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GOVERNMENT Panels WESTERN REGIONAL PLANNING PANEL

BRIEFING DETAILS

BRIEFING DATE / TIME 2 June 2021 12:15pm —2pm

LOCATION On site 4948 Tooraweenah Road, Mount Tenandra

BRIEFING MATTER(S)

PPSWES-77 - Coonamble Shire Council- DA027/2020- 4948 Tooraweenah Road, Mount Tenandra —
Proposed extractive industry

PANEL MEMBERS
IN ATTENDANCE Garry Fielding (Chair), Sandra Hutton, Graham Brown, Alanna
McHugh
APOLOGIES None

DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST None

OTHER ATTENDEES

COUNCIL ASSESSMENT STAFF Noreen Vu, Michael Carter (consultant for council)

Hine Basson (General Manager, Coonamble Shire Council)
Jane Gibbs, Kim Holt (DPIE)

OTHER

Development consent is sought for a two stage extraction of a hard rock resource from a green field

site. The two stages have different timescales for operation with Stage 1 proposed to operate for a 5 year
period and extract a maximum volume of 490,000 T per annum, and Stage 2 is proposed to extract 100,000
tonnes of material for a period of up to 20 years.

The stage 1 development consent is primarily sought in order to allow for provision of hard rock resources
for construction purposes to the Inland Rail Project - Narromine to Narrabri which is proposed to run very
close to the development site. However, the Panel understands that at present there is no contract in
place for provision of material to the Inland Rail project. The stage 2 development consent is sought for the
long term supply of construction material locally and will require the use of local haul routes to transport
extracted material to market.

As the proposed route for the Inland Rail corridor is in close proximity to the proposed development, and
delivery of material to this site would require minimal interaction of haulage vehicles with the local road
system with the exception of Weenya Road, a gravel road.

The Panel discussed several issues on site and undertook a site inspection.
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KEY ISSUES DISCUSSED

1 - Impact on local road network

Several issues were discussed relating to the impact on local roads and how impacts were to managed both
in Coonamble Shire and in adjoining shires. Issues raised include:

e Wet weather arrangements, specifically:
e Wet weather to/from site - movement restrictions. What additional conditions need to be put
in place with specific consideration to haulage in wet weather? Mitigation measures proposed
appear to relate to repair of roads in dry conditions.

e  Public submission 2
“Highlights the sub-standard roads near their property as practically undriveable / closed
during wet periods with minimal traffic.”
Nowhere in the EIS or the Assessment Report is there reporting on implications on safety and
road conditions in wet weather, or mitigation strategy/ condition. The proposed Transport
Management Plan (TMP) does not propose to address vehicle movement in wet weather. EIS
p4l.
“The following management plans specific to the Ralston Quarry site and surrounds must be
prepared and finalised prior to commencement of any surface disturbance: a) Environmental
Management Plan. b) Bushfire Management Plan. c) Traffic Management Plan.” P59. It is not
clear that wet weather conditions will be addressed in the Traffic Management Plan.

e Mechanism to quantify extraction rate and amount of transportation

The Panel raised whether a weighbridge was warranted to track the amount of material extracted,
given how close the extraction rate is the trigger from State Significance Development.

Applicant is requested to provide Council information on the quantity of material to be extracted
and transported, and the mechanism to confirm these quantities (eg Smart track). This is to be
noted in the assessment report provided to the Panel.

e Timing of vehicle movements and impact on local community — for example a submitter has raised
a question about whether a proposed 5 minute headway allowance is sufficient to allow for stock
crossing. How will communication between the quarry operator and the local residents with
livestock occur at times when stock movements are occurring. Similarly, how will impacts on
school buses be managed?

Specifically:

e No truck headway was specified for returning (arriving) trucks and the 5 minute headway
stated for departing trucks could not be achieved with their predicted 24 returning heavy
vehicles. Why is there two different standards for departing/arriving trucks?

EIS p14 “Departure of trucks would be managed to minimise the potential for convoys or queues
forming on the public road with a minimum of 5 minute headway to be imposed on departing
trucks. The headway restriction would limit the trip generation to a maximum of 12 laden truck
departures in any one hour. The return of empty trucks would generate a maximum of 24
heavy vehicle trips during the peak hour on the busiest days during Stage 1.”

