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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. BACKGROUND

Port Botany, New South Wales’ largest Container Port by volume, is a key freight transport asset in Australia
that provides essential international connectivity to businesses and the wider community. The Australian Rail
Track Corporation (ARTC) manages the freight rail line through Port Botany and seeks to undertake signal
and track works under a Bi-Directional Signalling project (the proposal).

To address forecast demands of freight transport vis rail through Sydney, ARTC has concentrated on staged
improvements to the Botany Line under a Program of Works funded by the Government. Stages 1 and 2 of
the Program of Works have been completed with Stage 3 (the Botany Rail Duplication (BRD) Project)
involving the duplication of the remaining single line between Botany and Mascot in the planning assessment
phase. The BRD project is being assessed as State Significant Infrastructure by the Department of Planning,
Industry and Environment (DPIE).

ARTC have investigated other solutions to improve the efficiency of the Botany Line, including signalling and
track works within Botany Yard (the Botany Yard project). To improve the efficiency of train arrival and
departures in Botany Yard, the signalling infrastructure needs to be reconfigured to enable bi-directional
signalling on the Arrival and Departure tracks (partial bi-directional signalling exists). Additional track works
to increase operational performance including removal of an existing siding and motorising of points are also
required. These works comprise the proposal.

This Review of Environmental Factors (REF) has been prepared to consider the environmental impacts of
the proposal. Additionally, since the proposal and the BRD project will be undertaken concurrently, and
within shared and adjacent work areas, a cumulative impact assessment has been included in this REF.

1.2. PURPOSE OF THE REF

This Review of Environmental Factors (REF) has been prepared by NGH Environmental on behalf of ARTC.
For the purposes of the proposal, ARTC is the proponent and the determining authority under Part 5,
Division 5.1 of the Environmental Planning and Assessment Act 1979 (EP&A Act).

The purpose of this REF is to describe the proposal, to document the likely impacts of the proposal on the
environment, to detail protective measures to be implemented, and to comply with the ARTC Code of
Practice for Environmental Impact Assessment of Development Proposals in NSW (Code of Practice)
(Australian Rail Track Corporation, 2016). As per the Code of Practice, this proposal falls within a class 4
assessment, triggering the requirement for the preparation of an REF.

The description of the proposed work and associated environmental impacts have been undertaken in the
context of Section 228 of the Environmental Planning and Assessment Regulation 2000, the Biodiversity
Conservation Act 2016 (BC Act), and the Australian Government’s Environment Protection and Biodiversity
Conservation Act 1999 (EPBC Act). In doing so, the REF helps to fulfil the requirements of Section 5.5 of the
EP&A Act that ARTC examines and takes into account to the fullest extent possible, all matters affecting or
likely to affect the environment by reason of the activity.

The findings of the REF would be considered when assessing:

a) The significance of any impact on threatened species as defined by the Biodiversity Conservation
(BC) Act and/or Fisheries Management Act 1994 (FM Act), in Section 5A of the EP&A Act and
therefore the requirement for a Species Impact Statement or Biodiversity Development Assessment
Report (BDAR) to be prepared

NGH Pty Ltd | 19-505 - Final 1.3 |1
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b) The potential for the proposal to significantly impact a matter of national environmental significance
(MNES) or Commonwealth land and the need to make a referral to the Australian Government
Department of the Environment and Energy (DEE) for a decision by the Commonwealth Minister for
the Environment and whether assessment and approval is required under the EPBC Act

c) Whether a significant impact on the environment is likely, and therefore whether the activity may be
considered State Significant Infrastructure pursuant to the State Environmental Planning Policy
(State and Regional Development) 2011.

This REF has assessed impacts to the environment on three spatial scales outlined below:

Proposal site: means the area directly affected by the proposal. The proposal site includes the footprint of
the development and any ancillary works, facilities, accesses or hazard reduction zones that support the
construction or operation of the development or activity.

Study area: means the proposal site and any additional areas which are likely to be affected by the
proposal, either directly or indirectly. The study area should extend as far as is necessary to take all potential
impacts into account. For this proposal, the study area is the rail corridor which is the same as the proposal
site. Typically, the study area would extend to 50 m from the proposal site.

Locality: has the same meaning as ascribed to local population of a species or local occurrence of an
ecological community (i.e. the area within a 10 km radius of the proposed work area).

