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Executive
Summary

Umwelt (Australia) Pty Limited (Umwelt) was
commissioned by Borg Panels Pty Ltd (Borg) to
conduct an independent environmental audit against
the Development Consent SSD 7016 for the Borg
Panels Timber Processing Facility in Oberon. This
audit was undertaken for the Department of
Planning and Environment (DPE) for the period 29
May 2017 to 30 June 2018 (the audit period).

The audit also assessed compliance with the
conditions of the site Environment Protection Licence
(EPL), management plans and other licence
documents.

This audit was conducted by Daniel Sullivan
(Exemplar Global International Certified Auditor
113202) and Clare Naylor from Umwelt.

The field visit component was completed on 4 July
2018.

The audit consisted of a detailed desktop review of
documentation, interviews with key Borg Panels staff
and a field inspection of the existing development and
the new construction areas. The audit was conducted
generally consistent with ‘AS/NZS I1SO 19011
Australian/New Zealand Standard: Guidelines for
quality and/or environmental management systems
auditing and the ‘Independent Audit Guideline Post-
approval requirements for State significant
developments (NSW Government, 2015)".

This audit has concluded that the environmental
management practices being applied at the Borg
Panels site are mostly appropriate. This observation
is supported by the relatively small number of

community complaints received during the audit
period. However, a review of erosion and sediment
controls and waste storage and management is
required as recommended in Section 6 to ensure
compliance with the management plans and SSD
7016.

A review of environmental incidents that occurred at
Borg Panels during the audit period identified all
incidents were classified as low risk. However, it
could not be verified whether Borg Panels notified
DPE and EPA of the incidents and prepared an
incident report. It has been recommended (see
Section 7) that Borg Panels undertake a review of
their incident response and notification procedures
to ensure compliance with the management plans
and SSD 7016. .

Non-compliances identified during this audit are
summarised in Section 3. Each of the identified non-
compliances that occurred during the audit period
were administrative or low risk in nature. A series of
recommendations arising from a review of
environmental management documentation, the
audit site inspections and identified non-compliances
is provided in see Section 6.

At the time of the audit, Borg Panels staff were
aware of most of the identified non-compliances
against development consent conditions, licences
and approvals and were working to address a
number of the issues identified in this report.
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1.0 Introduction

Borg Panels Pty Ltd is a wholly owned subsidiary of Borg Manufacturing Pty Ltd (Borg) who operates the
Borg Panels Timber Processing Facility (Borg Panels) located in Oberon, New South Wales . Borg
commissioned Umwelt (Australia) Pty Limited (Umwelt) to conduct an Independent Environmental Audit
(IEA) of the Borg Panels site located in Oberon. The IEA was conducted in accordance with the
Development Consent for the Borg Panels (SSD 7016) Schedule 5, Condition 11 and the NSW Government
Independent Audit Guideline Post-approval requirements for State significant developments (NSW Audit
Guidelines) (NSW Government, 2015).

The IEA was led by Daniel Sullivan (Principal Environmental Consultant) with assistance from Clare Naylor
(Environmental Scientist) with the Independent Audit Certification Form included as Appendix 1 as
required by the NSW Audit Guidelines. As required by the Development Consent, the Daniel Sullivan (Lead
Auditor) was approved by Department of Planning and Environment (DPE) to undertake the audit (refer to
Appendix 2 for a copy of the letter of approval from DPE dated 9 May 2018).

The IEA consisted of a detailed desktop review and onsite component including a site inspection which
assessed the compliance status of the Borg Panels site against the Development Consent and other
relevant environmental approvals and licences, for operations and construction occurring between 29 May
2017 and 30 June 2018 (the audit period). The on-site component of the IEA was conducted on 4 July 2018
(see Appendix 3 for the IEA plan and itinerary). This included a field inspection of key infrastructure,
including construction and operational areas conducted in accordance with AS/NZS ISO 19011
Australian/New Zealand Standard: Guidelines for quality and/or environmental management systems
auditing. Some information requested by the IEA team was not available on-site at the time of the audit
and was subsequently provided to the IEA team for review.

The weather conditions during the site component of this IEA were cool and dry with a temperature of

8.5 °C at 9 am and 0.4 mm of rain. Winds during the audit were from the north, with speeds of around

9 km/h. In the week preceding the IEA, conditions were similar to that of the audit (cool and dry). Weather
conditions were recorded at the Oberon (Springbank) station (063063).

An opening and closing meeting for the IEA was held on site, with relevant Borg Panels Environment staff
with senior management personnel in attendance at both the opening and closing meeting.

This report provides an outline of the IEA methodology and results, and provides recommended actions for
achieving full compliance with environmental approvals.

Borg Panels Pty Ltd Introduction
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1.1 Audit Objectives

The key objectives identified for the 2018 IEA for Borg Panels were as follows:

e to undertake an independent environmental audit as required by the conditions of the Development
Consent

e to assess the environmental performance of Borg Panels against the Conditions of Consent,
Environmental Protection Licence (EPL) and other applicable licences listed below, and the ability of the
environmental management systems and controls to provide for sustainable management of the

construction of the new facilities and the operations of the existing facilities.

The IEA assessed the level of compliance and the environmental performance of Borg Panels in accordance
with the:

e Development Consent for SSD 7016 dated 29 May 2017
e Environment Protection Licence (EPL) 3035
e relevant Water Licences under the Water Act 1912 and Water Management Act 2000

e respective environmental impact statement (EIS), including the EISs supporting documents and
statement of commitments (management and mitigation measures)

e strategies, plans and programs which have been prepared for construction / and or operation under
SSD 7016.

The scope of the IEA for Borg Panels is detailed in Section 1.2.

1.2 Audit Scope

The IEA was undertaken in accordance with the Development Consent conditions and supporting approval
documents as detailed in Section 1.1.

1.2.1 Development Consent

As part of the Development Consent conditions, Borg Panels is required to be audited independently to
determine compliance to the satisfaction of the Secretary of Department of Planning and Environment
(DPE). In order to assess the level of compliance with the terms of the approval, Condition C15 of SSD 7016
requires that an independent environmental audit of the project be conducted within 12 months of the
date of Development Consent SSD 7016 being granted. The specific requirements of Condition C15 include
the following:

C15. Within 12 months of the date of this consent and every 3 years thereafter, unless the Secretary directs
otherwise, the Applicant must commission and pay the full cost of an Independent Environmental Audit of

the Development. This audit must:

a) be conducted by a suitably qualified, experienced and independent team of experts whose
appointment has been endorsed by the Secretary;

b) include consultation with the relevant agencies;

Borg Panels Pty Ltd Introduction
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c) assess the environmental performance of the Development and assess whether it is complying
with the requirements in this consent, and any other relevant approvals, relevant EPL(s)
(including any assessment, plan or program required under these approvals);

d) review the adequacy of any approved strategy, plan or program required under the
abovementioned consents; and

e) recommend measures or actions to improve the environmental performance of the
Development, and/or any strategy, plan or program required under these consents.

Note: This audit team must be led by a suitably qualified auditor, and include relevant experts in any other
fields specified by the Secretary.

Development Consent SSD 7016 was approved on 29 May 2017 and as required by Condition C15 this IEA is
the first IEA required by Condition C15 covering the audit period 29 May 2017 to 30 June 2018. Accordingly
there have been no previous audits against SSD 7016 that warrant review or consideration as part of this
IEA.

1.2.2 Development Consent and Supporting Document Summary

Operations at Borg Panels consists of a mix of Approvals that have been approved as part of previous
applications under Part 3A (repealed) of the Environmental Planning and Assessment Act 1979 (EP&A Act)
and modifications to that consent issued under S.75W (repealed) of the EP&A Act. Operations at Borg
Panels commenced in 1995 with operations approved under DA 27/95 with a number of subsequent
modifications to DA 27/95.

These approvals were superseded by a Development Consent (SSD 7016) granted under Division 4.1 of Part
4 of the EP&A Act in 2017 which aimed to bring all elements of the operations at Borg Panels under the one
consent, allow the expansion onto adjoining land parcels and allow for the expansion of site operations.
The new Development Consent SSD 7016 and the new conditions of this consent will take precedence over
the existing consent. However, there are elements of the existing DA 27/95 that will not be altered and will
continue to operate separate from SSD 7016. The scope of this audit as outlined in Section 1.2 is to
conduct an IEA as required condition C15 of SSD 7016 and does not consider compliance against DA 27/95.

The supporting documentation to SSD 7016 is the Environmental Impact Statement Timber Processing
Facility (Particle Board), prepared by the Design Partnership dated June 2016 and Response to Submissions

Timber Processing Facility (Particle Board, Rev E), prepared by the Design Partnership dated
December2016.

1.2.3  Supporting Approvals and Documents

The other approvals and statutory documents held by Borg Panels which have been reviewed as part of this
IEA include:

e EPL No. 3035
e Water Access Licence (80WA715797)

e any strategy, plan or program which has been prepared for SSD 7016.

Borg Panels Pty Ltd Introduction
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1.3 Audit Criteria

The compliance status of each approval was assessed in accordance with the compliance assessment
criteria detailed within the NSW Audit Guidelines as reproduced in Table 1.1 and Table 1.2.

Table 1.1 Independent Audit Guidelines Compliance Assessment Criteria

Assessment Criteria

Compliant Where the auditor has collected sufficient verifiable evidence to demonstrate that the
intent and all elements of the requirement of the regulatory approval have been complied
with within the scope of the audit.

Not verified Where the auditor has not been able to collect sufficient verifiable evidence to

demonstrate that the intent and all elements of the requirement of the regulatory approval
have been complied with within the scope of the audit. In the absence of sufficient
verification the auditor may in some instances be able to verify by other means (visual
inspection, personal communication, etc.) that a requirement has been met. In such a
situation, the requirement should still be assessed as not verified. However, the auditor
could note in the report that they have no reasons to believe that the operation in non-
compliant with that requirement.

Non- Compliant

Where the auditor has collected sufficient veritable evidence to demonstrate that the
intent of one or more specific elements of the regulatory approval have not been complied
with within the scope of the audit.

Administrative
non-compliance

A technical non-compliance with a regulatory approval that would not impact on
performance and that is considered minor in nature (e.g. report submitted but not on the
due date, failed minor or late monitoring session). This would not apply to performance-
related aspects (e.g. exceedance of noise limit) or were a requirement had not been met at
all (e.g. noise management plan not prepared and submitted for approval).

Not triggered

A regulatory approval requirement has an activation or timing trigger that had not been
met at the time of the audit inspection, therefore a determination of compliance could not
be made.

Observation

Observations are recorded where the audit identified issues of concern which do not
strictly relate to the scope of the audit or assessment of compliance. Further observations
are considered to be indicators of potential non-compliances or areas where performance
may be improved.

Note

A statement or fact, were no assessment of compliance in required.

Borg Panels Pty Ltd
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Table 1.2 Risk Level for Non-Compliances

Risk level Colour Description

code

High Non-compliance with potential for significant environmental consequences,
regardless of the likelihood of occurrence

Medium Non-compliance with:

potential for serious environmental consequences, but is unlikely to occur; or

potential for moderate environmental consequences, but is likely to occur

Low Non-compliance with:

potential for moderate environmental consequences, but is unlikely to occur

potential for low environmental consequences, but is likely to occur

Administrative Only to be applied where the non-compliance does not result in any risk of
non- compliance environmental harm (e.g. submitting a report to government later then required
under approval conditions)

1.4 Structure of this Document

This report contains the following sections:

e Section 1.0 Introduction. An overview of Borg Panels and the purpose and scope of the audit
e Section 2.0 Audit Methodology. A detailed description of the audit process

e Section 3.0 — Compliance Assessment. An overview of the findings of the audit, including detailed
descriptions of any non-compliance identified

e Section 4.0 — Environmental Management Plans

e Section 5.0 — Environmental Performance

e Section 6.0 — Recommendations and Conclusion

e Appendix 1 — Independent Audit Submission Form

e Appendix 2 — DPE Correspondence Approving the Audit Team
e Appendix 3 —Audit Plan and Itinerary

e Appendix 4 —Compliance Tables for Development Consent SSD 7016 and Applicant’s Management and
Mitigation Measures

e Appendix 5 - Photographic Plates. Photographs of key site features referred to in this report.

Borg Panels Pty Ltd Introduction
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2.0 Audit Methodology

The audit process involved the interview of personnel and relevant regulatory agencies, a review of
documentation and samples of records provided by Borg Panels and a site inspection of the Borg Panels
site to determine the level of environmental performance and compliance of the Borg Panels site.

