILSILT BEVLLE | g 1eLS92T S6eLe "™ | zyasezT cLoLlr
€ILG9LT LEVLLE T1LS9¢T LOVLLE Sratort Lo0lLd X
63£592T 6EPLLT | ° 6ZLEDTT EEWLLT _ P LoPRLE
MLESET 6AVLLY COLEDET TOVLLE| mmmMWMM et
TI8%9ZT OBVLLE €5LGOZT (66VLLT Srtaacr zooirel uy
508582T 6OFLLT| uA | - |¥BLEOELT DOSLLT SySiorT ThoLLt
19L69ZT LLVLLE lsaisszt eeviLe
_ > . |sureszr vivieel 9955977 DG0LLE
o069t 2buiie| . | |Esieszr e DLSSDZT T6OLLE| py
{seocozt corrLz| HIMOd]  LODOLEDET TBYLLY §BGG92T IOTLLE
BYYGOZT £RELLE £OLEZT SLVLLE 1855927 90TLLE
ZLLSOET PISLLE |\ ggogozT £ohLLE 1095921, LOTLLE
5906921 9TSLLE| 1yu0) BGIGITT LSPLLE 8655921 SOTLLE
J9LESTT T2SLLT | - |voasort-oceace} | |vessazt titiiz
ELLGSTT BIGLLE 5895977 zobLLe| 'O |965G02Y EVILLE| 4y
BNEF TN Dhisy3 | ngg BHLUON btsY3 fogh| ol SIS Y3 .

Document Set ID: 9092845
Version: 1, Version Date: 08/04/2020



€T

13308 £ Jo 11 1I3HS GZi=2oys 3334 aYD
z898 43 sor

Lol Hvo Ral  HOIAOYADY
gentode  awvg W INDFY
KOO/ YD £3aun8

BEGL Avrt MYRS D 3iva A3adns do akya
EENR SQUD~03

BT OGOZ  WGH IS

@% . R e 1

/1004 INFUILYLS

OAY IS ANVAHDIIY 0L NYTd
vaUY GIAV/SONIOUNG 0INVLIY
AL¥3J0YS SAYYH LS 10V

Ald3d0yd gy

o4 QIUYSTE

808P 0ROS (20 Pnygsony
asid 0E0e {z0 suoydapeg
05z HEN

wjpunLieg POy THOR i
z eng ' pnay

wafip orowstieg

108 1976 {20 AMpupsony
00T BBEE {70 TuoyddisL
oAy 002

‘wojpy Yanog gy Asupfig
034 YHWQRING L G 180T
Pi7 fitg vipvaeny sunjeyg
wopffa pooy

piT Aid wrrvssny suopeyg

N RIo S

Smes SUDIBY M

A DAUYLIVE

18921 BLYEL2
B89 TRYELL
t2L5921 0867
2115921 SLvEel

SRS 5L Y6102
SRRt 9lvbil
LELSTEL 9LY642
DEIS9ZE £LY6LT

200592 98%6:T
a5zl 68Y46LL
ESOSTEL SAYELT
60592 £896LL

L2059zt L5%6L2
gzoe9zL T5Y6ET
LI0STEL - 0576L2
05981 EST6LE
PYOSRIL S546eT

soRng
Hotivey

tOOSSTL 99E6LY
Le6792L 79E6LL
seér9E LLEREL

9Lpsyel LE6LE
L0592 - 695612

JSAOH auYND

0e05921 YLEGLY
0E059el ZLEGLT
ZEOSYTE GLELIT

EEQ598 ZLEGLR

SMOH 31vD

“CRLEN S
S} H2AT0SININ NUEOY IVt HGUVIHOSN S 20

40 SMBL FHL HIVE IRE00TY Kt O (THOBEMINGD
S B IDONN BOJ S3Rdund AL A0 0dsn 30-Aw)
R ROUVIGI0IH BHL 0L ALS YTIVRASTW SIVI3HA

S0 ARTd0Ed 345 hivd3l YIS ouy St Ivisod
RSOSOUVH v SROULDTYE MIDY H BIADR0 S

© IMSRUGNS SIDRLWM HOISSINETS AN0ULA

"IOITHOS ALY M LY D FICHM B WD SHIE Biasn
UL BHIROD "t Aid VIIUENY SHVTHI 0. ANOMHALOD
3L T TN S SHUR0 BiE M GEINIVIHDD HMEYHEOINE
AL Rl YRVASHY SHOEHA & 00D