1.3. UPDATES TO REF

Following public display, the following changes have been made to this REF;

e Responsibilities column removed from summary table of safeguards and mitigation measures
included in Section 8.2 to avoid inconsistencies with delegation of responsibilities between ARTC
and the future Construction Contractor.

e Section 5 (Consultation) updated to provide further detail on the consultation activities undertaken
during the public display period for the REF

e General formatting of the document.

No changes to the Proposal description, scope or assessment as identified in the REF dated May 2020 are
proposed in this REF.
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Figure 1-1 Botany Yard Bi-Directional Signalling Upgrade Proposal site (ARTC, 2020)
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2. PROPOSAL NEEDS AND CONSIDERATIONS

2.1. PROPOSAL NEEDS

The NSW Freight and Ports Plan 2018-2023 (Transport for NSW, 2018) identified that access by both road
and rail to and from freight facilities such as ports is becoming increasingly constrained due to the increased
demand of general road users and the capacity of the existing freight network. Currently, the ability to
increase the share and efficiency of freight moved by rail through Port Botany is constrained by a number of
issues. In order to address these issues, a capacity analysis of the Botany Line as part of the Sydney
Metropolitan Freight Strategy 2015-2024 (Australian Rail Track Corporation, 2015) was conducted by ARTC.
Based on the predicted growth at the time (2014), it was concluded that the Botany Line would reach
capacity by 2022.

ARTC developed a Program of Works, funded by the Federal government under the National Building
Program to improve the efficiency of Botany Line, as well as increase its capacity for freight traffic.

The existing Botany Yard signalling system currently allows uni-directional signalling and partial bi-directional
along the arrival and departure tracks. This configuration limits operational efficiency of the line as trains
occasionally are required to wait for longer periods to enter and depart the Port. The reconfiguration of the
Botany Yard signalling system to enable bi-directional signalling will improve the operational efficiency of
train movements in Botany Yard.

Botany Yard also includes a disused siding which runs into the Kelloggs factory (a portion of line where rail
traffic can be placed clear of running lines; Kelloggs siding) and a non-motorised siding (Gelco siding). The
existing configuration at Gelco siding requires the train driver to contact the Network Control Centre to
enable the points (moveable components of paired rail that move to allow tracks to diverge or converge) at
the siding to be manually operated. As a result, trains are required to idle in this location for some time as
they wait to access the siding. Motorising the points at the Gelco siding would remove these constraints and
enabile trains efficient access to the siding. The proposal includes the provision of works to remove the
redundant infrastructure associated with the track connection to the Kelloggs siding and motorisation of the
points at Gelco siding.

The proposal will deliver improved operational performance of Botany Yard, which will assist with meeting
the objectives of the NSW Freight and Ports Plan 2018-2023 and the Sydney Metropolitan Freight Strategy
2015-2024.
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Figure 2-1 Track and civil works associated with the proposal
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2.2. PROPOSAL OBJECTIVES

The objective of the proposal is to improve the operational efficiency of train movements in Botany Yard
consistent with the overarching objectives of the NSW Freight and Ports Plan 2018-2023 and Sydney
Metropolitan Freight Strategy 2015-2024.

2.3. CONSIDERATION OF ALTERNATIVES

2.3.1. Option 1 — Do Nothing

This option would involve not undertaking the proposed works at Botany Yard.

In this option, the current operational performance of Botany Yard would be maintained into the future. This
is considered to be inconsistent with the objectives of the NSW Freight and Ports Plan 2018-2023 and
Sydney Metropolitan Freight Strategy 2015-2024, as the opportunities for improved freight capacity and
transport efficiencies would be limited.

As this option does not meet the proposal objectives, it is not the preferred option and has not been
considered further.

2.3.2. Option 2 - Signalling and track upgrade
Option 2 involves undertaking the following works:

¢ Removal and/or modification of existing signalling infrastructure

e Installation of new signalling infrastructure and equipment including new cable routes

e Finalise the removal of an existing track connection and associated equipment to the dis-used siding
(Kelloggs)

e Motorising existing points, turnout renewal and minor re-railing (Gelco sidings)

Undertaking the signalling works will enable additional bi-directional train movements in Botany Yard, which
will improve the flexibility of train movements, providing an overall positive benefit to the efficiency of the yard
and broader NSW freight rail network. Gelco siding is currently manually operated. This means that a driver
is required to wait for approval to enter the siding and then manually operate track levers to enter and exit.
Motorising the points at Gelco siding will remove these manual operations and reduce the time it takes for
trains to enter and exit the siding.