2.1 Audit Team

The audit team was led by Daniel Sullivan, a qualified and highly experienced environmental auditor, who
has undertaken a number of DPE independent environmental audits for SSD projects in NSW. Daniel was
approved by DPE to act as the lead auditor for the project. Clare Naylor provided assistance as an
Environmental Auditor. A copy of the independent audit certification form as required by the NSW Audit
Guidelines is included within Appendix 1 with the DPE correspondence approving the audit team included
within Appendix 2.

2.2 Agency/Stakeholder Consultation

During the preparation for this IEA, input was sought from regulatory agencies on 20 June 2018 to confirm
any areas of compliance or environmental management at Borg Panels that should be a particular focus.
The following agencies were contacted and invited to provide input as part of the scoping phase of this
Audit:

e Department of Planning and Environment (DPE)

e Environment Protection Authority (EPA)

e Office of Environment & Heritage (OEH)

e Crown Lands & Water Division (formerly DPI - Water)

e Oberon Council

An overview of the agency consultation is included in Table 2.1. Representatives from DPE, EPA, and
Oberon Council responded and provided feedback regarding items to be addressed in addition to the
requirements of the Development Consent with their responses summarised in Table 2.1 below. There was
no feedback received from the other stakeholders contacted prior to the audit.

Borg Panels Pty Ltd Audit Methodology
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Table 2.1 Stakeholder Consultation
Stakeholder Peron Contacted ‘ Response ‘ Where Addressed
DPE Pamela Morales DPE requested: Section 3, Section 5

(Acting Team
Leader — Industry
Assessments)

Look at all relevant conditions in the
development consent and in particular
focus on:

0 Noise performance

0 Site water management (including
sediment control during construction
and site works)

0 Remediation of hydrocarbon
contaminated soil stockpiles (from

former fuel depot)

0 Air quality and dust management.

and Appendix 4

EPA

Andrew Helms

(Regional
Operations
Officer — Central
West)

EPA requested:

Confirmation of the progress of the dirty
water management system on site and
compliance with the Construction
Environmental Management Plan

Confirmation of the status of the variations
to the existing EPL regarding the new
surface water discharge point and the
amalgamation of air discharge points at the
existing MDF factory (if applicable to the
IEA).

Section 5, Section 6
and Appendix 4

Oberon Council

Shane Wilson

(Planning and
Development
Director)

Oberon Council requested:

Confirmation of any stormwater or surface
water leaving the site including the quality
and quantity

Trade waste and if there is any leaving the
site via sewer discharge.

Section 3, Section 5
and Appendix 4

2.3

Site Interviews and Inspections

The opening meeting was held at the Borg Panels main office commencing at 9.00 am on 4 July 2018. The
list of participants is provided in Table 2.2.

Borg Panels Pty Ltd Audit Methodology
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Table 2.2 Opening Meeting Attendees

Person ‘ Organisation ‘ Title

Victor Bendevski Borg Environmental and Regulatory Compliance
Sharon Cutting Borg WHSE Co-ordinator

Aaron Evans Borg Process Development Manager

Tony Truscott Borg Facility Manager

lan Makins Borg WHS Co-ordinator

Jim Hawkes Borg WHS Co-ordinator

David Sullivan Umwelt Lead Auditor

Clare Naylor Umwelt Auditor

The audit team was introduced and the scope of their responsibilities was conveyed to the auditees. The
purpose, depth and scope of the audit were outlined. The methods to be used by the team to conduct the
audit were explained. It was stated that the audit team would be interviewing personnel, reviewing site
management plans, examining records and conducting a site inspection in order to address specific
compliance requirements. Borg Panels personnel were asked to provide an overview of the status of
construction and operations, the approvals history and relevant site environmental management measures
such as noise, water management and erosion and sediment control.

2.3.1 Audit Interviews

During the on-site component of the audit, interviews were conducted with relevant Borg Panels staff
identified in Table 2.3.

Table 2.3 Personnel Interviewed During the Audit

Organisation

Victor Bendevski Borg Environmental and Regulatory Compliance
Sharon Cutting Borg WHSE Co-ordinator
Aaron Evans Borg Process Development Manager

2.3.2 Data Collection and Verification

Documents and data collated during the audit process were reviewed whilst on-site where possible. A
number of documents were also provided to the audit team prior to the on-site component of the audit
and documents that were not available during the on-site component of the audit were provided following
the audit.

All information obtained during the audit process was verified by the audit team where possible. For
example, statements made by site personnel were verified by viewing documentation and/or site
inspections where possible. Where suitable verification could not be provided, this has been identified in
the audit findings.

Borg Panels Pty Ltd Audit Methodology
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2.3.3  Site Inspection
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A detailed site inspection of Borg Panels was undertaken during the audit. The following locations were

inspected:

e Proposed screening and dryer area (under construction)

e Proposed hardstand area adjacent to site entrance (under construction)

e Water Recycling Plant

e New proposed hardstand, emergency basin and first flush basin area (under construction)

e LogYard

e HeatPlant

e  Manufacturing and Processing Plant

e Proposed enclosed Chipper / Debarked (under construction)

e Existing Manufacturing Plant

2.3.4 Closing Meeting

Proposed additional Storage & Sanding Line (under construction)

The list of participants who attended the closing meeting is provided in Table 2.4.

Table 2.4 Closing Meeting Attendees

Person ‘ Organisation ‘ Title

Victor Bendevski Borg Environmental and regulatory Compliance
Sharon Cutting Borg WHSE Co-ordinator

Aaron Evans Borg Process Development Manager

Tony Truscott Borg Facility Manager

David Sullivan Umwelt Lead Auditor

Clare Naylor Umwelt Auditor

The objective of this meeting was to discuss outstanding matters, present preliminary findings and outline

the process for finalising the audit report.

Borg Panels Pty Ltd
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2.3.5

Following completion of the site audit, the Development Consent, EPL and compliance assessments were
completed and audit notes were reviewed in order to compile a list of outstanding matters to be noted in

Independent Environmental Audit Reporting

the audit report. This report was prepared to provide an overview of the status of compliance by reference
to the relevant compliance documentation and any other observations of the auditors during the site
inspections and interviews. This report has been prepared on an exception basis, highlighting the
compliance issues identified along with any areas where action or improvement is required. This IEA has
been prepared in accordance with the NSW Audit Guidelines with Table 2.5 detailing where the key
requirements have been addressed.

Table 2.5 Audit Guidelines Requirements

Section ‘ Description ‘ Where Addressed
2 Assess the operator’s compliance with the requirements of regulatory Section 3 and
approvals, including (as applicable): Appendix 4
e The Development Consent
e The Environment Protection Licence
e  Water licences and approvals.
2,3 The scope of the audit and the audit team (including any technical specialists) Section 1.2
to be determined by the lead regulator.
33 The auditor team must be independent of the development being audited and Section 2.1 and
audit findings must be based on verifiable evidence. Appendix 1
4.1 The compliance status of each requirement or commitment should be Section 3 and
assessed in accordance with the compliance assessment criteria and risk levels Appendix 4
in the audit guidelines.
4.2 Consultation with key regulatory agencies prior to commencement of the Section 2.2
audit site inspection.
5.1 The audit outcomes to be documented in a thorough, accessible and accurate This Audit Report
audit report that is written in a neutral tone reflecting facts gathered by the
audit team.
5.1 The audit report should include the following sections: This Audit Report
e Introduction, providing a brief overview of the development, audit scope and
objectives
® Methodology, describing the audit team, methodology applied, document
reviews, site inspections and interviews
e Audit findings, including documentation of consultation, response to actions
from the previous audit, assessment of compliance status against the
conditions and commitments in relevant documents and a discussion of
environmental incidents and performance
e Recommendations, identifying any opportunities for improvement identified
in the audit.
5.2 Audit reports submitted to the lead regulator must be certified by the lead Appendix 1
auditor on an attached ‘Independent Audit Submission Form’
5.3 Copies of the final audit report to be distributed to regulatory agencies within Borg Panels to
two weeks of finalisation and placed on the development’s website. complete
6 The operator of the development to respond to the lead regulator responding Borg Panels to
to the audit findings and recommendations with an action plan within four complete
weeks of receiving the final audit report.

Borg Panels Pty Ltd
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2.4 Limitations

The findings of the compliance audit are based upon visual observations of the site and its vicinity,
interviews with site personnel and our interpretation of documentation provided by Borg Panels.

Opinions presented herein apply to the site as it existed at the time of the audit and from information
provided by site personnel and government agencies. Any changes to this information of which Umwelt is
not aware and has not had the opportunity to evaluate therefore cannot be considered in this report.

The auditors have taken due care to consider all reasonably available information provided whilst
undertaking this audit and have taken this information to represent a fair and reasonable characterisation
of the environmental status of the site, but recognise that any site assessment program is necessarily
limited in scope and true site conditions may differ from those inferred from the available data.

Borg Panels Pty Ltd Audit Methodology
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3.0 Compliance Assessment

This section provides a discussion of the identified non-compliances and the status of the approvals
assessed as part of the audit. Appendix 4 provides a condition by condition checklist of SSD 7016 and
provides the compliance status of each condition. The scope of approvals assessed as part of this audit is
detailed in Section 1.2. The respective tables in the following sections include a ranking of the non-
compliance risk levels (refer to Table 2.1) in accordance with the NSW Audit Guidelines. Recommendations
arising from the non-compliances are also included Section 6.

3.1 Development Consent SSD 0716

A summary of the identified non-compliances against SSD 7016 are provided in Table 3.1 with further
details provided in the compliance tables in Appendix 4.

Table 3.1 Non-Compliance with Development Consent SSD 7016

Condition Non-Compliance Risk Level
Schedule 2, Condition The Development at Borg Panels is generally undertaken Low
A2 in accordance with SSD 7016, the EIS and RTS, Layout

Plans and Drawings in this EIS, and Management and
Mitigation Measures listed in this EIS and Appendix B of
SSD 7016. However, non-compliances with elements of
these documents were identified during the audit
including that the proposed hardstand area (under
construction adjacent to the site entrance) is larger than
the approved area in the EIS (and development layout
plans contained in Appendix A of SSD 7016).

Schedule 2, Condition An application under Clause 97 of the Environmental
A26 Planning and Assessment Regulation 2000 was
submitted to the DP&E on 30 November 2017 (one day
outside the required 6 months from the date of
consent) to remove the Borg Panels site from DA27/95.
DPE did not concur with this modification request and
therefore DA 27/95 is still applicable to the Borg Panels
site.

A S96 Modification under the Environmental Planning
and Assessment Regulation 2000 was submitted to DPE
to remove Condition A26 from SSD 7016.

Schedule 2, Condition B5 The Operational Air Quality Management Plan (OAQMP)
was submitted to DPE on 30 November 2017, which was
one day late (not within 6 months from the date of

consent).
Schedule 2, Condition The Operational Noise Management Plan (ONMP) was
B18 submitted to DPE on 30 November 2017, which was one
day late (not within 6 months from the date of consent
SSD 7016).
Borg Panels Pty Ltd Compliance Assessment
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Condition

Schedule 2, Condition
B24

Non-Compliance

The Mobile Wood Chipper Operational Management
(MWCOMP) Plan was submitted to DPE on 30 November
2017, which was one day late (not within 6 months from
the date of consent SSD 7016).

..
umwelt

Risk Level

Schedule 2, Condition Erosion and sediment controls were not compliant with Low
B29 the Managing Urban Stormwater: Soils and Construction

Guideline (The Blue Book).
Schedule 2, Condition During the audit period there were two EPL exceedances Low
B31 relating to BOD and TSS.
Schedule 2, Condition The SWMP was submitted to DPE on 30 November 2017,
B32 which was one day late (not within 6 months from the

date of consent SSD 7016).
Schedule 2, Condition Chemicals, fuels and oils are not stored in appropriately Low
B45 bunded areas both within operational and construction

areas of the Borg Panels site.
Schedule 2, Condition Waste was observed to be stored outside of designated Low
B46 waste storage areas and there is a lack of designated /

segregated waste storage areas.
Schedule 2, Condition The Construction and Demolition Waste Management Low
B50 Plan is not being implemented in all construction areas.

During the site audit waste segregation and the frequency

of waste disposal was not in accordance with this plan.

Schedule 2, Condition
B51

The WMP was submitted to DPE on 30 November 2017,
which was one day late (not within 6 months from the
date of consent SSD 7016).

Schedule 2, Condition C4

The OEMP was submitted to DPE on 30 November 2017,
which was one day late (not within 6 months from the
date of consent SSD 7016).

Schedule 2, Condition C5

The Environmental Management Plan associated with
DA27/95 is available on the Borg Panels intranet, however
the OEMP associated with SSD 7016 is not available on the
intranet.

Schedule 2, Condition During the audit period there were two EPL exceedances Low
c12 relating to BOD and TSS which were not notified to DPE.