P

EA0N

9€9598 676082
YahCoUl 14L032

1459T1 95E08T
STYRTIE TSEOSE

194592 DEEOEZ,
£595921 YLE0RT
25495928 228082
2594921 VIR0

SL4592 L9EORE
B9Y759ZL P5E0EE
$L5921 REEOEY
LL7592) L5£082

9645921 LLEOBT
1195921 Speom
TEISYTE E0TOBL
OtS5921 40EDRT

SHNYE HREYM

S69598 ASEOED
1695921 ¥SEOBZ

695921 1scopz  JONIOIME
Z6YS92L GYEORZ  JNVI WALVA
oSN ,..%))N ,

oy hng

6661501
331440 ¥NO 0L 10V AR G308 SY NAMOHS AYI3HO03D

ATHO BLYIRDESAY 34V SIAYNIOHODD

ANVE YILVA

T RYIOVIO

HNWL YILVAM

O

(., SHNVA ¥aLVA

7 WYYhVid

DHIGTINg

HHYL YILYA

DRIOUNE BoLivay Mu

BT Bl (vay MN

SORITNG EIpdivay

@
0

b

35NDH ouvnn

IS0 31VD

Document Set ID: 9092845
Version: 1, Version Date: 08/04/2020



W STATION / ,(\
sk Ny
@ Q mmm Pond a
543 PébL
@ wﬁ_ . ﬂ DE:
3 sa .
- « SHASTATIN 37 sl Av::
: mnw.. o480
o 529
A ot o
ponl
8 _ -
8 LOT .2 " . -
55 f e
52 e b L
=
D. P. 8038 3 2
oo st .m“um.._a
S gty

Q oA
AT

sl | [y
= []wm

A% Lo
i‘ = D Az

&2 RHV

1 sTors m CARPARK
=3

SR

OF,
= =

auz [T 003

Q qag
[ e

m./ P96
/ PYOL
SUBSTATIOH 35 bl . m N

poae
® Py 913 a

o
Q PRO1

L]
oo SUBSTATION 35 [ pppp

BLACKTOWN

EOPYRIGHT: @ WHELAHS AUSTRALLA PTY LFD,
RUFCIRMATION. COMTANEDR IH THIS DRAOWNG f PUE 1S THE
COPYRIGHT OF WHELAHS' AUSTRALA PTY LTDL COFRG OR
GEG THS BARA I WHOLE OR PART, I -ANY FORMAT
WTEOUT PERMISSICH IKFRINGES COMYRIGHT. &

JTHIE POCUMBIT - BGi ELECTRONIG. AMD HARDCORY
SORMAT 15 AND- SHALL, REMARI THE' PRORERTY OF
WHELAKS AUSTRALLA PTY LID. THE WFORMATION MAY

" Jle¥ BE USED FOR THE PURVOSE’ FOR WHCH I WAS
LOMILSSIONED AND 1N ASCORDSHCE WITH THE TERMS OF
NCAGEMENT FOR THE COMMISSICH, UNAUTHORSSED USE
wmumzuﬁﬁ%mm.oag:bz B ARY FORN ¥AIMSORVER 15

FRIPARED B

Whelans

Whatans dustralic Pty Lea}

Head Office;

Waklons Ausiralic Py bid
Lavel &, 141 Elizabath Sireet
Sydney, Now Seuth Fales,
2000 dustrelia

Telephong 02) 9283 2400
Fagsimile 02) 3261 5012

Parmsnatia. Offica:

Level 1, Suite £
{2 Yictorin Rauod, Parramatic.
Filr s 2150

Tolephone 02) 9630 43193
Fassimila G2] 9630 4599

PREPARED FOR:

AD! PROPERTY

| ADI ST MARYS PROPERTY
RETAIMNED: BUILDINGS/PAVED AREA

PLANTD ACCOMPANY SITE AUDIT

STATEMENT CHKO001/6
A3

« WEIGHERIIEE . oPSHAL RE
. -~ VESCAE  HOA: [oize] NER:
GEQMETRY . SHOWH A% SUPPLIED BY AD| VO GUR. OFFICE Fcooans: o T
.—é.w. 1999 DATE OF SURYEY DATE OF FLAM: WY 1099
DIAGRAM 6 - e TR
LAY X .. CHEGRED: . DOH BATE . 24.5,1893
SEE GRAVRIG 5467-135. POR TAGLE OF CO-ONGINATES iR e TE T 1451990
. N 163 REF: 8652
Thd REFs | SHE-15 SHEET 13 OF 13 SHEETS.

Document Set ID: 9092845

Version: 1, Version Date: 08/04/2020



e

HITES:

. H !
5oG - e BOG |~ :
w0 | EASTING HORTHING wg | EASTING HIRTHING no | EASTING NORTHING EASTING NORTHING EASTIHG NORTHING
. 1265593 . 4266608 = 1200181 1266194 280059 1266671
el Bt HE L cAR/  |570954 1269850 s5 -|$79833 izcas9n S |780185 1266193 300060 1265061
278449 1266279 PARK 279542 1265953 494560 1266592 = i 280156 1266197 2800651266080
215442 1266237 279567 1265345 279561 1266404 M | 280182 1266130 219790 1268627
w“wmwm Wmmmwmm 279533 1266570 @ 279192 1266307 219634 1266465
279484 1266274 r F] s \ o 279792 1266311 ; 1878630 1266436
Az2 | 278505 1186270 279640 1265975 g7 |279511 1266573, R S T CPYRO 12664
ik Ry il uah | o |m
279482 1266261 : “ag . :
. 279391 1266003 279810 1265231,
279398 1266217 cans | 275384 1266083 273152 WWMMNMW P93 [ 273302 1265233 275634 1256408 COPYRICHT; O WIELANS AUSTRALSA PTY 1TD,
279406 1286218 219373 1266056 oo (278189 279903 1266241 VFCEIATEN GONDZID. 0 THS DRNG / PLE 15 THE
A : PARK | 279333 1246046 ST {270104 1266781 y | 279631 1265408 CamrHaT OF WHELANS JUSTRAUA FTY LID, POBAS O
273403 1266154 399183 1266044 , 279115 1286751 279913 1266240 SOUTH | 378431, 1266413 USkiz TeD BT W VHIOLE O PART, bt Y FCUANT,
279394 1266195 398461 1266075 219763 1236268 me%q 279635 1266412, VETHGUT PERMASSOH WFFIHIGES GOPYRIGHT, ©
: 274633 1266563 7| 279143 1265262 : 279615 1268389 TS BOCUMEITT i BOTA ELECTROIZC Ju Wapenst
s s Jis deaa By | 1ases PO anst Lasies e s || EEERATAEE,
1 379200 13 : TWAY 12788 2797561266268 279624 oully BE U 7
Al 298402 1286172 Got 279178 1265981 . ‘1279605 12646592 279619 1266404 CoRMSSTNED AHO W JCCOADMICE. Wil THE 1315 mm.
36.12646352 EXGREMENT FOH THE COMMISSION, _.:.E:_%mu., L5l
278390 128160 279126 12680148 : 2001361263 GF TS NFORMATION ifi ANY FOINR VITSOEVER 15
279138 1266052 Pogg. | 215150 1280a0e Pa0L .mewww_ ET 278487 1265773 FROKEED.
279344 1256158 275144 1265979 U3 3 280125 1266309 WEGH 1595401 1265774
| G e | oo |ESHHE e Ets0ia 1ocass = eange |Z78468 1a6eet | [ o .
: 31 12566385 ]
279354 1266224 279118 1268572 | 273010 1266872 W ESy oL :
— 279153 1265965 SUB/. | 275614 1264872 PoOs | A A hceans Fhelans [
279276 1266141 ST 37j278814 1264976 © i 993960° 1966927
w | 228214 1285128 179142 1265481 " {279914 1266876 2960 2268 _ binstans austraiia Pty Lt
273355 1266128 Gos - |279146 2263303 200063 1266452
213182 1265657 peyo |A19303 12eeral poos | 280096: 1266448 Heod affioe:
279250 1266129 219177 1264971 PRl 273604 126675: " | 200093, 1266427 Whatons Austratic Pey. hid
A3 | 278274 1266126 - 299589 1256753, 200060 1266431 Level 5. 741 Etizabath Streot
| 219288 1286077 279174 1265880 T 280106 1265650 -
279252 1266679 G0S 279171 12650%§ 279712 1266631 200135 1266636 Sydney., New Soulh Wales
arouaL »wmmmmm P167. - { 279770 1266618 280178 1266637 2000 dusiratia
v | e s PR ERE | | |0 S g 2 3 2
/ ; 753 1266634, R : imile O} 926t 5012
STORE 2753481 1268085 278527 1267067 595735 1266627 WMWWWM w.m.mmmwm. Mwwwwm_ﬁu%w wﬂm« Faesimile 02}
u 279279 1266073 547 |278511 1266398 379798 1366615 oy Theeeon otiens
: 278529 1266966 215719 1266617 530165 1266681 Parpamalta &fflcs:
279302 1266026 278545 1266574 P66 | 329781 1266630 : : Level 1. Suite 2
278304 1266037 i : 280056 1266658 gvel f, Suita
AS Y 279262 1266043 wwwwmwmwmwwm 374860 1266552 umammm WWMMMWM 2 Yigtoria Read, Porromeia.
219254 1266033 . : : : 260055, ; 2150
, W lmes | e R ) 0T 0 e s 58 s 2
275324 1266023 : mR 278907 1266546 R WWMMMWW Favsimily 02) 9830 4559
1| 219326 1256033 278729 1266881 280250 1266276 |P6491 260189 1266831
279377 1264025 sri, | 278732 1266983 2u239 12e52re A an 1aceaas - e
276357 1266017 ¥ |270696 1266909 PO00- | San23s 1266255 - : ADi PROPERTY
279342 1266010 278633 1266890 280255 1266257 . mwmwmw.wwmmwwm )
. e -~ 4 : : 5
279380 1266107 2793241266023 - | 280251° 1266251 . pouz 280023 1266896 . ADL ST MARYS PROPERTY
279404 1266200 s29 | $s351 15ce0as P01 |300328. izeasns #0005 1266052 AETAINED: BUILDINGS/PAVED AREA
AT4 o7hans 1266143 279376 1266015 200248 1266212 lpgea|2ioras dEoaaes PLAN TO ACCOMPANY SITE AUBIT
279307 1266146 280245 MNmmP.mm. o 2060130 1266850 i w.—._}imzmz.ﬂ ﬁm—hﬁﬂ._\m
279454 1266162 w“mﬁwmmwwwl' 260443 1366167 280093 1266870 )
279458 1266155 S8 | 279535 1266944 P90Z | 260223 1266170° 200039 1266929 S A3
279470 12661583 2786001266916 280226 1266189 280052 uwmmmmm SEAE HOR: Vet
AL | 219475 1266167 . 279973 1266107 A nie 3cens co a5, it
275964 1266923 2onTs yasa? PaL4 | 2800401 3 O T 055
219425 1266100 57 | 21054 1766031 P393 1270071 1266170 200041 1286958 ”
; . 2 2
Atz | 273462 1266084 279588 1266834 274957 1266172 280030 1266964 e N
279483 1266119 780631 1766966 T CIECRER: . Dol DATE  2+.5.19¢3
278437 1266113 - Frre BATE BS99
" mB GEFy 0002
Tip REE S46I-1i8 TEET 13 OF 13 SWEETS

