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!SSW Transport

Michael Woodland

Director

Metropolitan Projects

NSW Department of Planning

Attn: Andrew Smith

Dear Mr Woodland,

EXHIBITION OF ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FOR CONCEPT PLAN AND
STAGE 1 PROJECT APPLICATION, MEADOWBANK EMPLOYMENT AREA,
MEADOWBANK AND RYDE
(MP09_0216 AND MP09_0219)

| refer to your letter dated 21 January 2011 regarding the above matter. Transport NSW
(TNSW) appreciates the opportunity to provide input on the concept plan and stage 1
project application. '

TNSW has reviewed the Concept Plan, Stage 1 Project Application and appended advice
prepared by Varga Traffic Planning. The level of public transport analysis supporting the
concept plan approval requires further detailed consideration prior to further
consideration of project applications. Further, a detailed transport review of the proposed
renewal area should take into consideration the cumulative impacts on surrounding
public transport networks including detailed transport modelling.

A mode share analysis of the renewal area is requested to establish a workable target for
public transport use and to guide the development of a package of measures, including
green travel planning, which supports public transport use together with walking and
cycling consistent with the targets contained in the NSW State Plan and Sydney
Metropolitan Plan 2036.

It should be noted that the Transport Management and Accessibility Plan (TMAP)
accompanying the proposal is not consistent with the draft Interim TMAP Guidelines.
Further detailed traffic and transport analysis to support the proposed renewal area
should achieve consistency with the draft Interim Guidelines and should be reviewed.

These are available at http://iwww.transport.nsw.gov.au/sites/default/files/publications/

TNSW notes that the proposed parking rates for the Stage 1 project application generally
align with the requirements in the Ryde DCP 2010 for development more than 400m from

Meadowbank Station.




" 'However given the prox;msty of the site to hlgh frequency bus corridors, Meadowbank .

Co Station and Meadowbank Ferry Wharf, TNSW recommends conditioning the application

“based on lower parking rates ‘in line with the ‘RTA Guide to Traffic Generating
: -Developments {High Density Residential Flat Buildings). This will encourage residents to

- -make best use of available public and active transport. options: The inclusionof car share - B o
~-opportunities shouid also be sond;tsoned to prov:de altemauves io przvate vehicle R

ownersth

o TNSW supports an. mcreased prowsmn of bscycie parklng and end of trip facallties to j'_: o

| “support ‘sustainable transport’ choices. TNSW requests that the cycling facilities be

L "_-_rprowded in accordance with the rates and design specif ca‘ﬂons as outlmed m the NSW >
R _-;Planmng Guzdelmss fo; Walkmg and Cycimg L L s S

"-TNSW supports separate RTA advice regardmg th@ extenston of ptopcsed bicycle
networks towards Meadowbank Station in order to ‘improve public transport-access, Ao

- detailed pedestrian and cycle strategy should be. -prepared for the proposed renewal area

to-inform futura project apphcauons and shoufd have ciose regard to the NSW BlkePEan

R TNSW notes that the proponent ldeﬁtlf ies the potentlal or preparaﬁon of a Eocation— S

o 8 specific travel plan, TNSW requests that the preparation of a Travel Access Guide (TAG) - o

and Workplace Travel Plan (WTP) be a cond;tcon of consent for both the concept pian o
L ._and project appllcattons R BETRE _ _ S

o :TNSW requests that the WTP anci TAG be deveioped to encompass other stages of the T

._i_".development as they are constructed. The NSW Government supports the following o
L types of measures as: part of WTPs for. majar employment generators: bulk purchase of -
~public transport tickets at ‘a discount rate, bike rental: programs for employees, pay-back. .-

- schemes for residents/employees not using parking facilities, awareness-raising of local

S _'_'Centre forTraﬁspert F’iannmg e

~ public transport, walking and ¢ycling options and provision of transport guides and maps.

e Further ‘information on WTPs can be found at the Premier's Council for- Acﬂve Living

| {PCAL) . website - (hitp:/www.poal.nsw.gov. auiworkwlace travel plan) - and further -

3 ‘information -~ en - TAGs. .can  be - found “the - RTA ‘website
- (nttpdwww, ria nsw qov aulusmqmads!travefdemdndmanaqemem/transnor’taccessquldes: ERE