Schedule 2, Condition No incident report for the exceedance of BOD and TSS was Low
c13 provided to DPE within seven days of the incident.

Appendix B to SSD Applicant’s Management and Mitigation Measures

Water Erosion and sediment controls were not compliant with Low
the Managing Urban Stormwater: Soils and Construction
Guideline (The Blue Book).

Flora and Fauna No reference to the management of noxious weeds in the Low

OEMP or CEMP.
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3.2 Environmental Assessments

As part of the compliance assessment against Development Consent SSD 7016, an assessment of the
operations was undertaken against the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) prepared as part of the
approval processes for Borg Panels. This assessment included a review of compliance against the
Applicant’s Management and Mitigation Measures with non-compliances identified and presented in
Table 3.1

It has been noted that given the project is still under construction the majority of the Applicant’s
Management and Mitigation Measures listed in Appendix B of SSD 7016 have not been triggered during the
audit period.

This IEA noted that during the audit period Borg Panels appear to have been undertaking operations
generally in accordance with the requirements of the EIS except where noted in Table 3.1and Appendix 4.

3.3 Environmental Protection Licence

During the audit period operations undertaken on the Borg Panels site have been conducted under EPL
3035. The EPL as issued under the POEO Act outline Borg Panels responsibilities and the environmental
performance standards it is required to meet, being:

e limit conditions

e operating conditions

e monitoring and recording conditions;

e reporting conditions

e general conditions

e pollution studies and reduction programs.

Borg Panels reports its performance against the above responsibilities and environmental performance
status via the submission of its Annual Return. Generally, Borg Panels has demonstrated compliance with

the conditions of its EPL, however, some non-compliances have been identified.

The non-compliances identified with EPL 3035 are detailed in Table 3.2 below with further detail with
regard to the reportable incidents that have occurred during the audit period provided in Section 5.2.1.

Table 3.2 Non-Compliances with EPL 3035

Condition Non-Compliance Risk Level

L1.1 An exceedance of the specified limit for TSS and BOD. Low

L2.1 An exceedance of the specified limit for TSS and BOD. Low

R2.1 The EPA was not notified of the TSS and BOD exceedance. Low

R2.2 An incident report was not provided to the EPA for the Low
TSS and BOD exceedance.

Borg Panels Pty Ltd Compliance Assessment
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As outlined in Table 3.2 during the audit period there have been two water exceedances.
It is recommended that Borg Panels conduct a review of the water management system, monitoring
requirements and notification procedures with key findings used to update the WMP for the Departments

approval.

There have been variations to the existing EPL during the audit period due to the construction progress of
the project as document in the 2018 Annual Return including:

e Monitoring Point 13 is no longer operational and has been replaced by point 27

e Monitoring Point 17 - the plant does not produce flow from Conti 1 Heat Plant and the exhaust is now
ducted back into the Conti 1 Production System

e Plant is dormant and therefore no discharge from Monitoring Points 18 and 19
e Monitoring Point 28 is not yet established as the first flush basin is not accepting water

During the site audit other minor inconsistencies were identified in the EPL that have been recommended
to be updated as outlined in Section 6.

3.4 Water Licences

Water Supply Works approval 80WA715797 issued under s87B of the Water Management Act 2000 for the
extraction of groundwater has been obtained for the Borg Panels site and was reviewed as part of the
audit. The Water Licence permits an extraction of less than 28, 000 m® per year and Borg Panels extracted
24, 934 m®during the 2017-2018 reporting year.
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4.0 Environmental Management Plans

Borg Panels has developed a number of Environmental Management Plans and monitoring programs for
the project in accordance with relevant requirements of SSD 7016. These documents address specific
impacts associated with the project, such as noise, and reflect the requirements detailed in the

Development Consent.

An overview of the compliance status of the Environmental Management Plans and relevant operational
plans including an overview of the compliance with the requirements of the Development Consent and
implementation status of the plans is included in Table 4.1 with further details provided in Appendix 4 and
recommendations as relevant included in Section 6.

Table 4.1 Borg Panels Environmental Management Plans

Development Consent SSD

7016 Condition

Management Plan

Status of Plan

Schedule 2, Condition B5

Operational Air Quality
Management Plan (OAQMP)

The OAQMP was lodged with DPE on 30
November 2017. The OAQMP was lodged to
DPE one day late (e.g. more than 6 months
from the date of SSD 7016). The OAQMP was
approved by DPE on 21 December 2017.

Schedule 2, Condition B15

Construction Noise
Management Plans (CNMP)

The CNMP was approved by DPE on 13 June
2017.

Schedule 2, Condition B18

Operational Noise
Management Plan (ONMP)

The ONMP was lodged with DPE on 30
November 2017. The ONMP was lodged to DPE
one day late (e.g. more than 6 months from the
date of SSD 7016). The ONMP was approved by
DPE on 21 December 2017.

Schedule 2, Condition B24

Mobile Wood Chipper
Operation Management
Plan (MWCOMP)

The MWCOMP was lodged with DPE on 30
November 2017. The MWCOMP was lodged to
DPE one day late (e.g. more than 6 months
from the date of SSD 7016). The MWCOMP was
approved by DPE on 21 December 2017.

Schedule 2, Condition B32

Surface Water Management
Plan (SWMP)

The SWMP was lodged with DPE on 30
November 2017. The SWMP was lodged to DPE
one day late (e.g. more than 6 months from the
date of SSD 7016). The SWMP was approved by
DPE on 21 December 2017.

Schedule 2, Condition B34

Construction Traffic
Management Plan (CTMP)

The CTMP was approved by DPE on 13 June
2017.

Schedule 2, Condition B50

Construction and
Demolition Waste
Management Plan (CDWMP)

The CDWMP is contained in Section 7.7 of the
CEMP which was approved by DPE on 13 June
2017.
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Development Consent SSD Management Plan Status of Plan

7016 Condition

Schedule 2, Condition B51 Waste Management Plan The WMP was lodged with DPE on 30

(WMP) November 2017. The WMP was lodged to DPE
one day late (e.g. more than 6 months from the
date of SSD 7016). The WMP was approved by
DPE on 21 December 2017.

Schedule 2, Condition C1 Construction Environmental The CEMP and associated subplans were

and C2 Management Plan (CEMP) approved by DPE on 13 June 2017.

Schedule 2, Condition C4 Operational Environmental The OEMP and associated subplans were
Management Plan (OEMP) lodged to DPE on 30 November 2017. The

OEMP and associated subplans were lodged to
DPE one day late (e.g. more than 6 months
from the date of SSD 7016). The OEMP and
subplans were approved by DPE on 21
December 2017.

Appendix B —Applicant’s Management and Mitigation Measures

Flora and Fauna Vegetation Management The Vegetation Management Plan will be

Plan developed and implemented following
completion of construction activities. The
development of this plan is required by the
Applicant’s Management and Mitigation
Measures contained in Appendix B of SSD 7016.
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5.0 Environmental Performance

5.1 Environmental Management System

5.1.1 Management Commitment and Resourcing

Throughout the audit, Borg staff were co-operative and forthcoming with information and this allowed the
auditors to gain an understanding of the culture of the organisation. In regards to resourcing for
environmental personnel, Borg Manufacturing have a full time environmental advisor (Victor Bendevski)
who oversees the environmental management of the Borg Panels Oberon site from the Borg Manufacturing
site in Somersby. Sharon Cutting is the WHSE Co-ordinator responsible for the day to day environmental
and safety management of the site, including weekly inspections. Relevant to the audit period Aaron Evans
previously filled the site based environmental role.

During the audit, Borg senior management were involved in the audit and demonstrated an understanding
of key environmental issues for the construction of the new facilities and for operation of the existing site.
Borg senior management also demonstrated a clear intent to manage the site in accordance with the
requirements of the Development Consent.

5.1.2 Training and Competence

Induction training records were reviewed during the audit to verify that Borg Panels has a system in place
for the training of its employees and contractors such that activities are undertaken in accordance with the
conditions of consent. For example SSD 7016 Condition A20 requires that all employees including
contractors are aware of and comply with the conditions of SSD 7016 relevant to their respective activities.

The induction process contains an environmental section (Environmental Awareness Training) educating
staff and contractors of the environmental aspects of the operation, obligations under the Development
Consent and how they are to be managed. The process also involves an assessment of the Borg
Environmental Standards (air, water, noise and waste) which asks questions relating to the environmental
aspects covered during the induction to demonstrate competence.

Training programs and records reviewed during the audit indicated that Borg Panels have developed and
implemented an induction and training system for the training of employees including an assessment of
competence. In terms of environmental training, training records reviewed during the audit identified that
the inductions include environmental management requirements for the site and appear to cover all
relevant aspects (e.g. air, water, noise and waste) as required. This is ongoing.

5.1.3  Environmental Inspections and Compliance Management

Sharon Cutting (WHSE Co-ordinator) undertakes weekly work health safety and environmental inspections
of the operational and construction areas within the Borg Panels site. In accordance with the Construction
Environmental Management Plan (CEMP) monthly environmental inspections are undertaken. The CEMP
Environmental Inspection Checklists were sighted from September 2017 to March 2018, and demonstrated
that construction works are generally in accordance with the CEMP with the exception of where noted in
Table 3.1 and Appendix 4.
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Borg Panels currently have a significant number of commitments from the EIS and requirements from
management plans which are required to be complied with as part of construction and ongoing operations
and it is important that these are captured in relevant inspection procedures in order to be able to
demonstrate compliance. It was noted during the audit that these management and mitigation measures
are in various stages of completion given that construction is still underway.

During the audit it was observed that the construction of the hardstand area (see Appendix 5 — Plate 4)
near the site entrance appeared to be larger than the approved area in the EIS (and development layout
plans contained in Appendix A). It has been recommended in Section 6 that Borg verifies the area of
disturbance through a licenced surveyor and delineate the area in accordance with the EIS. Borg should
also confirm the size of the disturbance footprint located near the second hardstand area, emergency basin
and first flush basin and delineate these areas in accordance with the EIS.

5.1.4 Plant Maintenance and Inspection

On the basis of the audit observations and the records reviewed on-site, the auditors concluded that
systems are in place for the maintenance of plant used on-site. During the site inspection, it was identified
that Borg Panels uses a system called Mainpac, which manages the maintenance records and scheduling for
plant and equipment. The system appeared to be well managed and implemented into operations and
construction. In addition to this, Borg Panels staff undertakes a daily inspection of any plant and equipment
to be used that day noting if there are any oil/fuel leaks or any other issues.

Poorly maintained plant and equipment has the potential to increase the risk of environmental impacts due
to increased risk of fuel or oil spills and leaks, increased air emissions and increased noise. During the site
inspection undertaken for the audit, the standard of equipment observed to be in operation was in good
condition.

5.1.5 Environmental Monitoring

A range of environmental monitoring programs have been developed within the respective site
management plans and in accordance with the Development Consent SSD 7016. Monitoring undertaken in
accordance with the environmental monitoring programs is displayed on the Borg Panels website with the
monitoring data also included within the Borg Panels Annual Review.

Borg Panels have a meteorological station on site which provides daily weather predictions. The
meteorological station provides live data to the Log Yard and is reviewed by the Log Yard Supervisor to
determine the suitability of the wind conditions to operate the mobile wood chipper in accordance with
Condition B23 of the Development Consent SSD 7016.

5.2 Reportable Environmental Incidents and Complaints

The reportable environmental incidents and complaints received by Borg Panels during the audit period are
discussed in the following sections. It is noted that during the audit period there have been no penalty
infringement notices received.

Borg Panels Pty Ltd Environmental Performance
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5.2.1 Reportable Incidents

The reportable environmental incidents which have occurred during the audit period as advised by Borg
Panels are detailed below:

e An exceedance of Biochemical Oxygen Demand (BOD) on 8 August 2017 The EPL limit for BOD is 20
mg/L and the monitored result was 21 mg/L. This is possibly due to the build-up of wood dust from
prolonged dry period which may have contributed to elevated nutrients and increased BOD following a
period of rain

e An exceedance of Total Suspended Solids occurred on 8 August 2017. The EPL limit for TSS is 50 mg/L
and the monitored result was 57 mg/L. This was possible due to the build-up of dust which may have
by-passed erosion controls and ended up flowing through the monitoring point 1 following a rain event.

The above exceedances were not reported to DPE and EPA and therefore this is a non-compliance with the
EPL and Condition C12 and C13 of SSD 7016.

