


4. Where a Condition was reported in a previous IEA or AR as non-compliant 
and was subsequently addressed, please provide details (provide dates) 

5. Any other information that may assist the Department in better 
understanding the compliance status of the referenced Conditions. 
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C37. The sediment basin liner shall be monitored every 3 years to ensure a clay finer 
of permeability of 1 x 10-9 ms-1 or less and a thickness of no less than 900 mm is 
maintained. 

1. Sediment basin liner is no longer clay and was replaced with a HDPE liner in 
2019. Artarfil HDPE liner specifications are provided as attachment 
(Attachment 3). 

2. See above 
3. Liner was due to be monitored November 2019. The liner had been replaced 

by then, so condition did not apply 
4. Reference to upgrades to sediment basins and stormwater infrastructure 

have been included in previous AEMRs 
5. A geotechnical assessment of the basin was conducted to meet the 

requirements of condition C1 (despite the condition not yet being triggered) 



3. Not yet triggered 
4. Not yet triggered 
5. Not yet triggered 

 
C38. Within six- months of the commencement of the expanded operations. The 
Applicant shall conduct a Groundwater Monitoring Program 

1. Condition has not yet been triggered as expanded operations have not yet 
commenced. That said, the groundwater monitoring program is included in 
the OEMP. Appendix D, noting that the OEMP has recently been revised to 
alter the timing of the groundwater sampling to quarterly prior to the 
commencement of expanded operations. As per the communication from 
DPE dated 12 March 2018 (Attachment 1) the program was accepted in the 
current OEMP with a revision required 6 months after expanded operations 
has commenced. 

2. Not yet triggered 
3. Not yet triggered 
4. Not yet triggered 
5. Not yet triggered 

 
 
C60. The quantities of dangerous goods stored and handled at the site shall be below 
the threshold quantities listed in the Department of Planning's Hazardous and 
Offensive Development Application Guidelines - Applying SEPP 33 at all times. 

1. This condition is being complied with as per the audit findings 
2. This condition was always compliant. The audit findings are a 

recommendation for us to better document the volumes. The volumes are 
not at risk of triggering SEPP 33 provisions  
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3. Condition was complied with but was not well documented to demonstrate 
compliance. This has now been rectified through inclusion of a document 
review table in the OEMP 

4. Not reported in previous AEMR or IEA as was being conducted but not 
formally documented. 

5. Condition was being complied with but wasn’t well documented. This has 
now been rectified via inclusion of document review table in front of OEMP. 
Note that no material changes to the OEMP were required at each review 
cycle, hence why the document was not updated and was rather just 
reviewed. 

 
Boral Responses to request for information regarding stormwater overflow event: 

 
The overflow event that occurred at the Widemere facility due a large rainfall event 
exceeding the design capacity of the stormwater infrastructure was not reported to 
the Department as we did not consider that it triggered the reporting definition in 
condition D5 of SSD 6525, specifically it was not an “incident that has caused, or 
threatens to cause, material harm to the environment” nor the definition of an 
incident under SSD 6525 “An incident causing or threatening material harm to the 
environment, and/or an exceedance of the limits or performance of criteria in this 
consent”. 
 
The event was a non-compliance with a condition of the EPL (condition U1.1 of EPL 
11815) that prevents discharge occurring at any time, rather than the non-
compliance being associated with a threat of material environmental harm. The 
discharge occurred as a consequence of overflow from the on-site sediment basin 
due to a large rainfall event. 
 
As referenced in the investigation report provided to the EPA regarding the event, 
the volumes of rain experienced at the site for the 24 hour period spanning 0900 



working with the EPA to achieve, the discharge would have been lawful under 
condition L1.2. 