& f':hndex htmi)

s noted that a separate submzssuon fmm RTA has be.en prepared for these_':":f_'--_i-'-:'
*:"_;__3appixcatlons R L R e : . R

. __'_:-'_fThe contact ofﬁcer fOi thls matter is Chns Schmsd who can be reached on (02) 8202'-:"_. ":':
. __'__'2300 or by a.,mali aimns smmld@tcanspoﬁ mw qav du SRR R B R T

- David Hartmann
" AlSenior Manager R
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SYDNEY
REGIONAL
DEVELOPMENT
ADVISORY
< COMMITTEE
The Director Departri‘ggg; ﬁgﬁlanning

Metropolitan Projects

The Department of Planning
GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2001

2 MAR 201
Scanning Room

Attention: Andrew Smith

SHEPHERDS BAY URBAN RENEWAL CONCEPT PROPOSAL, MEADOWBANK

Dear SirfMadam

Reference is made to your correspondence dated 2| January 201 [, concerning the abovementioned
development application which was referred to the Roads and Traffic Authority (RTA) for comment in
accordance with Clause 104 of State Environmental Planning Policy (Infrastructure) 2007. | wish to advise
that the Sydney Regional Development Advisory Committee (SRDAC) considered the traffic impact of this
application at its meeting on 23 February 201 .

Below are the Committee’s recommendations and RTA's comments on the subject application:

The RTA has reviewed the Major Project application and does not support the proposal in its current form.
The RTA has the following comments on the proposal:

RTA Property

|. The RTA has previously resumed and dedicated as Public Road land within the proposed development
area as shown by grey colour on the attached plan. Part of Waterview Street was acquired for a SCATS
Cabin as shown by red colour on the attached plan (Lot |0 DP 861524 in the name of the RTA),

The RTA has no objection to the development around the SCATS Cabin subject to the following

conditions:
a. Any development shall continue to provide direct access to the SCATS Cabin from a public
road.

b. Any development should retain the existing amount of parking for maintenance vehicles as well
as turning area.

c. If the developer wanted to include the SCATS Cabin area in the development there would
need to be a similar suitable area found to replace the cabin in roughly the same geographic
area, The new site would need to be found and developed prior to the decommissioning of
the current site. All costs to duplicate the SCATS Cabin area would have to be met by the

developer.

Roads and Traffic Authority
ABN 64 480 |55
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2 The RTA does not support the statemem inthe traffic repori: thaa T.hIS deve opment will not have an)f _
“adverse impacts on ‘the perfonnance of nearby intersections, and will.not require upg.’.:‘:‘dfﬁg orroad
: "fmp/ovement works: The RTA requires -the following’ changes. 1o the: aaSIDRA modelhng and an -
- electronic COpYy- of ti”ns mode!img be res submitted to the RTA and Couno for. review and furfhe{
L "comment IR R g G BRI
-n_ The RTA requ;res cla :f cat ion on if "the aaSiDRA iakes into con51de: atson 1he change in. ‘u a{f ic.
. pattems of the existing induistrial development 1o a residential development, The existing trafﬁc
. ‘generation of the industriaf site (generaliy) has a higher rate of vehicles travelling 1¢.the site in
v the mornlng ‘peak and, Ieawng the site in the afternoon ‘peak, this is the opposﬁe of the
: :resedent al-land use which will result in a greater. number’ of veh cles tl avel ing away. from the
osite |n the momfng peak and returnmg in the evening peak. : o

ce The repo rt-states that the incr eased or. add/ifona/ traffic. ﬂows W/."/ be dfspersed overa. number
Lo different routes; however-it s likely that the during the AM peak, the - majority of traffic will -
- be heading ‘east towards the ity or north towards Macquarie Park This indicates. that the . -~
. majority-of the 870vph movements pmJected will be directed to Church Stzee’{ and, Vc{or O
o -‘Road which cunently has. ihe fargest vofume of peak hourtra.fc : S .ﬁ

o 0 'The cur lent condltlons on Church Street for. AM peak northbound traffic xnd:cates that 'there
o dimited capaoty avallable io accommodate "Lhe addmonal traffc pro;acted ?‘or ‘thS new L