A review of Borg Panels Internal Environmental Incident Register identified nine environmental incidents
during the 2017-2018 reporting period. The Borg Panel Pollution Incident Response Management Plan
outlines if the damage caused by an incident is less than $10k without discharge from site then EPA
notification is not required. However if there is discharge from site then EPA notification is required. Based
on the limited information available in the incident register there are at least four incidents in the
Environmental Incident Register that could have potentially caused off-site impacts, including:

e 13 July 2017 — The wet ash conveyor overflowed with brine water. The wet ash feed water was
isolated and attempted to close slide gate on box drain which failed. The Penstock Gate was closed

e 25 July 2017 - Large amounts of foam observed discharging onto ground from SBR 2.
e 30 August 2017 — Hydraulic oil pipe burst causing some oil to enter the stormwater drain

e 8 March 2018 - PLT9004 was parked out front of the work shop and leak diesel overnight, which
entered the storm water drain.

From interviews conducted with site personnel (Victor Bendevski and Aaron Evans) that were around when
these incidents occurred it was explained that multiple layers of controls were in place to prevent offsite
impacts from occurring however there was no documented evidence available in this regard.

It is noted that none of the incidents recorded in the site register were reported to DPE or other agencies
(such as the EPA).

5.2.2 Community Complaints
During the audit period community complaints were received by Borg Panels regarding their operations.
The community complaints register is available on the Borg website and details any complaints relating to

the audit period. Community complaints during the audit period related to:

e Air, noise and water
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The community complaints as detailed within the complaints register for Borg Panels for the audit period
are detailed below:

e July 2017 — 1 noise related complaint
e October 2017 — 1 water related complaint
e April 2018 — 1 air related complaint and 1 noise related complaint

A review of the Borg Panels Community Complaints register identified that all complaints have been
investigated and closed out except for the noise related complaint in April 2018. This complaint is still being
investigated through the installation of a noise logger and ongoing noise monitoring to determine if there
has been a significant noise increase since January 2018.

5.3 Key Issue Environmental Performance

5.3.1 Heritage

No heritage impacts or issues were identified during the audit period in regards to Aboriginal or historic
heritage management.

5.3.2  Biodiversity

No biodiversity impacts or issues were identified during the audit period. As noted in Section 4 Appendix B
of SSD 7016 (Management and Mitigation Measures) specifies that a Vegetation Management Plan would
be developed for the project. Borg Panels confirmed that this is proposed to be prepared following
completion of the construction activities.

5.3.3 Noise

In regards to management of noise emissions from site operations, Borg Panels staff utilise the
meteorological station to provide a daily forecast of suitable weather conditions to operate the mobile
wood chipper.

In accordance with the ONMP, yearly noise monitoring is undertaken for the nearby receivers during the
day, evening and night. In accordance with the CNMP, Borg Panels undertakes quarterly noise monitoring
and the results are available on the Borg project website. No noise exceedances were identified during the
audit period.

There were two noise related complaints during the audit period. The first complaint has been closed out,
however the investigation of the second complaint is still under investigation.

During the site audit, noise management measures were observed including the installation of noise walls
(Appendix 5 — Platel, Plate 2 and Plate 10). Borg Panels personnel showed a good understanding of the
noise management challenges for the site.
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5.3.4 Air Quality

Dust generation was observed to be minimal during the site audit and overall dust monitoring results
appear reasonable with no exceedances of criteria noted for the audit period. The dust controls in place at
the site were considered appropriate.

During the audit period there was one community complaint relating to dust identified on a resident’s
vehicle. The residents vehicle was located over 1200 m from the Borg Panel site and winds at the time of
the complaint were from the north west whilst the compliant was from the south. Plant operating
conditions were normal at the time. The source of the dust could not be identified and the complaint was
closed out.

5.3.5 Traffic

No significant traffic impacts or issues were identified during the audit period in regards traffic accessing or
traffic within the site.

5.3.6 Waste

During the audit waste management associated with the operation of the existing site and the construction
of the new site was observed in some instances not being undertaken in accordance with the WMP and the
CDWMP. There appeared to be little evidence of waste segregation as required by both plans and that
there was a lack of designated waste storage areas available (Appendix 5 — Plate 6). General site rubbish
was observed in some areas of the site.

This audit report has included recommendations in Section 6 to review waste management procedures on
site to ensure compliance with the relevant management plans and SSD 7016.

5.3.7 Water

Stormwater is managed on site via a closed system where water is only permitted to leave site via a
licenced discharge point. Dirty water management measures were observed to be in working condition
during the site audit and were considered appropriate. Erosion and sediment controls were observed to be
generally consistent with the Erosion and Sediment Control Plan for the project, however areas of
improvement have been identified to ensure compliance with the Blue Book (as recommended in

Section 6) (refer to Appendix 5 — Plate 3 and Plate 7).

During the audit period there were two exceedances of the EPL limits for BOD and TSS. These were minor
exceedances that were likely the result of a build-up of wood dust during a dry period that mobilised after a
rain event. These exceedances were not notified to DPE and EPA as required by Conditions C12 and C13 of
SSD 7016.

There was one community related water complaint during the audit period. Town water supply was
identified as dirty at the Highland Motor Inn. During the audit period as the result of a pipeline flush being
conducted by council the velocity of water travelling through the council water pipes caused the pipe to
rupture on the Borg Panels site (V. Bendevski pers coms). The water discharged from the pipe contained
sediment which had been mobilised due to the large volume of water travelling in the pipe. The water
main was isolated and the line was repaired and the complaint was closed out in accordance with Condition
Al9.
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Borg Panels were not offered a renewal on their Trade Waste Service Contract with Oberon Council for the
2017-2018 reporting period. Further it was confirmed that DPI-Water also did not provide concurrence due
to the category of discharge. In this regard Borg Panels now treats its liquid trade waste on site and does
not discharge to the sewerage system. It is recommended that Borg Panels seek confirmation from the
Department that the new arrangements to treat its liquid wastes and reuse onsite are acceptable (see
Section 6).

There are at least four incidents in the Environmental Incident Register that could have potentially caused
off-site impacts via the discharge of oil fuel or effluent from site as discussed in Section 5.2.1. However
further details regarding these incidents could not be verified. It is noted that none of these incidents were
reported to DPE or other agencies (such as the EPA).

Given the non-compliance with the EPL for BOD and TSS limits and the limited details regarding
environmental incidents during the reporting period, this audit report has included recommendations in
Section 6 to review the SWMP and the Borg Panel Pollution Incident Response Management Plan to
demonstrate site activities are being undertaken in accordance with SSD 7016 and the EPL.
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6.0 Recommendations and Conclusion

6.1 Recommendations

A summary of recommendations identified as an outcome of the audit process is provided in Table 6.1.

Table 6.1 Consolidated Recommendations

Condition / Issue

Schedule 2, Condition A2

‘ Recommendation

Borg Panels should confirm the actual disturbance area associated with
the hardstand area under construction near the site main entrance.
Borg Panels should also confirm the actual disturbance area of the
second hardstand area, emergency basin and first flush basin. All areas
should be confirmed through a licences surveyor and delineated to
ensure disturbance remains within the areas of the approved EIS and
layout plans.

Schedule 2, Condition A14

Borg Panels should ensure that all future demolition is undertaken in
accordance with AS 2601:2001 and that this is documented in the
associated SWMS or a demolition plan/report.

Schedule 2, Condition A26

Borg Panels should seek formal written response from DPE regarding
the required modifications to DA27/95 and seek clarity regarding the
ongoing applicability of the conditions of DA27/95 to the Borg Panels
site. It should be noted that if the s96 Modification is approved then the
above recommendation will no longer be applicable.

Schedule 2, Condition B1

Borg Panels should ensure that the Annual Review report demonstrates
how the meteorological station complies with the requirements of the
EPA Approved Methods for Sampling of Air Pollutants in NSW.

Schedule 2, Condition B13

Borg Panels should review their existing log on / log off and / or
timesheet system to ensure it records the start and finish time of
construction activities for the remainder of the construction period in
order to demonstrate compliance with this condition.

Schedule 2, Condition B17

Borg Panels should undertake a condition assessment survey of all noise
attenuation devices associated with the Existing Development and
develop a maintenance schedule to ensure the devices are kept in good
working order.

Schedule 2, Condition B29

Borg Panels should install sediment retention traps (such as sediment
fences — refer to drawing SD 6-8 of the Blue Book) downslope of
stockpiles and ensure stockpiles are stabilised to more 50% if they are
going to be inactive (e.g. material not added or removed) for more than
20 days.

In general a review should be completed across the site to ensure that
all erosion and sediment control is in accordance with the requirements
of the Blue Book.

Borg Panels Pty Ltd

4310_R01_Borg Panels Oberon IEA Report_FINAL

Recommendations and Conclusion
24



Condition / Issue

Schedule 2, Condition B31

‘ Recommendation

A review of the water management system, monitoring requirements
and procedures should be completed with key findings used to update
the water management plan (where necessary) for the Departments
approval.

Schedule 2, Condition B44

Borg Panels should review the dangerous goods and limits listed in the
SEPP 33 report to determine if these are still current and are consistent
with what is currently stored on site. Borg Panels should introduce a
mechanism to identify the quantity of dangerous goods stored on site
to ensure and demonstrate compliance with this condition.

Schedule 2, Condition B45

A review of the fuel and chemical storage procedures should be
completed with key findings used to update the CEMP and OEMP
(where necessary) for the Departments approval. This should include
updates to the CEMP Inspection Checklist and updates to the OEMP
subplan checklists (where applicable) to specifically capture and inspect
all hydrocarbon storage and management areas. In addition, refresher
training should be rolled out to all Borg Panels employees who work
with or near fuels and chemicals regarding the appropriate storage of
these items and how to use and maintain spill kits.

Schedule 2, Condition B46

A review of the WMP (including key commitments) should be
completed with key findings used to update the CEMP and WMP for the
Departments approval. In addition, once the WMP is updated refresher
training should be rolled out to all Borg Panels employees regarding
waste management requirements on the Borg Panels site.

Schedule 2, Condition B49

Borg Panels should seek confirmation from the Department that the
new arrangements to treat its liquid wastes and reuse onsite are
acceptable and that this condition is there for not applicable/triggered.

Schedule 2, Condition B50

A review of Section 7.7 of the CEMP should be completed in order to
address the issues identified during this audit. The review should
outline the requirements for waste segregation across the site and
identify designated waste storage areas. With regard to the existing
waste stockpiles a plan of action should be developed that outlines
what can be stored in these and confirm timing for proposed re-use on
site or disposal offsite. In addition, refresher training should be rolled
out to all Borg Panels employees regarding waste management
requirements on the Borg Panels site during construction.

Schedule 2, Condition B53

It is recommended that the validation report for the remediation of the
excavated stockpile material (dated 23 November 2017) be provided to
DPE and Council.

Schedule 2, Condition C5

It is recommended that Borg uploads the OEMP and associated
subplans to the intranet and seeks advice from DPE regarding the
interaction of the EMP with the OEMP until the Borg Panels site has
been removed from DA27/95.
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Condition / Issue ‘ Recommendation

Schedule 2, Condition C10 It is recommended that a process of regular review and revision of
management plans should be established to confirm compliance with
this condition.

Schedule 2, Condition C12 It is recommended that Borg Panels reviews all environmental incidents
that occurred during the 2017-2018 reporting period and assess the
incidents against the Pollution Incident Response Management Plan to
determine if DPE, the EPA or any other agencies should have been
notified. The 2018 Annual Review once prepared should discuss
environmental incidents as those that were notified to an agency and
those that did not require notification. A review of the Pollution
Incident Response Management Plan should be undertaken to
determine its adequacy in identifying and managing an incident and
updated where necessary.

The findings of this review should be used to develop / document the
sites requirements for reporting incidents as required by the
Development Consent and EPL.

Further it is recommend that the process for completing internal
environmental incident reports be revised to capture more detailed
information for incidents that occur (including photos, details of people
involved in the reporting/investigation process, clean up/actions taken,
estimate of volumes or impacts etc.) so that these details can be
included in the Internal Environmental Incident Register.

Appendix B— Management = Recommendations

ad Mitigation Measures

Water Additional erosion and sediment controls are required to ensure
compliance with the Blue Book.

Flora and Fauna The OEMP and CEMP should be updated to included management
measures for the control of noxious weeds.

Flora and Fauna A list of native species should be developed to accompany the
Landscape Plan

N/A Borg Panels should develop an action plan to work through the
Applicant’s Management and Mitigation Measures contained in
Appendix B of SSD 7016 and report on their progress in the Annual
Review.
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Condition / Issue

EPL 3035

Condition A2.1

Lar.3
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Recommendation

Recommendations

Borg Panels is to update the Lot and DP details listed in this condition
once all subdivision as proposed in the EIS is undertaken.

Condition P1.1

Remove EPA identification point 6 from the monitoring figure.