These works meet the proposal objective to improve the operational efficiency of Botany Yard and as such
Option 2 is the selected option and has been assessed in this REF.

2.3.3. Justification of Option

Option 2 is the preferred option as it meets the project objectives, whereby Option 1 would not change the
current operating conditions of the rail yard which would limit achievement of the objectives of the NSW
Freight and Ports Plan 2018-2023 and Sydney Metropolitan Freight Strategy 2015-2024. The proposal is
required to enhance the operational efficiency of freight movement between Port Botany and the wider
network.
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3. DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSAL

3.1. SCOPE OF WORKS

The Botany Yard rail corridor extends for approximately 4km from the Banksia Street footbridge at the north
to Penrhyn Road access gate in Banksmeadow in the south, with approximate chainage along the Botany
Line from 10.000km to 6.625km.

An operational requirement specification (ORS) and signal functional specification (SFS) for the Botany Line
and Botany Yard has been developed to outline the operational requirements and scope of the project. The
project scope is indicative and may change as a result of detailed design development. Proposed works
include but are not restricted to:

Signal Works

o Removal of 4 existing Signal posts

e Removal of 1 existing Signal Hut

o |Installation of 10 new Signal posts

e Installation of 1 new Signal Hut

e Provision of new cable routes to enable new Signal infrastructure above
¢ Modification to 14 existing Signals (i.e. new indications)

Track Works

¢ Finalise the removal of a track connection (and associated equipment) to the existing dis-used siding
(Kelloggs Siding)
e Motorising of existing points (Gelco Sidings)

All works will be wholly contained within the ARTC rail corridor.

3.2. CONSTRUCTION METHODS

Construction of the proposal would involve the following:
Site Establishment
Site establishment will be undertaken prior to construction, during standard working hours. It would include:

e Establishing environmental controls including erosion and sediment controls, signage and fencing
e Setup of proposed site compounds (site office, toilet, materials storage etc)

0 Banksia Street compound (may also be utilised concurrently for the BRD project)

0 McPherson Street compound

0 Swinbourne Street compound

o Botany Road compound
e  Stockpiling of rail infrastructure and materials.

Track Works
Track works involve:

e Motorising of existing manual points at the Gelco siding involving;
o Transportation of new motorised points prior to weekend possession, and stored at an
appropriate location (Ancillary site)
o Removal of existing points mechanism, turnout renewal, minor track work and lifting of new
motorised points machine into position and commissioning activities.
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e Finalise the removal of redundant ARTC rail infrastructure associated with the connection to Kelloggs
siding involving;
o Cutting of existing dis-used track into smaller portions
o Removal of dis-used track using lifting equipment
o Removal of old sleepers (may require minor excavation with a five tonne excavator)
o Removal of associated mechanical signalling equipment.

Any work within three metres of the nearest active rail track (at any height above or below the rail corridor) is
considered to be the work in the rail danger zone. Track works are typically undertaken within the danger
zone. Some track works may be undertaken during standard working hours where safety and operational
mechanisms can feasibly be put in place.

However, the majority of track works will be undertaken during scheduled track possessions which limits
impact to freight movement to and from Port Botany and protects worker safety and infrastructure integrity.
Track possessions are a pre-planned period during which the rail line is blocked to trains to permit work to be
carried out on or near the operating rail line. There are typically 4 to 5 track possessions per year and are
arranged across certain lengths of the network. Often these are driven by the peak operations of the
commuter rail network given the interfaces between the freight and commuter rail networks within the
metropolitan region. As such, track possessions are typically undertaken over a 48 hour period from 2:00am
Saturday to the following 2:00am Monday morning.

Signal Works

Signal works will be undertaken during standard construction hours and possession periods. Minor civil
works associated with the signal works (such as new cable routes and installation of signal posts and huts)
will be undertaken during possession periods where the works cannot be completed during standard
construction hours due to safety or operational constraints. Other minor signalling works would be
undertaken during standard construction hours. The signal works include:

o Removal and installation of signalling equipment;
o Installation of Signalling Equipment Room foundations and Signal foundations outside the
danger zone with excavator

o0 Installation of prefabricated sandwich panel Signalling Equipment Rooms with crane.
o Enabling/reconfiguration of equipment within Signalling Equipment Room (hand tools and

light vehicles)
o0 Cable installation in existing and new Combined Services Route
Signal equipment removal — decommissioning of signal equipment, physical removal of
signal assets by use of an excavator, and concrete breaker for foundations
o |Install pre-fabricated concrete signal bases and signals at designated locations New cable routes to
be installed to enable new signal infrastructure
o Survey mark out of new Signal route to be installed
Excavation of trench (approx. 1m deep) with 5 tonne excavator of signal route to be installed
Lay plastic PVC conduits in place (housing for new signal cables)
Install pre-fabricated concrete pits at designated locations, connecting the PVC conduits
Backfill the trenches with approved materials
0 Minor drainage works to accommodate signal infrastructure