e

Document Set ID: 9092845

Version: 1, Version Date: 08/04/2020



ﬂmmummencas Fiy Limited
Aosiza T

A sty of MO Lwns AW Py Liniiod
ACHCEIES4 20

-~ :)
NSW Esnvironment Protection Autherity
TE SITE AUDIT STATEMENT (SAS)
Site Audit Statement No.. CHEO001/7
Site audifor (accredited under NSW Contaminated Land Management Act 1997):
Name: Christopher H Kidd Company: HLA—-Enwroscxences Pty Limited
Address: .55-65 Grandview Strest, Pymble, NSW .. _Po__stcode 2076
Pbone (07) 9088 4422 _ Fax: (02) 9983 4441 .
Site Details
ADI St. Marys Propertv ~-Concrete Stockpxle :
SNy Address; Forrester Road, St. Marys Postcode 27 60 :
S/ Lot and DP Number | Lot 2 in DP803832 (part of) .
{see attached map) ) YL
Loc_:ai _Govemment Area: Pennth and Blacktown
Site Audit ;‘e_i;qested by: SR
Name Mr P Néﬁ&on : o _Companv_ Depamnent of Urban Aﬁeurs and
Address | | _ _Sydney Regton West
N . - Level 8, Signature Tower
s 2-10 Wentworth Street
Parramatta NSW 2150
Phone: (02) 9895 7142 - Fax: (02) 9895 6270
Name of ccmtarr person (if é1ﬁ‘erant from above:
_ Cuusultancy (1es} who conducted the site mvesugatzon(s) andfor remedlauon
) |
e ADI Limited : _ Chemical and Explosives Ordnance
L L - Investigations, Remediatien and Vahdazmn 1990—
. o S 19%9 -
e Mackié Martin & Associates Groundwaater Iuves*tiganons 1991

Txtie(s) of Report(s) Teviewed:

'His‘concal Rﬂport St Marys Property, ADI Lumtcd, 1996

_V*:Izdmon Report forthe Centml Sector West of the ADI 3t Ms:ys Property Report No.
498340, ADI anted 1996

&, QA/Venﬁca;txon Survev Rﬁsults ADI St Marys Property, Raport No PG980323da ADI
anted, 1999

o
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Other Information reviewed:

_ 3 Siis Investigation Report of St Marys Facility Ammunition and Missiles Division,
e * Volume 4 - Discussions and Conclusions, ADI, June 1991.

B 4  Stage I Decontamination Audit, ADI St Marys CMPS&F, 1997, .
Summary Slte Audit Report Title:

btage 2 Dccontammanon Audlt Report for ADI Site, St Md.[ ys.

Ihave oompletcd a sito andit (g8 deﬁned in the Contammﬁted Land M’magement Act 1997)
and reviewed the reports ¢ and information referred to above with due regard to relevant laws
and amdelmes I certzfy that the site. (tck aII appmpnate boxw) o

(@

is smtah!e fur the foliowm use(s)

R Other _Mav continue to be used as stockpﬂe for crushed concrebe. but underiymg
" soils nesd to be tested for chermcal and ordnance contammamon a.fcer stockplle .
: I'Bmoved - : i AT BRI . . : .

subjectto SR
o Gonditions

stockp:le the underljang ground '};ould be tested for
he testing should follow siwi lar -
ﬂte.rparts of the ADI St M&rvs site.

1. On removal. of a]l OF pan: of
both chemmal a.nd ordnance ¢ontamination

woF

OpHI 1l
: 'work rewewed by a. sﬂ:e ultor B
St plan mcludmgfpxocednres for t_he safe handlmg and
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I am accredited by the NSW Environment Protection Anthority under the Contaminated Land
Management Act, 1997 as a Site Auditor (Accreditation No. 9813).

I Certify that:

{g) 1have personally exarnined and am familiar with the information contained in this
statement, including the reports and information referred to in this statement, and

(h) this statement is to the best of my knowledge, true, accurate and complete, and

(i) onthe basis of my inquiries made to those individuals immediately responsible for
making the reports, and obtaining the information, referred to in this statement; those

reports and that information are, to the best of my knowledge, true, accurate and
complete.