Condition L3.1

Update the table to reference L7.2 (not L6.2)

Condition R2.1

It is recommended that Borg update the Environmental Incident
Register to include any EPL incidents (such as any exceedances) and
include details on the incident (such as notification to the EPA).

Condition R2.2

It is recommend that Borg reviews all environmental incidents during
the reporting period to determine what incidents should have been
notified to the EPA including a follow up incident report.

6.2 Conclusion

This IEA has assessed the compliance status of the Borg Panels Oberon site with the key approvals in place
including the Development Consent, relevant management plans and the EPL. The audit has identified a
number of non-compliances and where appropriate, has made recommendations to improve the
compliance status of the operation.
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APPENDIX 1

Independent Audit Submission Form



Independent Audit Certification Form

Development Name Borg Panels Timber Processing Facility
Development Consent No. SSD 7016
Description of Development Construction and operation of a particle board facility

and continuation of, and alterations and additions to,
the existing medium density fibreboard facility

Development Address 124 Lowes Mount Road, Oberon

Independent Audit

Title of Audit Independent Environmental Audit of Borg Panels

| certify that | have undertaken the independent audit and prepared the contents of the attached independent
audit report and to the best of my knowledge:

e The audit has been undertaken in accordance with relevant approval condition(s) and in accordance with
the auditing standard AS/NZS I1SO 19011:2014 and Post Approval Guidelines — Independent Audits
e The findings of the audit are reported truthfully, accurately and completely;

e | have exercised due diligence and professional judgement in conducting the audit;

* | have acted professionally, in an unbiased manner and did not allow undue influence to limit or over-ride
objectivity in conducting the audit;

e |am not related to any owner or operator of the development as an employer, business partner,
employee, sharing a common employer, having a contractual arrangement outside the audit, spouse,
partner, sibling, parent, or child;

e | do not have any pecuniary interest in the audited development, including where there is a reasonable
likelihood or expectation of financial gain or loss to me or to a person to whom | am closely related (i.e.
immediate family);

e Neither | nor my employer have provided consultancy services for the audited development that were
subject to this audit except as otherwise declared to the lead regulator prior to the audit; and

e | have not accepted, nor intend to accept any inducement, commission, gift or any other benefit (apart
from fair payment) from any owner or operator of the development, their employees or any interested
party. | have not knowingly allowed, nor intend to allow my colleagues to do so.

Note.

a) The Independent Audit is an ‘environmental audit’ for the purposes of section 122B(2) of the
Environmental Planning and Assessment Act 1979. Section 122F provides that a person must not include
false or misleading information (or provide information for inclusion in) an audit report produced to the
Minister in connection with an environmental audit if the person knows that the information is false or
misleading in a material respect. The maximum penalty is, in the case of a corporation, 51 million and for
an individual, $250,000.

b) The Crimes Act 1900 contains other offences relating to false and misleading information: section 192G
(Intention to defraud by false or misleading statement—maximum penalty 5 years imprisonment);
sections 307A, 307B and 307C (False or misleading applications/information/documents—maximum
penalty 2 years imprisonment or 522,000, or both).

Signature 9 /\\ Wﬂ;{

Name of Lead / Principal Auditor Daniel Sullivan

Address 75 York Street Teralba NSW 2284

Email Address dsullivan@umwelt.com.au

Auditor Certification (if relevant) Exemplar Global International Certified Lead Auditor 113202

Date: 12 September 2018
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Sow | Planning &
NSW Environment

Carly McCormack Contact: Dr Paul Rutherford
Planning and Environmental Officer EhOr}lei 0 6|-_7—20 7?&?1 ,
. mail: compliance@planning.nsw.gov.au
Borg Manufacturing our Ref.
2 Wella Way

SOMERSBY NSW 2250

bendevskiv@borgs.com.au
mccormackc@borgs.com.au

Dear Ms McCormack

Independent Environmental Audit
Borg Panels Timber Processing Facility, Oberon — Consent No SSD 7016

| refer to your email dated 4 April 2018 seeking the Secretary’s endorsement for an
independent auditor to undertake an Independent Environmental Audit (audif) of the Borg
Panels Timber Processing Facility, Oberon, under Development Consent SSD 7016 (the
consent).

Having considered the qualifications and experience of Mr Daniel Sullivan, the Secretary
endorses his appointment as sole auditor to undertake the audit in accordance with
Condition C15 of the consent.

This endorsement is conditional on the auditor being independent of the development.
The audit is to be conducted in accordance with AS/NZS ISO 19011 Australian/New
Zealand Standard: Guidelines for quality and/or environmental management systems
auditing and the Post-approval requirements for State significant developments —
Independent Audit Guideline dated October 2015.

The audit report is to:

. include a compliance table indicating the compliance status of each
condition of the approval and any relevant EPL;

. not use the term “partial compliance”;

. recommend actions in response to non-compliances;

. review the adequacy of any approved strategy, plan or program required
under the approval; and

. recommend measures or actions to improve the environmental

performance of the project, and/or any strategy, plan or program required
under the approval.

Department of Planning and Environment
Level 1, 11 Farrer Place, Queanbeyan NSW 2620 | PO Box 5474 Wollongong 2520 | T 02 4224 9450 | www.planning.nsw.gov.au
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In accordance with Condition C16 of the consent, within 3 months of commissioning the
audit required under Condition C15, or as otherwise agreed by the Secretary, Borg must
submit a copy of the audit report to the Secretary, together with its response to any

recommendations contained in the audit report.

Should you wish to discuss this matter please contact Dr Paul Rutherford on the details

above.

Yours sincerely

Pl ;
( ~4 / /)
./‘\\} L \[(/L/‘,\/,A
0 2N
> \—/ \/_5\. l’<

Shelley McPhee
Team Leader Compliance
As nominee for the Secretary

Department of Planning and Environment

Level 1, 11 Farrer Place, Queanbeyan NSW 2620 | PO Box 5474 Wollongong 2520 | T 02 4224 9450 | www.planning.nsw.gov.au
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Borg Panels Oberon
2018 Independent Environmental Audit

Audit Plan

To: Victor Bendevski (Borg)

From: Daniel Sullivan (Umwelt)

Author: Daniel Sullivan (Umwelt)

Date: 25 June 2018

Subject: Borg Panel Oberon — 2018 Independent Environmental Audit
Audit Date: 4 July 2018
Auditors: Lead Auditor — Daniel Sullivan

Auditor — Clare Naylor

1.0 Audit Objectives and Scope
The audit objectives and scope identified for the Audit are as follows:

o to undertake an independent environmental audit as required by conditions in the
Development Consent and supporting approvals in accordance with the NSW
Government Independent Audit Guideline (2015); and

o to assess the environmental performance of Borg at the Borg Panels Facility at
Oberon.

2.0 Audit Criteria

The audit will assess the level of compliance and the environmental performance of
Borg Panels during the audit period 29 May 2017 to 30 June 2018 against the following
approvals and licences:

e SSD 7016;
e The Environmental Protection Licence;
e The EIS and RTS; and

¢ Any strategy, plan or program which has been prepared for the operation.

This plan and any files transmitted with it are confidential and are intended to provide information for use in discussions between
Umwelt and the named recipient(s) only.

Borg Panels Audit Plan
Umwelt (Australia) Pty Limited Page 1 of 3



umwelt
3.0 Audit Process
Document Review: We have now completed our pre-audit review of available
documentation as provided. This has enabled us to prepare the audit compliance tables and
to gain an understanding of the site operations. In the coming days prior to the site visit we

will provide a list of additional documentation that we would like to have available for review
during the site visit.

Agency Consultation: Consultation with regulatory authorities as required by the NSW
Government Independent Audit Guidelines will be conducted prior to the site inspection.
This has process has commenced.

Site Inspection/Audit: One day has been allowed for the on-site component of the audit. To
maximise the time on site we will issue a list of key documents and information that we would
like to have available for review during the site visit. An indicative itinerary for the site
inspection is provided in Table 1.

During the audit, the following people are proposed to be interviewed (if available):

o General Manager/Plant Manager;

. Environmental Officer;

o Supervisors of operational areas visited during the site inspections; and

o Other persons identified during the course of the audit (as relevant).

For the Opening and Closing Meetings, it is suggested that as a minimum these should be

attended by the General Manager, Environmental Officer, relevant area managers and any
other personnel nominated by Borg.

Borg Panels Audit Plan
Umwelt (Australia) Pty Limited Page 2 of 3
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Table 1 — Indicative Itinerary for Site Inspection/Audit

Day/Time

Description

Personnel

9.00am - 9.30am

Opening Meeting

Introductions

Purpose of Audit
Confidentiality Arrangements
Audit Process and Timing

Plant Manager,
Environmental personnel
and site personnel as
invited by Borg

9:30am - 10:00am

Presentation on Borg Panel’s Operations

in Audit Period

e Borg personnel to present an overview
of the operations on site, including
construction works, outline of
environmental management system and
controls

Environmental personnel

10.00am - 12.00 pm

Documentation Compliance Review
e Review of SSD 7016
e Review key EIS & RTS commitments
e EPL

Environmental personnel
and appropriate site
personnel as required

12.00pm - 12.30pm

Lunch

12.30pm - 1.30pm

Documentation Compliance Review (cont)
Continue review of above as required
e Regulator issues and audit feedback
e Management plans commitments review
[ ]
[ ]

Other relevant approvals/ licences
Reportable incidents and complaints

Environmental personnel
and appropriate site
personnel as required

1.30pm - 3.30pm

Site Inspection

Plant and Main infrastructure areas
Active and completed construction areas
Hydrocarbon management areas
including bioremediation area

Water management & waste systems
Monitoring network: air, noise, water,
Any key private neighbour/stakeholder
issues

Environmental personnel
and appropriate site
personnel as required

3.30pm - 4.30 pm

Auditors Revision and Preparation for
Closeout Meeting

Umwelt Auditors Only

4.30pm - 5.00 pm

Close Out Meeting

e Overview of findings

e Confirmation of outstanding items or
documents required

e Confirm audit review and completion
process

Plant Manager,
Environmental personnel
and site personnel as
invited by Borg

Borg Panels Audit Plan
Umwelt (Australia) Pty Limited

Page 3 of 3
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Development Consent Compliance Table — Borg Panels — SSD 7016

Condition Number | Condition Compliance Evidence and Comments
OBLIGATION TO MINIMISE HARM TO THE ENVIRONMENT
In addition to meeting the specific performance criteria established under this consent, the Compliant The Operational Environmental Management Plan (OEMP) provides the strategic framework for environmental
Applicant must implement all reasonable and feasible measures to prevent and/or minimise management of the existing development (e.g. the MDF plant). The Construction Environmental Management Plan
any harm to the environment that may result from the Development. (CEMP) details the environmental management and control measures to be implemented for construction activities
Al associated with the particle broad manufacturing facility and alterations to the existing facility. It is noted that the
OEMP will be updated to include the Project prior to commencing operation.
Generally, there were some minor reportable incidents during the audit period as described below, however no
material harm was shown to occur to the environment.
TERMS OF CONSENT
The Applicant, in acting on this consent, must carry out the Development in accordance with Non-Compliant | The Dévelopr-nent at Borg Par?els was undertaken gt-enerally in accordanc-e W|tf-1.these documents. Hoyvever, non-
the: compliances in accordance with some of the following documents were identified. These non-compliances are
discussed below and throughout this Compliance Table:
(a) State significant development application SSD 7016; (a) Non.-Comp.Ilant conditions have been identified during the audit period and are described in this table and in
the main Audit Report.
(b) The proposed hardstand area (located adjacent to the site entrance) approved in the EIS for an area of
14000m® (refer to Appendix 5 — Plate 4). During the audit it was observed that this area was currently under
construction and based on the areas disturbed it appeared to be larger than the approved area in the EIS (and
development layout plans contained in Appendix A). The exact size of this area under construction could not be
A2 (b) EIS and RTS; verified during the audit.
It is recommended that Borg Panels verifies the disturbance footprint for the proposed hardstand area and confirm if
this is consistent with the EIS and development layout plans contained with Appendix A. Borg should also confirm the
size of the disturbance footprint located near the second hardstand area (12000 mg), emergency basin and first flush
basin.
(c) development layout plans and drawings in the EIS (see Appendix A); (c) As above
(d) Management and Mitigation Measures (see Appendix B); and (d) Non-compliances have been identified against management and mitigation measures listed in Appendix B and
’ are described in this table and in the main Audit Report.
(e) documents and drawings of the Existing Development (see Appendix C). (e) Compliant
If there is any inconsistency between the above documents, the most recent document must Noted
A3 prevail to the extent of the inconsistency. However, the conditions of this consent must
prevail to the extent of any inconsistency.
The Applicant must comply with any written requirement(s) of the Secretary arising from the Compliant Correspondence with DPE on 13 June 2017:
Department’s assessment of: .
. . . . . e Approval of CEMP and associated sub plans
a) any strategies, reports, plans or correspondence that are submitted in accordance with this . ] i ) ) n ]
consent; and e DPE specified that the operational noise management plan is to be prepared by a suitably qualified noise expert.
The Revision History of the operational noise management plan outlines that this document was prepared by a
qualified acoustic specialist.
((b) the implementation of any actions or measures contained within these reports, plans or
A4 correspondence. .
Correspondence with DPE on 21 December 2017:
e Approval of OEMP and associated sub plans
e DPE have asked that the OEMP and associated sub plans are updated prior to the commencement of the
operation of the Project. Construction is still in progress and therefore the OEMP and sub plans have not been
reviewed and updated.
LIMITS OF CONSENT
This consent lapses five years after the date from which it operates, unless the Development Compliant The consent was granted on 29 May 2017 and construction commenced on 2 November 2017.
A5 has physically commenced on the land to which the consent applies before the date on which
the consent would otherwise lapse under section 95 of the EP&A Act.