(o}
o
o
o

Site Rehabilitation/ Decommissioning
Site rehabilitation and demobilisation works would include:

¢ Removal of fencing, waste and environmental controls
e Site rehabilitation
e Removal of site amenities.
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3.3. EARTHWORKS

Minor excavation works would be undertaken for the proposal as a result of trenching for new cable routes
and installation of new signal bases and signals. Excavated spoil would be backfilled into the trenches once
cabling is laid. Excavation to establish drainage near the new signal hut will also be undertaken.

Excavation is expected to be 1-1.5 metres deep for cabling, and three metres for signal bases only, and will
be undertaken with controls in place as per the mitigation measures identified in section 6.1 due to potential
contaminants in the area.

3.4. PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION MATERIALS

Construction materials will include but not be limited to:

¢ New signalling equipment
e Precast concrete bases

e Cabling

e Timber/concrete sleepers
e Steel/metal rail

e Concrete footings

3.5. PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION EQUIPMENT

General equipment used during the works will include but not be limited to:

e Excavators

e Tamper train

e Sleeper laying machine

e Bobcat

e Vacuum Truck (non-destructive water excavation)
e Track cutter

¢ Hand tools

e Generator

e Flood lights

e Jack hammers

e Mobile crane

¢ Vehicle mounted cable winch

As the proposal is located within an area subject to Section 183 of the Airports Act 1996 and regulation 7 of
the Airports (Protection of Airspace) Regulations 1996, approval for the operation of a ‘controlled activity’
must be granted for any crane operation which intrudes the Obstacle Limitation Surface (OLS) .

3.6. TIMING AND HOURS OF WORKS

Construction associated with the proposal would be undertaken intermittently over a period of approximately
36 months. Works are expected to commence in mid-2022, subject to completion of detailed design, and
completed by 2025.

Site establishment works, minor signalling works and minor track works would predominantly be undertaken
during standard work hours outlined in the Interim Construction Noise Guideline (DECC, 2009; ICNG), being
7am to 6pm, Monday to Friday, 8am to 1pm Saturdays and no work on Sundays or public holidays.
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Some of the track works, civil works and signalling works (e.g. CSR installation) would be undertaken during
periods when trains are not operating to protect workers and infrastructure. These works are planned to be
undertaken across approximately six weekend possession periods across the construction period. Works
may also be undertaken during controlled signal blocks (CSBs), which typically occur during low demand
periods e.g. early mornings.

During standard hours it is estimated that only one crew would be operating (5-10 workers), with minimal
plant i.e. 5tonne excavator and tipper. During weekend possession works, to ensure works are completed
within the limited periods available, there would be additional crews with additional plant and equipment.

Out of hours works would be undertaken in accordance with ARTC’s existing Environmental Protection
License 3142 (EPL) or any other relevant Environmental Protection License which applies to the works.

3.7. SITE COMPOUNDS

Site compounds are required for the proposal. Proposed site compound locations are adjacent to the
Swinbourne Street access gate, near the McPherson Street access gate, in between Banksia Street and
Stephen Road Bridge (which may be utilised concurrently by the BRD project), and adjacent to Botany Road
Bridge. Figure 3-1, Figure 3-2, Figure 3-3 and Figure 3-4 show the locations of these potential sites.

These proposed site compounds will be utilised for temporary material storage, temporary machinery
staging, workforce parking and site offices. Operation of the compounds would last throughout construction
i.e. intermittently over a period of approximately 36 months and include standard construction hours and six
rail possessions.

Compound operation generally has no requirement for noise intensive equipment.