- I am aware that there are penalties for wilfully submitting false, inaccurate or incomplete
- } information,

Signed: _ .. LA A Date: 7{/ & Y/ 94

3
}

Y

PAT JOBS\TI200 1o J1249T1219'Ske Audit Statements abede. doc 3-3

Document Set ID: 9092845
Version: 1, Version Date: 08/04/2020




e

HOTED; *

s

P n.ww

! &

o {EASTHG HORTHING Ha | EASTING HORTIG Ho | EASTING HORTHIRG
1 ot 1258 663 QAT N 168 k2 41 Frr I L AR T
A M0 1 356 &bk FIR T T T e 52 247 54 1248 351
FIER L3 FIT ] $33. F 271 a3 1428450 £ 136813
1 w1 44 30 F 201 W4 {1288 den i 1286:791°
1711 425 HITR ] R T B R T 45 18
117 054 FITR L] 150 | 297.248 | 0268 84T §6 S E TR
i 49 285775 3| 2733430 F N 246834 i7 1:144 746"
R 286759 ELNR s BT (e R TTRN |4a RETIE
7 e FITR ] 1 anan’ fzeéss i -1 366 410,

1o{m 28814 W | 297 37 . | L2Es e 700 U126k REY

o lmm 145 43 &3 .| 297 299 |0 248 420 A4 TR Y

(AR Tt (TR I R T e T i 1156760

RN 4824 4 [T e N TR BEEY <1 246°288 .

LR L | | me e A

i : K5 W7 18 1% EilR

bopma 1266 1t 4% 27T 658 [L 28600 il Bl
w1ty 1 266 7% 7 T4 | L 2de 108

I fa17ing 1850 13 7149301 us e

vl araas 1 268 748 [ WM | e ks

b ran b 244 The H 2740411 1264561

Parm 265 780 TN B P TR M B T T

Fgmm 1 254 130 52, T AL, 31248 584

boganan 1254 06 53 173k {2 6

[ RO 1 34 65¢ 54 221150110590

m M““ wmﬁ “ Mu M”w 55 237303 - | 1244584

- KT 227 231 ] 10458 | CODRDINATES

e 1244 583 . 57 I IRRETTR I NATES ARE APPROXIMATE ONLY

[EUE 1 248 549 ] 1385 {1 288 a0

Pohn e 1358 545 5% 207 368 {4 28400 |

jmum 128 611 6§z ace § s w3 | 1051999

GEQMETRY -SHOWH AS "SUPPLIED BY AB! TO OUR OFFICE

| COPTRIGHT: © WHELANY. AUSTRALIA PTY . 11D,

RAFGRUATION CONTAINED U THIS QRAWNG / PRE IS THE
COPMTISHT OF WHELARS AUSTRMLA FTY LED, COPING O
. WSING THIS DATA NI WHOLE OR PART, N LQ FORRAT,
WITHOUT RERMGSSHEIN MFRINGES COFYRIGHT. ©

AHig: Shﬁw_nu.:. INGOTH ELECTEOIDS AND HARRCOFT
FORGLAT 18 AMD SRALLREWE THE PROPERTY ©F
WHELALS AUSTHALLL PV LT0. THE MFORUATON. MAY
:OHEY-BE USED-FOR -THE PURPGSE FOR WHICH I Was

-§ COMMESIONET} AND #6° AGCORDANCE WITH THE TERMS OF

EHGALEMENT FOR THE COMMISSION. UNAULIDARSD Bsg
OF THIS INFORSIATION it ANY FORM WHATEOLVER IS
PREBDIED.

{ erezanto bis

Haad Offiza:

Whalans Ausiraiia Ply Lid°
Lewel 8, 141 Flizabah Skreat
Sydney, Now Seulh Helan
2000  Ausiraiie

Tolephume 02} 9283 2400
Facrimile 03) 9281 5012

Parramatfa Officu:

Lewel I, Suile 2
i3 ¥igtoric Rocd, Parramclia.
NEW 2150

Telophona 02) 9630 199
Faasimils 0Z) 9630 4599

PAERLRED FOR:

At Property

{ ADL 8T MARYS PROPERTY

'STOCKPILE AREA
PLAN TO ACCOMPANY SITE
AUDIT STATEMENT CHKOO1/7

. DEQEUF pirda] . &@

SCALE ' HORy §.; 25,000 VERT: =

LO~CRRS: G  ATULE -

DATE OF. SURVET DATE GF FLANI 11 Smy 1995

STOCKPILE AREA-"

SURNET - DRAVWH  hoerd /W
CHECKES . DD DATE 2451904
APPROVIDYL P¥ DATE 24351998
408 REFs ~ D63

CAD RELy  SAGF-13%im0 " a&m.,ﬂ.a @ §3 SHEETS

Document Set ID: 9092845

Version: 1, Version Date: 08/04/2020



www.douglaspartners.com.au

Geotechnics | Environment | Groundwater 18 Waler Crescent
Smeaton Grange NSW 2567

Phone (02) 4647 0075

Fax (02) 4646 1886
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Lend Lease Communities (Australia) Pty Ltd Project 92245.00
Level 2, 88 Phillip Street 21 September 2017
PARRAMATTA NSW 21254 R.001.Rev0

GAR

Attention: Mr Paul Thomspon

Email: paul.thompson@lendlease.com

Dear Sirs

Site Walkover Contamination Report
Proposed Residential Subdivision
Proposed Lots 3989, 3990 and 3991, DP 1190132, Jordan Springs, NSW

1. Introduction

Douglas Partners Pty Lid (DP) was commissioned by Lend Lease Communities (Australia) Pty Ltd
(LLC) to complete a Site Walkover Contamination Report for the property comprising Lots 3989, 3990
and 3991 in Deposited Plan (DP) 1190132 at Jordan Springs NSW (the site). It is understood that the
site, part of the Western Precinct of the former Australian Defence Industries (ADI) property,
was subject to extensive investigations during the 1990s which included assessing the suitability
of the land for residential redevelopment. A site audit statement produced in 1999 considered that
the majority of the western precinct posed a negligible risk to the public with regard to contamination
and /or explosive ordinance.