R T .:_ development B o . -
i Lle i -Tne RTA raises concerns wnth the results ﬁom %he aaSIDRA Anaiysus (Table 3. ) Jndrcatsng thaL _. -
. the conditions at the intersection of Church’ St and Mornson Rd w;il deiex iorate to- Level of
- Service D forthe PM peak in 2016 DT : S o paniy

e The RTA’ lequlres further c!anﬁcataon on how the Level of Senﬁce at the inte: :ectaon of
- Belmore . Street/Junction Street and - Victoria. Roaci/Bowden S‘a eet wxli 1mprove mthout any_
" -lmprovements io ’these mtemectlons o SRR D 5

% -_;3 The RTA requests that: the 1raﬁ ic: mode]hng be :ewsed and s"ewewed by the: RFA anci Councsl at eve} : S
: srage of the development tor reduce any ¢ detnmental mpacts on the sun"oundmg area e TR
S -’i"raﬁ'c Data

e 4 The RTA reqUn res. “{he appin:ant to obta in current aﬂ’ ic. daLa of the e><|si,:ng ndusta ral lises 1o, determme R
0 the cdtrent traffic: -gengration rate; this'can be used as a companson agalnst the RTA’s Guxde 1o Traﬁ iC
::_._.Generatmg Developments mdustnal rate R : : S R

e ._iBlcycle Paths

;'-'The RTA suggests the px oposed blcycle networks be e/ctended up to Meadowbank Stahon to 1mpmve'_-: i o
access io pubhc ~tnanspor’i:_” i : : T N SR S

- ._ Wor ks assoc: a‘ted wfnh the P oposa! shal! be a“t no cost to the RTA




Should you requwe any fur“ther e ar lf cacuon in |elation to tims matter, please caH the contact off icer named at e
ihe top ofthls EE‘te ' : SR . L _ : . '

Yours falthzully R S

Chi is Goudanas - ' : :
Chatrman, S)fdney Regfonai Deveiopment Advisory Commrttee

28 Febrfuary 201 i
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Your reference: MP09_0216 and

MP09_0219
Our reference: DOC11/6197
Contact: Liz Peterson, 9995 6841

Mr Michael Woodland
Director, Metropolitan Projects
Department of Planning

GPO Box 39

Sydney NSW 2001

Attention: Andrew Smith

‘Dear Mr Woodland

Re: Concept Plan (MP09_0216) & Stage 1 Project Application (MP09_0219) — Exhibition of
Environmental Assessment for residential development, ancillary commercial and retail uses
and associated infrastructure, Meadowbank Employment Area, Meadowbank and Ryde

| refer to your letter dated 21 January 2011 inviting comments from the Department of Environment,
Climate Change and Water (DECCW) in relation to the above Concept Plan and Project Application.

DECCW has reviewed the Environmental Assessment Report (EAR) and associated specialist
reports and provides the following comments in relation to the biodiversity and flooding aspects of the

proposals.

Biodiversity

DECCW has reviewed the Ecological Report and notes the statement that the vulnerable species
Eucalyptus nicholii occurs on site but an assessment of significance under section 5A of the
Environmental Planning and Assessment Act 1979 was not undertaken as part of the assessment,

on the basis the sighting is not of conservation significance. It was therefore considered by the

; proponent to be ‘superfluous’ to undertake an assessment of significance. DECCW disagrees with
""""""" this assessment and recommends an assessment be undertaken for this species in accordance with
the Threatened Species Assessment Guidelines 2007 consistent with the assessment of other

species on site.

The site has the potential to contain roosting habitat for microchiropteran bats, as many of the
buildings are vacant or underutilised, and the site is proximate to some favoured microbat foraging
habitats, such as mangroves. It is noted that no surveys were undertaken for microbats as part of the
Ecological Report. DECCW recommends further surveys and assessment be undertaken, to assess
the presence and significance of the site for this group of threatened fauna.