3.8. PROPERTY REQUIREMENTS

Property acquisition is not expected for this proposal. If the potential site compound location adjacent to
Botany Road (refer to Figure 3-1) is required, ARTC would seek agreement from Transport for NSW
(TfNSW) (formerly Roads and Maritime Services) as the owner of the land prior to commencement of
activities at this site.
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Figure 3-1 Potential Ancillary site adjacent to Botany Road
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Figure 3-2 Potential Ancillary site near McPherson Street access gate
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Figure 3-3 Potential Ancillary site near Swinbourne Street access gate
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Figure 3-4 Potential Ancillary site near Banksia Street access gate (would may used concurrently by BRD project)
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4. LEGAL AND POLICY REQUIREMENTS

4.1. PLANNING APPROVAL PROCESS

The Planning Approval process is summarised here and the legal permissibility of the project and around
that process is further detailed in Section 4.2 below.

Part 5, Division 5.1 of the EP&A Act imposes environmental assessment obligations on determining
authorities, which are usually public authorities and statutory state-owned corporations, but also include
other specified agencies such as local government authorities. Part 5, Division 5.1 applies to activities (as
defined in Section 5.1) that:

e are to be carried out by a Minister or public authority; or
e are to be carried out on behalf of a Minister or public authority; or
e which require the approval of a Minister or public authority.

Schedule 3 of State Environmental Planning Policy (State and Regional Development) 2011 clarifies that
development for the purpose of rail infrastructure by or on behalf of ARTC is State significant infrastructure
(SSI) if the development has a capital investment value of more than $50 million. The capital investment of
this Proposal is approximately $18 million, well below the $50 million threshold, and is therefore not SSI.

This Proposal is permitted without development consent under Clause 79 of the Infrastructure SEPP and as
such the Proposal is assessed under Part 5, Division 5.1 of the EP&A Act. Accordingly, ARTC is both the
proponent and the determining authority.

Under Section 5.5 of the EP&A Act, ARTC is responsible for assessing the impacts of its activities. This REF
presents an assessment of the potential environmental impacts associated with the Proposal. Clause 228 (2)
of the EP&A Regulation identifies the factors that must be considered. These factors are summarised in
Appendix D. As per the Code of Practice (Australian Rail Track Corporation, 2016), this proposal falls within
a class 4 assessment, triggering the requirement for the preparation of an REF.
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The following section identifies the applicable local and regional planning instruments, the relevant State and Commonwealth environment and planning legislation,
and discusses the relevant planning approval process applicable to the Proposal.

Law, Policy or Regulation

State Law

Objective

Requirement for the proposal

Environmental Planning and
Assessment Act 1979 (EP&A
Act)

Provides for a co-ordinated approach to development ensuring the
proper management, development and conservation of natural and
cultural resources and promoting social and economic welfare and a
better environment.

ARTC is prescribed as a public authority in relation to development for
the purposes of rail infrastructure facilities, development in or adjacent
to rail corridors and development for prescribed railways or railway
projects that is permitted without consent by a public authority under
the Infrastructure SEPP.

ARTC is a public authority for the purpose of rail infrastructure facilities
as per clause 277 of the EP&A Regulation and clause 5 of the
Infrastructure SEPP.

This REF has been completed under Part 5, Division 5.1 of the EP&A
Act and aims to address ARTC’s duty in respect to considering the
environmental impact of the proposed activities under Section 5.5 of
the EP&A Act and Section 228 of the Environmental Planning and
Assessment Regulation 2000.

ARTC is both the proponent and the determining authority for this
proposal.

Environmental Planning and
Assessment Regulation 2000

The Regulation supports the NSW planning system by guiding
processes, plans, public consultation, impact assessment and
decisions made by local councils, Department of Planning, Industry
and Environment and other agencies.

Under clause 244(f) ARTC was required to prepare a Code and make
an application to the Planning Secretary for approval of the Code.

The resulting document, ‘Code of Practice for Environmental Impact
Assessment of Development Proposals in NSW’ (Australian Rail Track
Corporation, 2016) has been referenced in the preparation of this REF.

State Environment Planning
Policy (Infrastructure) 2007

(ISEPP)

The ISEPP aims to facilitate the effective delivery of infrastructure
across the State. The ISEPP includes provisions for developments
which may be carried out by, or on behalf of, a public authority without
the requirement for consent.

Under Clause 79(2) of Division 15 of ISEPP, development for the
purpose of the railways and rail infrastructure facilities may be carried
out by or on behalf of a public authority without consent on any land.
The proposal meets the definition of ‘railway infrastructure facilities’
under clause 79 of the ISEPP.
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‘ Requirement for the proposal

ARTC is a public authority for the purpose of rail infrastructure
facilities as per clause 277 of the EP&A Regulation and clause 5
of the Infrastructure SEPP.