Borg Panels Oberon Independent Environmental Audit

4310_R0O1_Appendix 4




Condition Number

Condition

Compliance

Evidence and Comments

Al3

required by law and maintained as required throughout the life of the Development. No
condition of this consent removes the obligation for the Applicant to obtain, renew or comply
with such licences, permits or approval/consents.

Compliant The Borg Panels Oberon draft 2018 Annual Review indicated that during the 2017-2018 reporting period the Borg
The Applicant must ensure the MDF facility does not produce more than 380,000 m3 of MDF Panels facility manufactured 200,135 m3 of MDF (page 7). The draft 2018 Annual Review covers the twelve month
A6 board per calendar year. reporting period from 29 May 2017 to 30 April 2018.
The Applicant must ensure the particle board facility does not produce more than 500,000 m3 Not triggered The particle board facility is not yet operational and therefore this condition has not been triggered during the audit
A7 of particle board per calendar year. period.
Note: The particle board facility is described in the EIS and RTS and forms part of the Project.
STAGED SUBMISSION OF PLANS OR PROGRAMS
With the approval of the Secretary, the Applicant may: Not triggered No strategy plans or programs were staged or combined during the audit period.
A8 (a) submit any strategy, plan or program required by this consent on a progressive basis;
and/or
(b) combine any strategy, plan or program required by this consent
If the submission of any strategy, plan or program is to be staged, then the relevant strategy, Not triggered No strategy, plan or program was staged during the audit period.
plan or program must clearly describe the specific stage to which the strategy, plan or program
A9 applies, the relationship of the stage to any future stages and the trigger for updating the
strategy, plan or program. A clear relationship between the strategy, plan or program that is to
be combined must be demonstrated.
If components of the Project commence operation at different times, the Applicant shall Not triggered | No new components of the Project became operational during the audit period.
consult with the Secretary regarding the timing of submission of plans, programs, strategies or
A10 systems.
Note: This condition is imposed should the alterations and additions to the MDF facility, or the
construction and operation of the particle board facility commence at different times.
EVIDENCE OF CONSULTATION
Compliant Borg Panels was required to consult with public authorities (including DPE, EPA, RMS and Oberon Council) for the
following conditions that were applicable to the audit period:
Where consultation with any public authority is required by the conditions of this consent, the e Al18—adilapidation report was prepared for the Project to describe current condition of Oberon Council
Applicant must: and RMS infrastructure in the vicinity of the project. Consultation with Oberon Council and RMS was
(a) consult with the relevant public authority prior to submitting the required documentation undertaken as part of EIS. Consultation with Oberon Council was undertaken via email regarding the
to the Secretary or the Certifying Authority for approval, where required; dilapidation report and was given the opportunity to provide comment. No consultation was undertaken
All (b) submit evidence of this consultation as part of the relevant documentation required by the with RMS given that no RMS owned assets would be impacted by the Project (V. Bendevski pers coms).
conditions of this consent; and e B5-—Section 1.5 specifies that the EPA was consulted with regarding the review of the OAQMP. Email
(c) include the details of any outstanding issues raised by the relevant public authority and an correspondence with EPA dated 29 November 2017 requests feedback from the EPA on the OAQMP.
explanation of disagreement between any public authority and the Applicant or any person e  B32 - Evidence of consultation with DPI and EPA is available in the SWMP.
acting on this development consent. e (15 - Section 2.2 of the Audit Report summarises the consultation undertaken for this IEA and the issues
raised.
DISPUTE RESOLUTION
In the event that a dispute arises between the Applicant and Council or a public authority, in Not triggered It was confirmed during the audit that no disputes between Borg Panels or Oberon Council or any public authority
AL2 relation to an applicable requirement in this consent or relevant matter relating to the occurred during the audit period (V Bendevski pers coms).
Development, either party may refer the matter to the Secretary for resolution. The
Secretary’s determination of any such dispute must be final and binding on the parties.
STATUTORY REQUIREMENTS
The Applicant must ensure that all licences, permits and approval/consents are obtained as Compliant The Development Consent SSD 7016 dated 29 May 2017 was obtained for the Project.

Environmental Protection Licence (EPL) 3035 issued under Section 55 of the Protection of the Environment
Operations Act 1997 and a Water Supply Works approval 80WA715797 issued under s87B of the Water
Management Act 2000 have been obtained for the Project.

Borg Panels Oberon Independent Environmental Audit
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Condition Number Condition Compliance Evidence and Comments

DEMOLITION
The Applicant must ensure that all demolition associated with the Development is carried out Not verified During the audit period demolition was undertaken for the demolition of an existing office building. The Safe Work
in accordance with Australian Standard AS 2601:2001: The Demolition of Structures, or its Method Statement (SWMS) for the demolition of existing structures during the audit period was reviewed and was
latest version and the requirements of the Work Health and Safety Regulation, 2011. observed to be in accordance with the requirements of the Work Health and Safety Regulation 2011.

Al4
The SWMS did not reference that the demolition was in accordance with AS 2601:2001.

It is recommended that Borg Panels ensure that all future demolition is undertaken in accordance with AS 2601:2001
and that this is documented in the SWMS or a demolition plan/report.
STRUCTURAL ADEQUACY AND CERTIFICATION
The Applicant must ensure all new buildings and structures, and any alterations or additions to Compliant A review of the Structural Design Statement prepared by Eclipse Consulting Engineers dated 6 June 2017 identified
A15 existing buildings and structures are constructed in accordance with the relevant requirements that all new structures will be designed to comply with the Australian Standard and the Building Code of Australia.
of the NCC.
Under Part 4A of the EP&A Act, the Applicant is required to obtain construction and occupation Compliant A Construction Certificate (No J170092) for the property at 124 Lowes Mound Road Oberon dated 20 June 2017 was

Al6 certificates for the proposed building works. Part 8 of the EP&A Regulation sets out the sighted. The certificate confirmed that the work was completed in accordance with the requirements of Part 8 of

requirements for the certification of the Development. the EP&A Regulation.

UTILITIES AND SERVICES
Prior to the construction of any utility works associated with the Development, the Applicant Compliant Additional electricity supply will be required for the Cogeneration Units and Particle Board Plant which are still
must obtain relevant approvals from service providers. under construction. Email correspondence (dated 6 July 2018) between Borg Panels, AMP Control Group and

Al7 Essential Energy was sighted. The email correspondence approved the electrical load increase.

PROTECTION OF PUBLIC INFRASTRUCTURE
Prior to the commencement of construction, the Applicant must Compliant A pre-construction dilapidation report was prepared for the Project dated 16 June 2017. This report covers Oberon
Council and Roads and Maritime Services (RMS) public infrastructure and assets located within the vicinity of the
(a) consult with the relevant owner and/or provider of services that are likely to be affected by site. This report was sent to DPE and Oberon Council on 16 June 2017.
A18 the Project to n?ake suitable arrangements for access to, diversion, protection, and/or support Consultation with Oberon Council was undertaken via email regarding the dilapidation report and was given the
of the affected infrastructure; . . . - .
e ) . o o ) opportunity to provide comment. No consultation was undertaken with RMS given that no RMS owned assets would
(t'))'p.repare a dl'laplleatlon. report identifying the condition of all public infrastructure in the be impacted by the Project (V Bendevski pers coms).
vicinity of the site (including roads, gutters and footpaths); and
(c) submit a copy of this report to the Secretary and Council.
The Apolicant must: Compliant During the audit period as the result of a pipeline flush being conducted by council the velocity of water travelling
PP . : . . . - . through the council water pipes caused the pipe to rupture on the Borg Panels site (V. Bendevski pers coms). The
(a) repair, or pay the full costs associated with repairing any public infrastructure that is . . . . . s
. water discharged from the pipe contained sediment which had been mobilised due to the large volume of water
A19 damaged by the Project; and . . . . . . .
. . . . travelling in the pipe. The water main was isolated and the line was repaired on the Borg Panels site and the
(b) (b) relocate, or pay the full costs associated with relocating any infrastructure that needs .
. complaint was closed out.
to be relocated as a result of the Project
COMPLIANCE
The Applicant must ensure that employees, contractors and sub-contractors are aware of, and Compliant Page 9 of the OEMP specifies that all employees receive appropriate environmental awareness training to suit their
comply with, the conditions of this consent relevant to their respective activities. role. The training covers environmental legislation, due diligence, performance criteria, reporting requirements and
emergency response procedures. This training is undertaken as part of employee induction.

A20 During the site audit the Borg Panels Environmental Awareness Training package was reviewed. The Environmental
Awareness Training covers Borg Panels Environmental Standards. A Training and Assessment Manual is completed
by employees at the end of their training to demonstrate competency. A review of this training register was sighted
during the site audit.

DEVELOPMENT CONTRIBUTIONS
Within 12 months of the commencement of operation of the particle board facility, the Not triggered The facility is not yet operational and therefore this condition has not been triggered during the audit period.

A21

Applicant must pay $15,000 per annum (adjusted for Consumer Price Index) to Council for the
life of the particle board facility for the purposes set out in any contributions plan made by
Council under Subdivision 3, Part 4 of the EP&A Act.

Note: This condition has been imposed under Section 94B of the EP&A Act.

Borg Panels Oberon Independent Environmental Audit
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Condition Number

Condition

Compliance

Evidence and Comments

OPERATION OF PLANT AND EQUIPMENT

Compliant Borg Panels use Mainpac which is a system that manages maintenance records and scheduling of maintenance for
plant and equipment for the Borg Panel site.
The Applicant must ensure that all plant and equipment used for the Development is: A work order was sighted (dated 21 June 2017) for the 6 monthly isolation gate checks for the first flush dams.
A22 (a) maintained in a proper and efficient condition; and An example of a daily shift report completed on 4 July 2018 was sighted which outlined any breakdowns of plant or
) o ’ equipment during that shift and the follow up actions undertaken.
(b) operated in a proper and efficient manner. ) ] ] ] ] ) )
Also sighted a daily crane operator checklist from week ending 1 October 2017 which checks for any oil or fluid
leaks, appropriate tyre pressure and working brakes etc.
EASEMENTS
The creation/modification of easements for services, rights of carriageway and restrictions as Not triggered No creation or modification of easements occurred during the audit period (V Bendevski pers coms).
to user are applicable under section 88E of the Conveyancing Act 1919, including (but not
limited to) the following:
(a) drainage easements are to be placed over all subsurface drains and interallotment drainage
on the site, benefiting and burdening the property owners;
A23 (b) maintenance of the subsurface drains is to be included in the 88E Instrument;
(c) restriction as to user and positive covenant relating to the:
e on-site detention system/s;
e stormwater pre-treatment system/s; and
e overland flowpath works.
Prior to the issuing of a Subdivision Certificate, the Applicant must provide documentary Not triggered It was confirmed that the boundary re-alignment as proposed in the EIS has occurred near the WoodChem site.
evidence of any proposed/modified easements to the Certifying Authority or Council. However the remaining proposed subdivision has not occurred. It was confirmed that a subdivision certificate will
A24 be applied for after all subdivision has been undertaken and will be provided to Oberon Council (V Bendevski pers
coms).
SUBDIVISION
The Applicant must subdivide the site generally in accordance with the subdivision plan DA 04 Not triggered It was confirmed that the boundary re-alignment as proposed in the subdivision plan and EIS has occurred near the
Issue A titled ‘Consolidation Plan’, prepared by Borg Construction, dated 19 May 2016 (See WoodChem site. However the remaining proposed subdivision has not occurred. It was confirmed during the site
A25 Appendix A, Figure 3). A copy of the Subdivision Certificate must be provided to the Secretary. audit that a subdivision certificate will be applied for after all subdivision has been undertaken and will be provided

to the Secretary (V Bendevski pers coms). .