The management of queuing and convoys is only on 50% of each trucks journey — departing,
not arriving. Should a headway limit be imposed on arriving trucks?

e Livestock movement — public submission 2
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Movement of livestock on public roads used for haulage. No specific communication or
remedy suggested. Risk to safety of people and animals, and disruption to quarry’s
productivity. Driver Code of Conduct condition (p59 Assessment Report) does not specify how
haulage and livestock movement to co-exist or what driver conduct is required.

2 - Inconsistencies and need for clarification on assessment parameters and assumptions
Clarity is required concerning some discrepancies between different assessments, including:

e The calculation of truck movements — in different places through the documentation truck
movements are assumed as either 132 or 264 — clarification is needed on the number of one way
truck movements and whether this value represents the average or maximum number of truck
movements to and from the site. Specifically:

e Air quality assessment as per the EIS and AQIS. Is the assessment based on 132 or 264
trucks? From interpreting the relevant documents it appears that it is the former would
not provide and accurate assessment on air quality impacts.

“It is noted that the predicted impacts result from 132 vehicles leaving the Quarry each day
during peak Stage 1 operations and therefore represent a worst-case scenario.” AQIA P44

e Noise Impact Assessment (NIA) The assessment and management of noise from
construction work is completed with reference to the Interim Construction Noise Guideline
(ICNG) although the applicant has asked for 6am - 6pm M-F operations.
3.1.1in the NIA (p14) - Table 3 summarises the ICNG recommended standard hours for
construction activities where the noise from construction is audible at residential premises.
Table 3 Recommended Standard Hours for Construction Period Preferred Construction
Hours Day (Standard construction hours) Monday to Friday - 7am to 6pm, Saturdays - 8am
to 1pm (only if required), Sundays or Public Holidays - No construction.

e Noise. Road Noise Assessment methodology
P 30 - Does not explicitly mention if the 132 returning haul trucks have been factored into
the assessment. Only the outgoing loaded trucks.

“Project trucks would transport an average of 9,300t of material per week with
approximately 43 laden trucks per day. During periods of peak demand, it is anticipated that
up to 5,000t of material will be transported per day, with up to 132 laden trucks exiting the
quarry per day.”

e Receptors are inconsistently labelled and referred to in the main EIS compared to specialist
studies (eg noise impact assessment).

e Unclear how assumption concerning truck movements were made.

e Road width - clarification is required concerning assumptions of the road width of Weenya
Road and therefore its actual capacity. Road widths will impact on the ability for traffic to pass
safely. Consideration may need to be given to truck speed limits. Further specific information is
required to clarify:

e Road widths used in the Road Transport Assessment (RTA) and in particular into the Level
of Service (LOS) assessment.
Believe there is inaccurate reporting on road width which impacts upon the RTA'S and LOS
calculations.
“Weenya Road (Shire Road 73) is a local unsealed road, approximately 12 m wide”p7 RTA.
EIS p33.
“Tooraweenah Road is an unsealed road which varies between approximately 6 m and 10 m
wide” p9 RTA. EIS p35
“Near Curban, National Park Road is a sealed two-way road approximately 7 m wide, with
guide posts and a posted speed limit of 100 km/h. East of Yarrandale Road, National Park
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Road narrows to approximately 6 m wide, with some sections between Yarrandale Road and
Box Ridge Road being narrower, requiring vehicles to use the unsealed shoulder when
passing,” p10. EIS p35

No width listed for Goorianawa Rd.

3 - Operating hours
The Panel expressed a strong view on operating hours, noting that 7am — 6pm is consistent with industry
standards.

4 - Aboriginal cultural heritage item
The Panel sought clarification that the Aboriginal cultural heritage item found on site would be protected
and how this would occur.

5 - Impact assessment of the two stages

Consent is sought for 2 stages of operation of the quarry. However the 2 stages are expected to have
different impacts on the local community and surrounding environments. The panel seeks clarification on
how the impacts of the two stages are assessed.

TENTATIVE PANEL MEETING DATE:
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