Floodplain Risk Management Aspects

The City of Ryde has commenced the Parramatta River Ryde Sub Catchments Flood Study and
Floodplain Risk Management Study and Plan which will provide detailed knowledge of the extent of
The Depariment of Environment and Climate Change is now known as lhe_ﬁepariment of Emri;ormjer_ttE Climate Change and Wat Dl s

PO Box 668 Parramatta NSW 2124
Level 7, 79 George Street Parramatta NSW
Tel: (02) 9995 5000 Fax: (02) 9995 6900

"~ ABN 30841387 271
www.environment.nsw.gov.au

 Department of Environm
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the flood hazard and identify and/or confirm appropriate floodplain management measures and
assess and/or confirm their effectiveness for a number of catchments including Shepherds Bay.

The proposed development is subject to- overland and mainstream flooding which has resulted in the
upgrading of the current stormwater drainage system with further proposed works.

On page 5 of the Flooding Assessment of "Existing” Conditions Report (Cardno’s letter dated 19
November 2011} it states that the modeliing of "Future™ Conditions is based on some six proposed
flood mitigation works being completed incliding the lowering of Constitution Road and that the
tnmmg of the construction of some of these works is tunknown, .

The Flood Assessment report in Section 5 conc§udes that the mclusmn of -proposed drainage
augmentation works associated with the Stage 1 development are able to reduce the extent of flood
inundation and will greatly reduce the extent of high hazard ﬂoodmg in comparison with existing
conditions. Whilst it is noted that additional inlet pits are proposed (e.g." in the vicinity of Nancarrow
Avenue)j, the overall drainage system including the vital overland flow path system should be
designed to -mitigate any potential adverse ;mpact from blockage to culverts, plts and pipelines from

any debris build-up.

The Draft Integrated Water Management Plan in Section 4.2 states that the fower level basement car
park level is below the 1:100 year fiood level. The pedestrian egress route fromthe car parking area
should -be -appropriately- signposted and effectively reach a safe location above the Probable
Maximum Flood (PMF) level. The basement car park should be designed to ensure that ﬂoodmg
‘within. the car park is controlled and graduai with adequate opportunity to self evacuate via the sign

Gtven tha short warnmg times associated with Shepherds Bay catchment flooding, consideration may -
need to b given to- “sheltering — in — place” in dwellings in-any-vulnerable locations (i.e. where
significant flooding above the floor level is likely to ocour) as-an appropriate self evacuation strategy.
As-a result, there may be a need to ensure that there are development controls in place to ensure
that-any relevant dwellings can safely withstand flooding above the 109 year flood piannmg level up
to'the PMF level.

Any approval for the devetopment should ensure that the proposed drainage augmentation works
are undertaken so as 1o limit the existing and future risks to people and property from a full range of
floadmg up to the PMF level associated with the developmentto an acceptable standard.

Yours smcerety

, m{ ST 285/2 /1
STEVE HARTLEY '

A/Director Metropohtan _
g_nwronment Protection and Regulation
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24 February 2011

Mr Michael Woodland
Director

Metropolitan Projects
Department of Planning
22-33 Bridge Street,
Sydney NSW 2000

Re: MP 09_0216 and MP 09_0219 Concept Plan and Stage 1 Project Application for
a Mixed Use Residential, Commercial, and Retail Development at Meadowbank and
Ryde.

Attention: Andrew Smith

Dear Mr Woodland,

Thank you for your letter of 21 January 2011 about the proposed mixed use development at the
Meadowbank Employment Area in Meadowbank and Ryde. Sydney Water has reviewed the
proposal and provides the following comments for the Department’s consideration.

Water
The current water system does not have sufficient capacity to service the proposed development.

The drinking water mains fronting the proposed development do not comply with the minimum
size required by the Water Supply Code of Australia (Sydney Water Edition — WSA 03-2002) to
serve the capacity of the proposed development.

The following amplification works need to be completed by the developer to service the site, and

can be seen on the diagram below:
» The existing 150 mm drinking water mains from A to B & from D to E need to be upsized to

200 mm mains.
e The existing 100 mm drinking water mains fromBto C, Cto D, Cto G & from E to F need to

be upsized to 200 mm mains.

The amplifications will need to be sized and configured according to the Water Supply Code of
Australia (Sydney Water Edition WSA 03-2002). Evidence of Code compliance should be
attached with the extension design.