MODIFICATION OF EXISTING DEVELOPMENT CONSENT

A26

Within 6 months of the date of this consent, the Applicant must modify DA 27/95 as specified
in Schedule 3 to this consent, in accordance with Clause 97 of the EP&A Regulation

Non-Compliant

Schedule 3 of SSD 7016 requires Borg Panels to modify specific conditions of DA 27/95, which is to occur within 6
months from 29 May 2017. Effectively these modifications seek to remove the Borg Panel’s site that is now
approved under SSD 7016 from DA 27/95.

Borg Panels submitted an application under Clause 97 of the Environmental Planning and Assessment Regulation
2000 to the DP&E on 30 November 2017 to remove itself from DA27/95 (this was one lodged one day late). Borg
Panels advised during the audit that DPE did not concur with this modification request and therefore DA 27/95 is
still applicable to the Borg Panels site. However, it is noted that there is no formal written reply from DPE
available to document the above.

During the site audit Borg indicated (V Bendevski pers coms) that a s96 Modification under the Environmental
Planning and Assessment Regulation 2000 was submitted to DPE to remove Condition A26 from SSD 7016. As of
the date of this audit this application was still under assessment by DPE.

It is recommended that Borg Panels seek formal written response from DPE regarding the required modifications to
DA27/95 and seek clarity regarding the ongoing applicability of the conditions of DA27/95 to the Borg Panels site. It
should be noted that if the s96 Modification is approved then the above recommendation will no longer be
applicable.

Borg Panels Oberon Independent Environmental Audit
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Condition Number

Condition

Compliance

Evidence and Comments

AIR QUALITY

B1

Prior to the commencement of construction, the Applicant must install and subsequently
maintain during the life of the Development, a suitable meteorological station on the site that
complies with the requirements in the EPA’s Approved Methods for Sampling of Air Pollutants
in NSW.

Compliant

Page 14 of the Borg Panels Oberon daft Annual Review 2018 identifies that Borg operates and maintains a
meteorological monitoring station located east of the existing Spring Dam. A review of the available calibration
certificates identified that the facility was last calibrated on 30 November 2017 and passed all tests. During the audit
the meteorological monitoring station was observed to be well maintained.

It is recommended that the Annual Review report demonstrates how the meteorological station complies with the
requirements of the EPA Approved Methods for Sampling of Air Pollutants in NSW.

B2

The Applicant must implement all reasonable and feasible measures to minimise dust
generated by the Development.

Compliant

Page 28 of the CEMP outlines management measures to minimise the generation of dust on site and to prevent the
migration of dust offsite. The CEMP inspection checklist (Appendix | of the CEMP) identifies the effectiveness of dust
mitigation and management measures. A review of the monthly CEMP inspections from September 2017 to March
2018 indicates that dust management measures have been implemented adequately.

The Operational Air Quality Management Plan (OAQMP) outlines management measures to manage air quality
(such as dust) from the operation of the site.

A review of the Community Complaints Register identified that there has only been one air related complaint during
the audit period on 26 March 2018 and this related to dust/material found on a car 1200 m from the Borg Panels
site. It was determined that this was not likely caused by Borg Panels operations as the wind direction was from the
north west and the complaint was from the south. Plant conditions were normal at the time of the complaint.
During the site audit dust management measures were observed including active use of water carts, water cart re-
fill stations, and wood dust captured in a closed system.

B3

During construction, the Applicant must ensure that:

(a) exposed surfaces and stockpiles are suppressed by regular watering;

(b) all trucks entering or leaving the site with loads have their loads covered;

(c) trucks associated with the Development do not track dirt onto the public road network;
(d) public roads used by these trucks are kept clean; and
)

(e) land stabilisation works are carried out progressively on site to minimise exposed surfaces.

Compliant

The CEMP inspection checklist checks for all items a, b, c and d on a monthly basis. A review of the monthly CEMP
inspections from September 2017 to March 2018 indicates that generally the construction work is not generating
dust from stockpiles or site works, tracking mud is not present on public roads and trucks are covering their loads
when leaving site. During the site audit it was observed that works have been staged to avoid the amount of
exposed surfaces where practical.

B4

The Applicant must install and operate equipment in line with best practice to ensure that the
Development complies with all load limits, air quality criteria/air emission limits and air quality
monitoring requirements as specified in the EPL for the site.

Compliant

Section 7 of the OAQMP outlines “Borg Panels conduct air emissions monitoring to assess compliance with the
approval criteria performance indicators and to meet the monitoring requirements of the EPL”. A review of the draft
2018 Annual Review identified an exceedance of the annual criteria for depositional dust at DG1. It should be noted
that dust deposition monitoring is not a requirement of a consent or licence.

A review of the Community Complaints Register identified there had only been one air related complaint during the
audit period. It was determined that this was not likely caused by Borg Panels operations as the wind direction was
from the north west and the complaint was from the south.

The Environmental Awareness Training undertaken by Borg Panels employees as part of their induction covers the
Borg Panels Environmental Standards including air quality. This standard outlines how to prevent and mitigate the
pollution of air and requires an examination at the completion of the induction to demonstrate competency.

The CEMP inspection checklist also inspects for the adequate management of dust during construction. A review of
the CEMP inspection checklists from September 2017 to March 2018 demonstrates that construction activities have
generally not been generating dust.

B5

Within 6 months of the date of this consent, the Applicant must prepare an Operational Air
Quality Management Plan (OAQMP) for the Existing Development to manage air quality to the
satisfaction of the Secretary. The OAQMP must form part of the OEMP required by Condition
C4 and be prepared in accordance with Condition C9. The OAQMP must:

Borg Panels Oberon Independent Environmental Audit
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Administrative
non-compliance

The Borg Panels OAQMP (dated 28 November 2017) was approved by DPE on 21 December 2017. The OAQMP was
submitted to DPE on 30 November 2017, which was one day late (not within 6 months from the date of consent
SSD 7016).

Section 2.2 of the OAQMP outlines the conditions of consent relevant the operation of the existing facility and
details how these conditions will be met. The relevant conditions and where they have been considered in the
OAQMP are listed below:




Condition Number Condition

Compliance

Evidence and Comments

(a) be prepared by a suitably qualified expert and be prepared in consultation with the EPA,
(b) detail and rank all emissions from all sources of the Existing Development, including
particulate and formaldehyde emissions;

(c) describe a program that is capable of evaluating the performance of the Existing
Development and determining compliance with key performance indicators;

(d) identify the control measures that will be implemented for each emission source;
(e) outline options/strategies for reducing formaldehyde emissions;
(f) nominate the following for each of the proposed controls

i) key performance indicator;

ii) monitoring method;

(
(
(iii) location, frequency and duration of monitoring;
(iv) record keeping;

(

v) complaints register;

(vi) response procedures; and

(vii) compliance monitoring.

Refer to Section 1.5

Refer to Section 3 &4

Refer to Section 7

Refer to Section 6

Refer to Section 6.2

Refer to Section 3
Refer to Section 7
Refer to Section 7
Refer to Section 9

Refer to Section 9. A review of the Community Complaints register identified one air related community compliant
from the 2018 reporting period. The complaint was investigated and closed out in accordance with the OAQMP.

Refer to Section 8

Refer to Section 7. A review of the draft 2018 Annual Review has not identified any exceedances of air quality criteria
during the reporting period.

Prior to commencement of operation of the Project, the Applicant must update the OAQMP as
required by Condition B5 to incorporate the Project and its management to the satisfaction of
the Secretary. The updated plan must be prepared in accordance with the requirements of
Condition B5 and must incorporate the following:

86 (a) details of emissions from all sources of the Development;

(b) description of the air quality monitoring to measure the performance of the Development
against this consent and the EPL; and

(c) description of any additional measures that would be implemented to ensure the
Development complies with this consent and the EPL.

Not triggered

The Project is still in construction and therefore this condition has not been triggered during the audit period.

The Applicant must ensure the Development does not cause or permit the emission of any

offensive odour (as defined in the POEO Act)
B7

Compliant

The CEMP inspection checklist identifies if work sites are free from odours. A review of monthly CEMP inspections
from September 2017 to March 2018 has indicated that the works have generally been free of odour.

No odour related community complaints were identified during the 2018 reporting year.

The Applicant must ensure the two cogeneration units are capable of meeting Group 6
B8 emissions standards outlined in the Clean Air Regulation.

Not triggered

The Cogeneration Units are still in construction and therefore this condition has not been triggered during the audit
period.

Within 3 months of commissioning the two cogeneration units, the Applicant, in consultation
with the EPA, must undertake post-commissioning air monitoring of exhaust gases from the
two cogeneration units to demonstrate these comply with the Group 6 emission limits in the
B9 Clean Air Regulation.

Within 1 month of completing the study, the Applicant must submit a report outlining the
findings of the study to the Secretary and the EPA

Not triggered

As above.

have not met the requirements of condition B8, a detailed investigation and an outline of any
management measures necessary to prevent exceedances must be submitted to the Secretary
and the EPA, as part of the study.

B10

Should the post-commissioning emissions verification study indicate the two cogeneration units

Not triggered

As above.

Borg Panels Oberon Independent Environmental Audit
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Condition Number | Condition

(c) describe procedures for achieving the noise limits in Table 2;

(d) describe the measures to be implemented to manage noisy works such as rock/concrete
breaking activities, in close proximity to sensitive receivers;

(e) include strategies that have been developed with the community for managing noisy works;

(f) describe the community consultation undertaken to develop the strategies in e) above; and

Borg Panels Oberon Independent Environmental Audit
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‘ Compliance | Evidence and Comments
Within 6 months of the commencement of operation of the Project, the Applicant must Not triggered The Project is still in the construction phase and therefore this condition has not been triggered during the audit
undertake an air emissions verification study at all air discharge points for the Development period.
identified in the Air Quality Impact Assessment Revised Borg Manufacturing Timber Panels
Processing Facility Expansion (AQIA), prepared by Todoroski Air Sciences, dated 16 February
2017, to the satisfaction of the Secretary. The study must:
(a) be undertaken by a suitably qualified expert
(b) include a verification of actual monitored emissions against the assumptions adopted in the
B11 AQIA;
(c) confirm, through direct measurements, that applicable EPL requirements are being complied
with; and
(d) confirm, using reasonable means, the effectiveness of any emission control measures that
have implemented to minimise air quality impacts
Within 1 month of completing the study, the Applicant must submit a report outlining the
findings of the study to the Secretary and the EPA.
Should the air emissions verification study indicate the Development has not complied with Not triggered As above.
applicable EPL requirements, or where the verification indicates that greater impacts than
B12 predicted in the EIS may arise, a detailed investigation and an outline of any management
measures necessary to prevent exceedances must be submitted to the Secretary and the EPA,
as part of the study.
NOISE
Th? Applicant must comply with the hours detailed in Table 1, unless otherwise agreed in Not verified Section 7.2.2 of the CEMP reference that works are to occur in accordance with the hours listed in Table 1.
writing by the Secretary. V Bendevski also stated that training is undertaken to ensure workers are aware of this requirement.
Table 1: Hoi'fﬁtit:vom i Day r— Construction hours of work could not be verified during the site audit or through any documentation (pre-start
B13 Earthworks and Monday — Friday 7amto 7 pm briefing records).
Co"St"_’d'o" Saturday §amto1pm It is recommended that Borg Panels review their existing log on / log off and / or timesheet system to ensure it
Operation | Monday - Sunday 24 hours records the start and finish time of construction activities for the remainder of the construction period in order to
demonstrate compliance with this condition.
Works outside of the hours identified in Condition B13 may be undertaken in the following Compliant During the site audit, Borg Panels staff outlined that the delivery of the dryer rings was required outside
circumstances: construction hours due to the oversize vehicle required to deliver the dyer ring. An Over mass/Oversize Permit was
(a) works that are inaudible at the nearest sensitive receivers; obtained from Roads and Marltlme Serwcc.es dated .17 July 2017 for the ove.r5|ze delivery outside of regular
construction hours. The delivery was required outside of normal construction hours due to safety reasons.
814 (b) works agreed to in writing by the Secretary;
(c) for the delivery of materials required outside these hours by the NSW Police Force or other
authorities for safety reasons; or
(d) where it is required in an emergency to avoid the loss of lives, property and/or to prevent
environmental harm.
The Applicant must prepare a Construction Noise Management Plan (CNMP) for the Project to Compliant The Borg Panels Construction Noise Management Plan (CNMP) dated 1 June 2017 was approved by DPE on 13 June
manage construction noise. The plan must form part of the CEMP required by Condition C1 and 2017. Section 2.2 of the CNMP outlines the conditions of consent relevant to noise and details how these conditions
must: will be met. The relevant conditions and where they have been considered in the CNMP are listed below:
(a) be prepared by a suitably qualified and experienced noise expert; Refer to Revision history
(b) be approved by the Secretary prior to the commencement of construction of the Project; Refer to Appendix A
B15

Refer to Section 6

Refer to Section 6

Refer to Table 7 and Section 9.1.2
Refer to Section 9.1.2




Condition Number

Condition

Compliance

Evidence and Comments

(g) include a complaints management system that would be implemented for the duration of
the Project.