It is also understood that having previously developed and then sold the site in June 2013 to another
developer, LLC are considering re-purchasing the site. A site walkover was required as part of due
diligence investigations to identify additional activities or sources that have occurred/appeared on site
since the sale of the property with the potential for land contamination. DP have not undertaken
review of works associated with land whilst in LLC’s ownership.

A plan of showing the subject site is attached.

2. Scope of Works

The scope completed for site walkover was as follows:

¢  Review of a Contamination Management Plan (CMP) produced by URS Australia Pty Ltd in 2008.
The report was provided by LLC. The CMP included the 1999 Site Audit Statement. The review
of CMP was completed to ascertain the contamination status of the site at time of site audit;

¢ Limited review of historical aerial imagery (from 2013) to identify additional areas on site where
potential contamination may have occurred since the sale of the property;

S° Integrated Practical Solutions
Quaity
o Brisbane « Cairns + Canberra « Central Coast « Coffs Harbour « Darwin * Geelong * Gold Coast « Macarthur

Melbourne « Newcastle « Perth « Port Macquarie = Sunshine Coast » Sydney » Townsville » Wollongong
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e Inspection of the site to assess the potential for contamination;
e  Photographing of the site for recording purposes;

e Preparation of this Site Walkover Contamination report.

3. Bummary of Reviewed Documentation
3.1 URS (2008) Coniamination Management Plan

A CMP was completed for the Western Precinct, which included the site, by URS Australia Pty Ltd
in July 2008 to support lodgement of the Western Precinct Plan. The objective of the CMP was
to provide a framework for identifying and addressing any discovery of chemical contamination
or potentially explosive ordnance so as to ensure a safe working environment for workers during
development and to avoid unacceptable impact on the natural environment.

The CMP described that the site had been subject to extensive investigations during the 1990s
which included a site audit statement issued in 1999 for the wastern precinct. The investigation and
remediation programs for the property were undertaken with the objective of assessing the nature,
degree of chemical contamination and remediation to a level suitable for redevelopment for a variety
of land uses including residential. The majority of the western precinct was assessed by the site
auditor to pose a negligible risk to the public or the environment with regards to chemical
contamination and/or explosive ordnance.

3.2 Other Documents

DP are aware that there is a large body of pre-existing work on the site. DP were not provided
any other documents to review and due to the tmeframe were unable fo obtan any further
docurnenils for review.

4. lLimited Historical Aerial Review

A limited review of recent Nearmap Aerial Photography (from May 2013 onwards) was underiaken
to identify areas onsite where potential for site contamination may have occurred in recent years.
A summary of the review of historical aerial photography is detailed below.

fMay 2013 — The site appears to be vacant land which is partially covered by remnant bushland.
A large grass covered area cleared of native vegetation is evident in the wesiern portion of the
site (Lot 3890) and another grass covered cleared area evident in the north eastern portion of the site
(Lot 3988). An asphalt sealed car park has been developed in the central northern portion (Lot 3821}
of the site adjacent to the site’s northern boundary. An unsealed track runs from the carpark through
the central portion of the site in a north - south. A long soil stockpile of limited height is located in the
south eastern portion of the site that appears to be used for erosion control and likely created from
reworked natural soils. The central portion of the site is generally covered by bushiand. A large dam
is located in the eastern portion of the site (Lot 3889). Areas in the far north eastern and eastern
portions of the site appear to be used as a compound for nearby subdivision works on adjacent
properties o the east of the site.

Site Walkover Contamination Report Project 92245.00.R.001.Rev0
Lots 3989, 3950 and 3991, DP 1120132, Jordan Springs, NSW Sepiember 2017
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Areas to the north and northeast of the site beyond Jordan Springs Boulevard appear to be
undergoing residential development. Areas to the south and immediate west of the site appear to
be covered by bushland. A large wetland is evident to the immediate south of the central portion of
the site. Areas to the for west of the site have been devefoped as residential.

June 2014 - The site and immediate surrounds appear similar to the previous aerial image.
March 2015 - The site and immediate surrounds appear similar to the previous aerial image.
May 2016 — The site and immediate surrounds appear simitar to the previous aerial image.

Febfuary 2016 - An unsealed track running diagonally from the central northern portion of the site
towards the south eastern portion of the site appears. The remainder of the site and immediate
surrounds appear similar to the previous aerial image.

May 2017 — The unsealed track running diagonally through the site to the south eastern portion
appears to have been increased in size and there appears to have been increased disturbance to
sites soils in the central eastern portion of the site. The dam in the eastern portion (Lot 3989) of the
site appears to have been filled. Bulk earthworks are occurring to the immediate south of the site
which appear to be for a drainage system associated with the nearby developments to the east of the
site and wetlands to the immediate south of the site. The unsealed track in the central eastern portion
of the site appears to have been used as an access track for the bulk earthworks occurring for the
drainage system.

September 2017 — The drainage system to the immediate south of the site appears to have
been completed. The remainder of the site and immediate surrounds appear similar to the previous
aerial image.