State Environment Planning
Policy (State Significant
Precincts) 2005

(State Significant SEPP)

The State Significant SEPP (formerly the State Environmental
Planning Policy (Major Development) 2005) aims to;

a) facilitate the development, redevelopment or protection of
important urban, coastal and regional sites of economic,
environmental or social significance to the State to facilitate
the orderly use, development or conservation of those State
significant precincts for the benefit of the State;

b) facilitate service delivery outcomes for a range of public
services and to provide for the development of major sites
for a public purpose or redevelopment of major sites no
longer appropriate or suitable for public purposes.

The Botany Bay Local Environmental Plan 2013 lists part of the
proposal site as residing within a Major Development SEPP zoned
area. The Major Development SEPP has now been replaced with the
State Significant SEPP, and the area is not zoned under this SEPP.
Therefore, no assessment is required under this SEPP.

State Environmental Planning
Policy — (Koala Habitat
Protection) 2019 (Koala
Habitat Protection SEPP)

This SEPP encourages the conservation and management of natural
vegetation that provides habitat for Koalas. Koalas are listed under
the BC Act as a vulnerable species. The Koala Habitat Protection
SEPP applies to each local government area listed in Schedule 1.

Activities assessed under Part 5 of the EP&A Act are not subject to
the Koala Habitat Protection SEPP. Koalas and their habitats are
assessed under the BC Act.

The Bayside (formerly Botany Bay) local government area is not
listed under Schedule 1 of Koala Habitat Protection SEPP.

Biodiversity Conservation Act
2016

The purpose of the Biodiversity Conservation Act 2016 is to maintain
a healthy, productive and resilient environment for the greatest well-
being of the community, now and into the future, consistent with the
principles of ecologically sustainable development.

This Act was enacted on 25 August 2017.

A search of the OEH BioNet database was undertaken in October 2019.
The potential for the proposal to impact threatened species, populations
and endangered ecological communities is assessed in section 6.2 and
the Biodiversity Assessment Appendix A. The assessment determined
that the proposal would not have a significant impact on threatened
species or ecological communities, and an EIS or SIS is not required.
Section 6.2 and the Biodiversity Assessment in Appendix A
addresses impacts relating biodiversity.

Biosecurity Act 2015

The primary object of the Biosecurity Act 2015 is to provide a
framework for the prevention, elimination and minimisation of

ARTC has a general biosecurity duty under Part 3 of this Act.

NGH Pty Ltd | 19-505 - Final 1.3

|17



Law, Policy or Regulation
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biosecurity risks posed by biosecurity matter, dealing with biosecurity
matter, carriers and potential carriers, and other activities that involve
biosecurity matter, carriers or potential carriers. The biosecurity
framework and tools safeguard our economy, environment and
community and Any land managers and users of land have a
responsibility for managing weed biosecurity risks that they know
about or could reasonably be expected to know about.
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‘ Requirement for the proposal

Section 6.2 and the Biodiversity Assessment in Appendix A
addresses impacts relating to priority weeds.

Heritage Act 1977

The Heritage Act 1997 provides for the protection of non-indigenous
heritage. Section 148 requires notification to the Heritage Branch of
any discovery of relics.

No permits under the Heritage Act are required for the proposal.
Section 6.8 addresses impacts associated with non-Aboriginal
heritage.

National Parks and Wildlife
Act 1974

The objectives of the National Parks and Wildlife Act 1974 (NPW Act)
are to conserve and preserve nature; conserve objects, places or
features (including biological diversity) of cultural value within the
landscape; foster public appreciation, understanding and enjoyment
of nature and cultural heritage and their conservation; and provide
for the management of land reserved under this Act.

Section 6.7 of this REF assesses the potential for the proposal to
impact on Aboriginal heritage.

Roads Act 1993

The objectives of this Act are to;

a) to set out the rights of members of the public to pass along public
roads, and

b) to set out the rights of persons who own land adjoining a public
road to have access to the public road, and

c) to establish the procedures for the opening and closing of a
public road, and

d) to provide for the classification of roads, and

e) to provide for the declaration of RMS and other public authorities
as roads authorities for both classified and unclassified roads,
and

f) to confer certain functions (in particular, the function of carrying
out road work) on RMS and on other roads authorities, and

g) to provide for the distribution of the functions conferred by this
Act between RMS and other roads authorities, and

h) to regulate the carrying out of various activities on public roads.

The proposal is likely to generate a negligible temporary increase in
local traffic during the construction phase. In t