



































2 December 2008

Sinclair Knight Merz
710 Hunter Street
Newcastle West NSW 2302

Attention: Holly Marlin

Dear Holly,

RE: Adequacy of the Acid Sulphate Soils and Contamination Assessment report and the
Geotechnical Assessment report submitted in support of the Environmental Assessment
of the Pitt Street, Taree Waterfront Precinct Concept Plan

The Acid Sulphate Soils and Contamination Assessment entitled Acid Sulphate Soils and
Contamination Assessment, Pitt Street Waterfront, Chatham (Taree) dated 10 November 2007 and Pitt
Street Waterfront, Taree. Geotechnical Assessment dated 20 March 2008 prepared by Coffey
Geotechnics Pty Ltd was originally prepared in support of the Preliminary Assessment of the Pitt Street,
Taree Waterfront Precinct Concept Plan dated 26 February 2008.

As the author of the assessment, | have reviewed it in detail to determine:

1) Whether its scope and findings adequately address the issues presented by the Concept Plan
(as the plan exists on the date of this letter); and
2) Whether any findings in the assessment are out of date.

Table 1 below outlines any additional issues identified as a result of my review of the assessment and
how these issues have been, or may be addressed through the planning process.
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Table 1: Additional Issues/Recommendations Arising Out of Concept Plan

Issue

Recommendation

DGR 7.3 The current status of
contamination assessment is
not sufficiently detailed to allow
preparation of detailed
remediation management plans
of the nature required for the
proposed redevelopment.

As a change of land use is required and due to the
environmental sensitivity of the site, an audit statement on the
localised areas of potential contamination that are identified in
the Acid Sulphate Soil and Contamination Assessment and
Review by Coffey Geotechnics (dated 7 November 2007)
should be undertaken. Such a statement should be prepared
by an accredited Contaminated Lands Auditor. More detailed
investigation and sampling is required in localised areas of
the site. Future works should be undertaken in consultation
with the auditor so that a Site Audit Statement can be issued
on completion of the works that will allow redevelopment to a
more sensitive land use than the previous industrial usage.

DGR 7.4 and 7.5. The current
works are sufficient for planning
purposes and as such are
deemed to meet the DGR

More detailed work will be required to allow detailed design
and construction planning.

It is considered that, subject to matters outlined in the Table 1 above, the scope, findings and
conclusions in the assessment remain relevant and valid. While there may be minor matters which arise
from the detailed development of the Concept Plan, no substantial changes have occurred which would
warrant updating of the study. Where conditions / standards etc. have changed these will be addressed
either through a Preferred Project Report (PPR) after exhibition of the Part 3A Concept Plan, or through
the subsequent Project Application Process. Accordingly, it is considered that the attached assessment

remains valid for the Concept Plan and is suitable in its current form for public exhibition.

If you have any questions regarding this matter please contact the undersigned.

For and on behalf of Coffey Geotechnics Pty Ltd

Steven Morton

Principal

Coffey Geotechnics
GEOTTUNCO01736AB-AE
2 December 2008