6. Site Walkover

The following site description is based on a site walkover completed on 19 September 2017.
Photographs taken during the Site walkover and field works are presented in attached
Photographic Plates 1 to 4.

The site is an irregular shaped property. At the time of inspection the site was vacant and partially
covered with bushland and unsealed dirt tracks. The site is accessed via an asphalt sealed driveway
in the central northern portion of Lot 3991 that leads from Jordan Springs Boulevard fo the north of the
site. The driveway leads to an asphalt/spray sealed carpark in the central northern portion of
Lot 3991. An unsealed dirt track leads from the southern portion of the carpark towards the central
and southern porlions of Lhe sile. Five small stockpiles of soil were observed on the unsealed area
immediately adjacent to the south eastern corner of the asphalt carpark. The stockpiles, with an
approximate total volume of 15 - 20 m®, were partially grass covered and appeared to be comprised of
soil and small amounts of crushed sandstone and concrete.

Site Walkover Contamination Report Project 92245.00.R.001.RevD
Lots 3989, 3890 and 3991, DP 1180132, Jordan Springs, NSW September 2017
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The unsealed driveway branches to the immediate south of the stockpiles with one arm of the
driveway heading towards the western portion of the site (Lot 3990) and the other heading towards the
eastern portion (Lot 3989). The western track leads through bushland to a grass covered cleared area
in the western portion of the site (Lot 3990). Minor refuse was noted (an abandoned shopping trolley
was observed half way along the track and a several abandoned beer bottles were observed beneath
a tree in the mostly cleared area). No other visible signs of anthropogenic material were observed in
the western portion of the site.

The eastern track leads to a large cleared area in the eastern portion of the site (Lot 3989). A long soil
stockpile of limited height was observed in the south eastern portion of the site that appeared to be
comprised of reworked natural material. The stockpile appeared to be used for former erosion control
by diverting water. To the east of the stockpile was an area of filing which covered an approximate
area of 3000 m*. The filling was observed to contain sand, clay, crushed sandstone and minor
fragments of crushed concrete. With the exception crushed concrete no further anthropogenic material
was observed within the fill.

6. Potential Sources of Contamination
Area of Filling in the Eastern Portion of the site (Lot 3989)

An area of filing was identified during site inspection in the eastern portion of the site. The filling
covered an approximate area of 3000 m?.  The surface of the filing was observed to contain sand,
clay, crushed sandstone and minor fragments of crushed concrete. Review of Nearmap Imagery
indicates that the filling arrived on site to fill a dam in the eastern portion of the site sometime between
November 2016 and May 2017. Correspondence (attached) with representatives of LLC has identified
that the source of the material is the result of bulk earthworks associated with the drainage system
located to the immediate south of the site. Given the site audit statement that the site and immediate
surrounds pose a negligible risk to the public or the environmenl wilh regards o chemical
contamination and/or explosive ordnance the potential for contamination to filling in the eastern portion
of the site is considered to be low.

Small Soil Stockpiles in the central Northern Portion of the Site (Lot 3991)

Five small stockpiles of soil were observed during site walkover on the unsealed area immediately
adjacent to the south eastern corner of the asphalt carpark which were partially grass covered
and appeared to be comprised of soil and small amounts of crushed sandstone and concrete.
The stockpiles had an approximate total volume of 15 - 20 m®. Review of Nearmap imagery indicates
that the stockpiles arrived on site sometime between August and December 2012 at a similar time as
the conetruction of the carpark.

Whilst the stockpiles were likely created by earthworks associated with the car park the potential that
the stockpiles were created as a result of illegal dumping or flytipping cannot be ruled out. Although
potential for contamination of the soil within stockpiles exisls given lhe volume the potential for
widespread gross contamination of the site is considered to be low.

Site Walkover Contamination Report Project 92245.00.R.001.Rev0
Lots 3989, 3990 and 3991, DP 1190132, Jordan Springs, NSW September 2017
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7. Conclusions and Recommendations

The previous 1999 site audit statement produced for the western precinct, which included the site,
considered the area poses a negligible risk to the public or the environment with regards fo
chemical contamination andfor explosive ordnance. Limited review of historical aerial imagery and
site walkover completed on 19 September 2017 has identified the following potential sources
appearing onsite in recent years that have the potential for contamination of the site:

s An area of filling identified on Lot 3989 which covered an approximate total area of 3000 m? in the
location of a former dam. Given correspondence with LLC stating that the material was sourced
from nearby bulk earth works for the drainage basin to the soulh of lhe site the potential for
contamination is therefore considered to be low; and

o Five small stockpiles of soil observed on the unsealed area immediately adjacent to the south
eastern corner of the asphalt car park on Lot 3991. Given the small volume (15 - 20 m®) of the
stockpiles, likely origins from bulk earthworks associated with the nearby carpark and observed
contents the soil within the stockpile poses a low contamination risk to the site.

It is recommended that furither investigations be completed in due course of the filling on Lot 3889 and
within the soil stockpiles on Lot 3981 to confirm the absence/presence of contaminants of potential
concern associated with fill of an unknown origin.