Sydney Water Corparation ABN 49 776 775 (038
1 5mith St Pasrarmiatta 2150 © PO Box 399 Farramatta 2124 OX 14 Sydney © T 132092 " www sydneywatercom.au

felivering ecsantial and sustainable water services for the benefit of the community



S attached with the extenston deSIgn o

. Wastewater
The current: wastawaier syslem does not have suﬁ‘tment capacﬁy te serve th proposed
_ _-'deveiopment The fouowmg amp!:ﬁcahon works need to be. completed by the developer to serwce
" the site, and can be seen on the diagram below: - 0. .
e The: ex:stmg 300 mm wastewater.mains from Ao B need to be upsnzed fo 37‘3 mm ma;na
s The. existing 225 mm wastewater mains from G to D-need 1o be upsized 1o 300 mm mains.
'_'-s “The: exlsting 150, mm wastewater mains. from D 1o £ need to be upsized 16 225 mm mains.
Ce Al othel Wastewaier mains Eocated msnde the deve!opment need to be upsxzed o ejther 225
~mm mains & 300 MM mains. o
o SP"-E 10’5 raquires an ;ncrease m storage and an upgrade to c*aterfor the extra fiow

D

_The amphfzcatlons W!I! need to be s;zed and confrgured accordmg to ih@ Waier Suppiy Code of
- Australia {Sydney Water Edttaon WSA: 03 2002) Ewdeﬂce of Code comphance ShouEd be




"Trade Wasta - ' R
In the event that trade Wastewater is g@ne{aied the property owner is requwpd to submif an

e -apphcatmn for permission to discha;‘ge 1rade wastewaler fo the. sewerage sysipm hefore
_busmess acnv;nes COmMENce, ERTREE . _

'lf thus developmen% type m industndl then the proparty may be part of a sewerage eatchm(,nt

1 subject io 2 wastewater reuse scheme. This may impact the level of poliutanis such as Total
 Dissolved Sofids (TDS) that Sydney Water will accept from the proporty to the sewerage system.
Businesses wi ishing {o discharge wa:al,ewater (other than domestic sewage) should first conigct a

- Sydney Water. Business Customer. Represeniative Thc, Contact numbcr for a Trade Waste '
'_'-Cus[omcr Representatwe i5.02 9694 6300 : SR .

e Forfurther mformat ion please wsst the Sydney Water websste at :
' _é‘g*‘ 3 fiwww syrj‘ ";(,ywai@ mm; aul(ﬁ)um%{em and(“?p&saﬂm"x /wamwfﬁstef _

-Sydney Waier Serwcmg L :
CSydney Water will further assess the ;mpaoz of the deve]opment when the proponeni apphes fora
~Section 73 Ceitificate. “Fhis assessment will enable Sydney Water to spec;fy any works requ;red
- as aresultof the develcpmem and 10 assess if-amplification and/or changes io the system are’
- applicable. The proponent must fund any adjustments needed to Sydney Watel mfrastluciure as
' '-a resuit ofany éeveiopmen% . . - . _

. '-T?;e proponent shouid engage A Water Servscmg C‘oordmator to get 3 Sectlor; 73 Certiﬁcate and
- manage the servicing aspects of. the development. The Water Servicing Coordinator will ensure
. = submitted infrastructure de31gns are sized. & configured accordmg to the Water Supply Code of
0 Australia (Sydney Water Ed;t&on WSA 03n2002) and the Sewerage Code of Austraha (bydney

S Water Edltlon WSA 02~2002) RIS _ TR

;Sydney Water requests ihe Depanment to contmue io mstruct ploponents to obtam a Se(;tlon 73
- Certificate from Sydney Water Detaﬂs are avai iable from Sycfney Waler $ webssie at
S %vdneywatcr mm B4, RS : : S

- Sydney Watere planmng : iR SR S

RSt E:-ydney Water has created'a new ema:l address for piannmg authmr:ties to use to subm

- statutory.or strategic planning documents for review. This email address is - R

_:_Kurm:mmwth@*‘vcim*yzfs/atex conau, The use of this email will help. Sydney Wdter prowde ddvme.-
g elgh planmng projects faster, in. line with curfent planning reforms lt wm al s0 reduc& tif}e amount of
prmtad matariai belng pmduced Thts emaal shouid be used for Sl S

