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Dear Minister

| am writing to you regarding the Port Authority of NSW’s proposed Multi-User Facility
(MUF) at Glebe Island.

The Port Authority under Part 5 of the Environment Planning and Assessment Act 1979
has approved the development of a facility to receive, store and distribute dry bulk
construction materials by sea.

The Multi-User Facility at Glebe Island will provide a short to medium-term entry point for
these construction materials, to support the needs of the city and the NSW Government’s
ambitious infrastructure program. The facility will be temporary, given the Government is
developing long-term renewal plans for the Bays West precinct including Glebe Island.

To-date the Port Authority has placed the MUF Review of Environmental Factors (REF)
on display, undertaken a public consultation process and completed a thorough response
to submissions report (RtS), including additional environmental assessment work.

The Port Authority has advised me considerable effort has been put into the planning to
minimise impacts for nearby residents. They have put forward a set of conditions, which
are attached.

As the new portfolio Minister responsible for the Port Authority, | have asked for a brief
pause to the delivery of the facility while | further considered the proposal. | am aware of
some community concern regarding the proposal, including those raised by the local
member on behalf of the community.

| have come to the view that there is a need to give the community further confidence in
the conditions that the Port Authority will be required to comply with. | would appreciate a
peer review by the Department of Planning into the suitability of the mitigation measures
and conditions contained in the determination.

| ask that you consider referring the Part 5 assessment and approval conditions to the
Department of Planning, Industry and Environment for peer review as soon as practicable.
Should you accept, | envisage the review report and the Port Authority’s formal response
will be made public on the Port Authority’'s website.
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Yours sincerely

e <Andrew Constance MP
Minister for Transport and Roads
Leader of the House
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Thank you for your correspondence regarding the Port Authority of NSW's proposed Multi
User Facility (MUF) at Glebe Island.

In this correspondence you requested that the Department of Planning, Industry and
Environment (the Department) undertake a review of the MUF assessment.

| can advise that the Department has undertaken this review and generally considers that
the assessment pathway under Part 5, Div 5.1 of the Environmental Planning and
Assessment Act 1979 is appropriate. Commentary on this review is attached (Attachment A).

Based on the Department's review, first | would encourage the Port Authority to consider
proactive opportunities for it to enhance community engagement, particularly with affected
residents during the future construction and operation of the facility. | note from the
Department’s review that the Port Authority undertook a level of community consultation that
was in excess of the statutory requirements of Div 5.1. However, the requirements under Div
5.1 for community consultation and public exhibition are lesser than that of the State
significant infrastructure assessment pathway, and | would encourage the Port Authority to
ensure the highest level of consultation for the future.

Second, the Port Authority should continue to develop its ship noise guideline and the overall
management and monitoring of port related noise impacts. These issues will need to be
appropriately managed by the Port Authority as they arise.

In addition, the Department considers that future environmental management plans prepared
for the project incorporate environmental outcomes and be definitive on when a
management action is to be undertaken. | would encourage the Port Authority to use these
milestones and opportunities to continue its engagement with the community at these points.

| trust the above advice addresses your request and should the Port Authority have any
queries on this matter, my Department would be available to respond.

Yours sincerely

The Ho

Minister for Planning and Public Spaces

Encl: Attachment A — Review of the proposed Multi User Facility at Glebe Island
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Attachment A

Department of Planning, Industry and Environment Review of the proposed Multi User
Facility at Glebe Island

The Department has undertaken a review of the assessment of this project to identify potential
concerns with the assessment and opportunities which the Port Authority could undertake to
improve the application of any determination.

Assessment Pathway

Community concern was raised on the legitimacy of the assessment pathway and a call for
the project to be assessed as State Significant Infrastructure.

Part 5, Div 6.1 of the Environmental Planning and Assessment Act 1979 (the Act) is an
established assessment pathway for projects of this scale and impact. The Department notes
that the REF and the RtS report conclude that the project would not likely significantly affect
the environment, with the result that the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement is
not required under Div 5.2 of the Act.

The Department considers that based on potential environmental impacts, a Div 5.1
assessment was appropriate. It also notes that the level of community consultation
undertaken, was in excess of the statutory requirements of Div 5.1.

Review of Environmental Factors (REF)
Key concerns of the Departments review of the REF relate to:

- Operational Noise — the assessment of ship-based noise (see further comment in
Response to Submissions).

- Operational Air Quality — the qualitative assessment undertaken (see further comment
in Response to Submissions).

- Traffic — the operational traffic impacts of the assessment relied on a previous Part 5
project assessed and approved in 2013. It was concluded that the operation of the MUF
project was not anticipated to exceed the number of movements already approved

The Department notes that there is significant development proposed in the area,
including major transport projects such as M4-M5 Link, Western Harbour Tunnel and
Metro West. Notwithstanding, the Department notes that the Port Authority is a member
of the Bays Precinct Oversight Group, which will assist in a coordinated approach to the
long-term planning and delivery of transport projects in the Bays Precinct.

- Social Impact — the social impact assessment is derived from amenity related impacts.
To ensure the future delivery of the project addresses community-based issues, it is
recommended that the Port Authority improve its engagement with the affected
community.



Response to Submissions (RtS)

The RtS includes assessment of two key concerns of the Department, being operational noise
and air quality.

Operational Noise — the RtS assessed noise levels of berthed vessels servicing the
proposed Multi-User Facility and the adjacent proposed Hanson concrete batching
plant.

Based on the expected noise levels, it was concluded that further noise mitigation for
residential buildings at Jacksons Landing, Pyrmont was not required, as planning and
approval for these buildings required the inclusion of noise mitigation to manage noise
levels from the port at a time when noise levels were much higher than the current existing
levels.

The Department notes that the Port Authority is developing a ship noise guideline which
will facilitate longer term noise reduction. Notwithstanding, this issue will need to be
appropriately managed by the NSW Port Authority through high quality engagement of
affected residents.

Operational Air Quality — The RtS included a quantitative analysis of operational air
quality impacts. No significant air quality impacts are anticipated as a result of the
cumulative operation of the multi user facility shipping, and the adjoining Hanson
concrete batching plant.