With respect to site contamination the recommended further assessment should build on the
information provided in this report with reference to National Environment Protection Council
(NEPC, 1999) National Environment Protection Council {Assessment of Site Contamination) Measure
1999 {amended 2013) {(NEPC, 2013). Further assessment should include intrusive investigations,
sampling, analysis and assessment to determine land use suitability.

We trust that this meets your present requirements, please do not hesitate to contact the undersigned
should you have any further enquiries.

Rased on our walkover assessment the identified potential sources present a low risk of contamination
and no significant source of contamination have been identified on the site since the sale of
the property in June 2013. DP have not undertaken review of works associated with land whilst in
LLC’s ownership.

Site Waikover Contamination Report Project 82245.00.R.001.Rev(
Lots 3989, 3680 and 3991, DP 1160132, Jordan Springs, NSW September 2017
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3. Limitations

Douglas Partners Pty Lid (DP) has prepared this report for this project at Lots 3989, 3990 and 3991
DP 1190132, Jordan Springs NSW in accordance with DP’s proposal dated 15 September 2017 and
acceptance received from Paul Thompson dated 15 September 2017. The work was carried out
under DP's Conditions of Engagement. This repori is provided for the exclusive use of Lend Lease
Communities Ltd for this project only and for the purposes as described in the report. It should not be
used by or relied upon for other projects or purposes on the same or other site or by a third party. Any
party so relying upon this report beyond its exclusive use and purpose as stated above, and without
the express written consent of DP, does so entirely at its own risk and without recourse to DP for any
loss or damage. In preparing this report DP has necessarily relied upon information provided by the
client and/or their agents.

The results provided in the report are indicative of the conditions on the site only at the time of works
carried out. Conditions can change abruptly due to variable geological processes and also as a result
of human influences. Such changes may occur after DP's field festing has been completed.

DP's advice is based upon the conditions encountered during the reviewed investigations. The
accuracy of the advice provided by DP in this report may be affected by undetected variations in
ground conditions across the site between and beyond the sampling and/or testing locations. The
advice may also be limited by budget constraints imposed by others or by site accessibility.

This report must be read in conjunction with all of the attached and should be kept in its entirety
without separation of individual pages or sections. DP cannot be held responsible for interpretations
or conclusions made by others unless they are supporied by an expressed statement, interpretation,
outcome or conclusion stated in this report.

The limitations and notes included in the previous investigations are also relevant to this review.

Please contact the undersigned if you havo any questions on this matter

Yours faithfully

Douglas Pariners Pty Ltd Reviewed by
@ ( - ;f_ - éf\__ﬂ’w—d;_p
FeoZ O
Grant Russell Christopher Kline
Environmenial Scientist Principal
Aftachments: Subject Site Plan

Photographic Plates
Correspondence with Lend Lease Communities
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Photograph 1 - Asphalt sealed carpark in northern portion of site

Photograph 2 - Small soil stockpiles adjacent to south east corner of carpark

[} Douglas Partners | 4"

Geotechnics | Environment | Groundwater Lots 3989, 3990 and 3991 DP 1190132, Jordan

Site Photographs PROJECT: 92245.00
I'LAIL No. |

Springs NSW REN: A

CLIENT: Lend Lease Communities Pty Ltd DATE: Sep-17
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Photograph 4 - Cleared grassed area in western portion of site
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Photograph 5 - Engineered drainage system located to the south of the site

Photograph 6 - Central eastern portion of site
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Photograph 7 - Filling in eastern portion of site

Photograph 8 - Filling observed in eastern portion of site
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Site Validation Report 7161-ER-1-6
Jordan Springs Boulevard, Jordan Springs, NSW
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all vodafone AU 4G 11:06 am @ % =
& notifications workcover.nsw.gov.au

NSW

m Logout

Home=>>My Motifications = =Notification Summary

Notification Summary

NFRINOT: Notification of Class B (Non Friable)
Asbestos Removal Work
Reference Number: 940R-00185254-01 1

Status: Accepted 1
Date Lodged: 23/06/2018 12:09:37 ]

Start Date of Work: 28/06/2018

A —

Finish Date of Work: 28/06/2018 i

Tasks:

Applicant Details
Work Site Owner
Site Details

Clearance Cert

st Report Attachment

Supervisor ME

Type of Work - Asbestg A

Document Set ID: 9092845
Version: 1, Version Date: 08/04/2020

wl vodafone AU = 5:06 pm @ 3w
& notifications.workcover.nsw.gov.au

Read unw

on of Class B (Non Friabla)
ork

G40R-00 1E5I54-01

Licance Detalls

Licence Name: Summaerfisid Enterprises Pty Ltd

Licence Mo: 211368 Class(es): Class 8 [ ASS
2018 12:09:37 Expiry Date: 11/0372023
Registered Business Name:
Lt Bt Summerfield Enterprises Pty Lid
1 2B 2018 A.BN: 26002224919
Daytime Contact Number: 0411 114 623
[ R

| Action
| Resguilred:

Summerfield Enterprises Pty Ltd Dang
Multi servioes selutions Bane

Dretaile:

4 Jordan springs boulevard, Jordan springs, Don
NSW 2747 i

Ben milller Cone
Attachment Submitbed Dame
MA Petrovic, Hanc Dong
A selection has been made - see datalls Rong

Deatails have bean entered - sea detads

MARLC PETROWIC, DIRECTOR Quong