. Sectlon 62 consuitattons under the Enwronmentat Pianmng and Assessment Act 1979 -

S s ‘consultations where Sydney Water is an adjoining land owner fo a proposed development -
5 e-.“';Major Pm;est apphcatuons under Part SA of the Enwronmenta! Piannmg _and Assessment Act:

- ._:e_-"--jdraft LEF’S SEF’F’S or o’iher plannmg ccmtrols such as DCP‘S :
e any proposed. deveiopment or rezomng‘ WIihln a 400m radaus of a $ydney Water Wasiewater
L Treatment Plant - e

any pmposad planmng reforms or other general p!anmng or deveEopment mqumes

. If yc:u require any fudher mformatlon piease_contac‘r Soma Jacenke of ’the Urbarz Growth Branch
_on 02 8849 4()04 or e mali ecma acenkf)@sydn@ywaier cam au : S
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ay
Shivesh Singh - Fwd: MP09_0216 and MP09_219 - Meadowbank and Ryde'\ '~ *
resndentlal development wuth anc:llary reta|l and commercial uses

From; Andrew smith
To: Shivesh Singh
Date: 16/02/2011 10:57 AM

Subject: Fwd: MP09_0216 and MP09_219 - Meadowbank and Ryde residential development with ancillary
retafl and commercial uses

>>> "Adam Culbert" <Adam.Culbert@maritime.nsw.gov.au> 16/02/2011 10:10 am >>>

Dear Andrew,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Environmental Assessment provided for the above concept
plan and Stage 1 project application. NSW Maritime has considered the Environmental Assessment and

raises no concems in response to this proposal,
Kind regards,

Adam Culbert

Planner
Pianning, Environment, and Spatial Information Branch

4&41*

T: 02 9563 8717 | F: 02 9563 8856
Locked Bag 5100 | Camperdown NSW, 1450
www.maritime.nsw.gov.au

Serving our Beating Community - Safe Waterways and Support for the Maritime Community

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This message transmission (including any accompanying documents) may

contain information which is confidential and or privileged. As a resuit if you are not the intended recipient,
any dissemination, copying or action taken in reliance on the contents of the message is strictly prohibited.,
If you have received this message in error you are requested to notify the sender and delete the message.

Views expressed in this message are those of the sender rather than NSW Maritime unless the content of
the message indicates to the contrary.

file://C:\Documents and Settings\ssingh\Local Settings\Temp\XPgrpwise\dD5BADS5... 17/02/2011



Qur reference;
Contact; Liz Peterson, 8995 6841

Mr Michael Woodland
Director, Metropolitan Projects
Department of Planning

GPO Box 39

Sydney NSW 2001 Department of Planning

Received

1 MAR 2011

Attention: Andrew Smith Scaﬂﬂlﬂg Room

Dear Mr Woodland

Re: Concept Plan (MP09_0216) & Stage 1 Project Application (MP09_0219) — Exhibition of
Environmental Assessment for residential development, ancillary commercial and retail uses
and associated infrastructure, Meadowbank Employment Area, Meadowbank and Ryde

| refer to your letter dated 21 January 2011 inviting comments from the Department of Environment,
Climate Change and Water (DECCW) in relation to the above Concept Plan and Project Application.

DECCW has reviewed the Environmental Assessment Report (EAR) and associated specialist
reports and provides the following comments in relation to the biodiversity and flooding aspects of the

proposals.

Biodiversity

DECCW has reviewed the Ecological Report and notes the statement that the vulnerable species
Eucalyptus nicholii occurs on site but an assessment of significance under section 5A of the
Environmental Planning and Assessment Act 1979 was not undertaken as part of the assessment,
on the basis the sighting is not of conservation significance. It was therefore considered by the
proponent to be ‘superfluous’ to undertake an assessment of significance. DECCW disagrees with
this assessment and recommends an assessment be undertaken for this species in accordance with

the Threatened Species Assessment Guidelines 2007 consistent with the assessment of other

species on site.
The site has the potential to contain roosting habitat for microchiropteran bats, as many of the

buildings are vacant or underutilised, and the site is proximate to some favoured microbat foraging

habitats, such as mangroves. It is noted that no surveys were undertaken for microbats as part of the
Ecological Report. DECCW recommends further surveys and assessment be undertaken, to assess
the presence and significance of the site for this group of threatened fauna.

Floodplain Risk Management Aspects

The City of Ryde has commenced the Parramatta River Ryde Sub Catchments Flood Study and
Floodplain Risk Management Study and Plan which will provide detailed knowledge of the extent of
The Department of Environment and Climate Change is now known as the Department of Environment, Climate Change and Water

PO Box 668 Parramatta NSW 2124 Department of Environment and C
Level 7, 79 George Street Parramatta NSW
Tel: (02) 9995 5000  Fax: (02) 9995 6900

ABN 30 841 387 271
www.environment.nsw.gov.au

et

10 )

Your reference: MP09_0216 and
MP09_0219
PCUD20043 DOC11/5197
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o "-the flood hazard aod ldentlfy and/or confrrm approprlata floodplam management measures and | L

i - ‘assess and/or confirm’ thelr effectlveness for-a number of catchments mcludmg Shepherds Bay.

e ::"_'The proposed development s subjeot o overland and mamstream ﬂoodmg whloh has reeulted in the - i
S .upgradmg of the current stormwater drainage: system wn‘.h further proposecf works '

___On page 5 of: the Flooding Assessment of “Exusting" Condltlons Report (Cardno 5 ietter dated 19 70
- November 2011) it states that the modelling: of "Future” Conditions. s based ‘on some six proposed
o flopd mitigation works: bemg completed motudang ‘the: lower:ng of Constttutlon Road and that the -
s -_";tlmmg of the oonstruotloo of some of these works is unknown - SR

o “The . Ftood Assessment report in Sectlon 5 oonciudes that the molusron of proposed dramage”.‘

augmentatlon ‘works associated with the’ Stage 9. development are: able to. reduoe the extent of flood j:-'-'

- '_'.':_":-.:'f"mundatron and ‘will greatly reduce ‘the .extent of high hazard flooding in:comparison with existing.
7 conditions.  Whilst it is hoted that additional inlet pits are proposed (e.g7in the icinity of Nancarrow R

- Avenue), -the overall: dralnage system mc!udmg the vital -overland flow path :system should be " -

' ‘park-level.is below the 1:100 year flood Eeve! “The pedestrlan egressroute from the car parklng area

-3_ ._-ueelgned 0, nnugate any potentta: adveree unpaot froro blockage to oulverts pits ancl plpellnee fi’G"‘l SRR
L _'-_‘any debris DUIIG up. - _ _ TR = RINTRRRS L N o
U The Draft. lntegrated \Nater Management Plan in: Saction 4 2 states that the Iower level basement car

L ishould be approprlately signposted and . effeotlvely reach a safe location ~above the ‘Probable: ..~

SR Maxirmum Flood (PMF) level.: The. basement car park. should be designed: to ensure that flooding - S

o withing the car park lS oontrotied and gradual wrth adequate opportumty to seif evacuate via’ the srgn SR
- pested route: . _ : _ _ S _ S

o Givent the short warnmg tlmes assocrated w1th Shepherds Bay catchment ﬂoodmg, consideration may. R

“need to-be givento “eheltersng [ place" in: dwelllngs in-any vulnerable locations (i.e. where -

:_1-; ﬂoodrng up to the PMF level assocrated wrth th -deveiopment to ao ecoeptable standard

ours sincerely.

__TEVE HARTLEY_ :
A/Director Metropalitan N '
__E_nv:ronment Protectlon_ nd Requlat!on

R szgnrﬂoant flooding above the floor level is likely to-occur) as an appropriate self evacuation strategy. -
.7 As a result; there may. be a need to énsure that'there are development controls in place to ensure =
ol thatany relévant dwellings. 'can eafely wrthetand floodmg above the 100 yearﬂood plannmg Ievel up S
i tothe PMF level. T SR _ 2 o

e Any approval for the cleve!opment shoutd ensure. that the propoeed dralnage augmentatlon works TR

- are.undertaken 50 as to fimit the: emstmg and future risks to. people and property from a ful[ range of ROEIORER