Refer to Section 9.2. A review of the community complaints register identified a total of two noise related complaints
during the 2018 reporting period. One of these complaints has been closed out however the second is still under
investigation.

conditions when the noise criteria in this consent do not apply;

(v) compliance with the relevant conditions of this consent;
(c) includes a noise monitoring program that:

(i) must be carried out until otherwise agreed to in writing by the Secretary;

(ii) is capable of evaluating the performance of the Existing Development; and
(iii) includes a protocol for determining exceedances of the relevant conditions of this
consent and responding to complaints; and

(c) include a procedure for implementing noise mitigation measures, should the Applicant be
directed by the EPA or the Secretary, or should non-compliances be detected.

The Applicant must ensure that noise generated by the Development does not exceed the noise Compliant The Borg Panels Operational Noise Management Plan (ONMP) dated 1 December 2017 was reviewed. Section 2.2 of
limits in Table 2. the ONMP outlines the noise limits in Table 2 and Section 4 outlines how the operation of the facility will comply
Table 2: Noise Limits dB(A) with these limits (e.g. noise monitoring at nearby sensitive receivers — locations are detailed in Table 6 of the
Location Day Evening Night ONMP).
- . LAeq(15 minute) Lieqi15 minute) LAeqi15 minuts) During the 2018 reporting period there were two noise related complaints that as part of the investigation involved

B16 All sensitive receivers | 55 I 50 45 the installation of noise loggers. The complaint from July 2017 was closed out, however the complaint from April
2018 is still being investigated through the use of noise loggers.

Note: Noise generated l:?y the. Deve!opment ,IS to be measu'red n ac.cgrdance with the relevaqt A review of the Borg Panels Annual Operational Noise Monitoring Reporting for Reporting year 2017-2018 was

procedures and exemptions (including certain meteorological conditions) of the NSW Industrial . . o . . . o .

Noise Poli reviewed and identified that Borg Panels operations complied with the noise limits during the annual survey at all
olse Folicy. monitoring locations.

The Applicant must ensure all noise attenuation measures already installed for the Existing Not verified It was not able to be verified if Borg Panels undertake maintenance and/or condition assessments to ensure these

Development are maintained in good working order for the life of the Development. devices are in good working order.

B17 It is recommended that Borg Panels undertakes a condition assessment survey of all noise attenuation devices
associated with the Existing Development and develops a maintenance schedule to ensure the devices are kept in
good working order.

Within 6 months of the date of this consent, the Applicant must prepare an Operational Noise Administrative | The Borg Panels Operational Noise Management Plan (ONMP) dated 11 December 2017 was approved by DPE on 21
Management Plan (ONMP) for the Existing Development, to manage operational noise to the non-compliance | December 2017).The ONMP was submitted to DPE on 30 November 2017, which was one day late (not within 6
satisfaction of the Secretary. The ONMP must form part of the OEMP required by Condition C4 months from the date of consent SSD 7016).
and be prepared in accordance with Condition C9. The ONMP must: Section 2.2 of the CNMP outlines the conditions of consent relevant to noise and details how these conditions will
be met. The OEMP adequately address conditions C4 and C9.
(a) be prepared by a suitably qualified and experienced noise expert; Refer to revision history
(b) describe the measures that will be implemented to minimise noise from the Existing Refer to Section 6
Development including:
(i) all reasonable and feasible measures being employed on site;
(ii) maintain equipment to ensure it is in good order; Equipment is maintained in good working order through daily checks and regular servicing managed through Borg
Panels Mainpac system.
(iii) traffic noise is effectively managed;
B18 (iv) the noise impacts of the Existing Development are minimised during any meteorological

Refer to Section 7 and Section 9

Operational compliance monitoring is undertaken for the Existing Development at each location identified in the
ONMP once per year during the day, evening and night. In the event of a noise complaint the compliant is to be
investigation as soon as practicable,

Refer to Section 8
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Condition Number | Condition

B19

Prior to the commencement of operation of the Project, the Applicant must update the ONMP
required under Condition B18, to incorporate the Project and its management, to the
satisfaction of the Secretary. The updated plan must be prepared in accordance with the
requirements of Condition B18, and must incorporate the following:

(a) description of the noise monitoring program to measure the performance of the
Development against this consent and the EPL; and

(b) description of any additional measures that would be implemented for the Development to
ensure compliance with the noise limits in Condition B16 and the EPL.

‘ Compliance

Not triggered

| Evidence and Comments

The Project is still in construction and therefore this condition has not been triggered during the audit period.

B18

Within 3 months of commencement of operation of the Project, the Applicant must undertake
a noise verification study for the Development to the satisfaction of the Secretary. The study
must:

(a) be undertaken by a suitably qualified expert;
(b) include an analysis of compliance with noise limits specified in Condition B16;

(c) demonstrate achievement of the sound power levels in Table 12 of the Borg Panels Timber
Panel Processing Facility Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment, dated May 2016 and
prepared by Global Acoustics;

(d) include an outline of management actions to be taken to address any exceedances of the
limits specified in Condition B16; and

(e) describe the contingency measures in the event management actions are not effective in
reducing noise levels to an acceptable level.

Within 1 month of completing the study, the Applicant must submit a report outlining the
findings of the study to the Secretary and the EPA.

Not triggered

The Project is still in construction and therefore this condition has not been triggered during the audit period.

B21

Should the noise verification study indicate the Development has not complied with the noise
limits in Condition B16 and applicable EPL requirements, or where the verification indicates
that greater impacts than predicted in the EIS may arise, a detailed investigation and an outline
of any management measures necessary to prevent exceedances must be submitted to the
Secretary and the EPA, as part of the study.

Not triggered

As above.

B22

During construction, the Applicant must ensure that mobile wood chippers are not operating
simultaneously with rock/concrete breaking activities.

Not triggered

It was noted that no concrete/rock breaking activities have occurred during the audit period (V Bendevski pers
coms).

B23

The use of mobile wood chippers on site is restricted to the day time period only and to periods
of breakdown or maintenance of the permanent wood debarkers and electric chippers, and
must not operate under the following conditions:

(a) in the open when winds are from the north-west through to the north-east (3152, through
09, to 459); or

(b) when winds are from the west through to the east (2709, through 09, to 902), two or more
mobile wood chippers are not to operate simultaneously.

Compliant

Section 3 of the MWCOMP specifies that “Wind directional data clearly signifying when one or two mobile chippers
may be operated, or when they are not to be operated, is to be displayed as a live feed from the meteorological
station in full view of the Log Yard Supervisor. The Supervisor will review data and advise operators when wind
direction prevents operation and to shut down equipment”.

During the site audit Borg Panels advised that they were currently investigating a text message alert system for the
Supervisors.

B24

Within 6 months of the date of this consent or the commencement of construction of the
Project, whichever occurs first, the Applicant must prepare a Mobile Wood Chipper Operation
Management Plan for the Development. The plan must outline how the requirements under
Conditions B22 and Condition B23 will be achieved and must include any reasonable and
feasible mitigation measures to limit operation to periods of breakdown or maintenance of the
permanent debarkers and electric chippers

Administrative
non-compliance

The MWCOMP was approved by DPE on 21 December 2017. The MWCOMP was submitted to DPE on 30 November
2017, which was one day late (not within 6 months from the date of consent SSD 7016).

B25

The Applicant must ensure the two cogeneration units are acoustically treated as described in
the Gas Fired Co-Generators Noise Impact Assessment (NIA) prepared by Vipac Engineers and
Scientists, dated 2 July 2015.

Compliant

It was confirmed that the cogenerations units have been acoustically treated during the audit period as required
including acoustic shielding. This was viewed during the site inspection (refer to Plate 1 and 2 in Appendix 5 in the
main Audit Report).

B26

Within 3 months of commissioning the two cogeneration units, the Applicant, in consultation
with the EPA, must undertake post-commissioning noise monitoring of the cogeneration units
to demonstrate the operation of the cogeneration units do not exceed the noise criteria at

Not triggered

This condition has not been triggered during the audit period.

Borg Panels Oberon Independent Environmental Audit
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Condition Number

Condition

Compliance

Evidence and Comments

sensitive receivers as described in Section 7.0 of Gas Fire Co-generators Noise Impact
Assessment prepared by Vipac Engineers and Scientists, dated 2 July 2015.

Within 1 month of completing the study, the Applicant must submit a report outlining the
findings of the study to the Secretary and the EPA.

B27

Should the post-commissioning emissions verification study indicate the two cogeneration units
have not demonstrated compliance with the NIA, a detailed investigation and an outline of any
management measures necessary to prevent exceedances must be submitted to the Secretary
and the EPA, as part of the study.

Not triggered

As above.

SOILS, WATER QUALITY AND HYDROLOGY

The Applicant must:

(a) ensure that only VENM, or ENM, or other material approved in writing by the EPA is used as
fill on the site;

Not triggered

No fill has been imported to the Borg Panels site during the reporting period (V Bendevski pers coms).

Stormwater Management Strategy, Rev G, prepared by Parsons Brinckerhoff, dated March
2012, to the satisfaction of the Secretary. The SWMP must form part of the OEMP required by

Borg Panels Oberon Independent Environmental Audit
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B28

(a) keep accurate records of the volume and type of fill to be used; and

(b) make these records available to the Secretary upon request.

Prior to the commencement of construction, the Applicant must install and maintain suitable Non-Complaint | A review of the CEMP inspection checklists from September 2017 to March 2018 has identified that installed erosion

erosion and sediment control measures on-site, in accordance with the relevant requirements and sediment controls are working and are being maintained in accordance with the Blue Book.

in the Ia'Fest version .of the Managing Ur_ban Stormwater: Soils and. cOnstructior) Quideline and However during the site audit it was observed that there were a large number of stockpiles present in the

the Erosion and Sediment Control Plan included in the CEMP required by Condition C1. proposed hardstand, emergency catchment and first flush basin area that appeared to have been there for a
period of time (without any stabilisation) and did not have any sediment retention traps (e.g. sediment fence)
located downslope (refer to Appendix 5 — Plate 7). The stockpiles are located on the high point of the local

B29 topography and therefore are not subject to upslope surface flows. In accordance with Appendix M 41of the Blue
Book references that stockpiles should be protected upslope from surface water flow, sediment filters should be
provided down slope, and stabilised to greater than 50% when remaining unattended (e.g. not adding or
removing material from the stockpile) for more than 20 working days.

It is recommended that Borg Panels install sediment retention traps (such as sediment fences — refer to drawing SD
6-8 of the Blue Book) downslope of stockpiles and ensure stockpiles are stabilised to more 50% if they are going to be
inactive (e.g. material not added or removed) for more than 20 days.

The Applicant is required to obtain the necessary water licences for the Development under the Compliant Water Supply Works approval 80WA715797 issued under s87B of the Water Management Act 2000 for the

Water Act 1912 and/or the Water Management Act 2000. extraction of groundwater has been obtained for the Borg Panels site. The certificate was sighted and was dated 4

B30 . . . . March 2015. It was noted that no new licences are required as a result of the Project (V Bendevski pers com)

Note: Licences are required for groundwater bores, excavations that may intercept

groundwater, dewatering activities and extraction or interception of surface water.

The Development must comply with section 120 of the POEO Act, which prohibits the pollution Non-Complaint | A review of the 2018 Annual Return identified that there were two exceedances of EPL limits during the reporting

of waters, except as expressly provided for in an EPL. period. An exceedance of Biochemical Oxygen Demand (BOD) on 8 August 2017 The EPL limit for BOD is 20 mg/L
and the monitored result was 21 mg/L. This is possibly due to the build-up of wood dust from prolonged dry
period which may have contributed to elevated nutrients and increased BOD following a period of rain.

831 Additionally, an exceedance of Total Suspended Solids occurred on 8 August 2017. The EPL limit for TSS is 50 mg/L
and the monitored result was 57 mg/L. This was possible due to the build-up of dust which may have by-passed
erosion controls and ended up flowing through the monitoring point 1 following a rain event.

It is recommended that a review of the water management system, monitoring requirements and procedures should
be completed with key findings used to update the water management plan (where necessary) for the Departments
approval.

Within 6 months of the date of this consent, the Applicant must prepare a Surface Water Administrative | The Borg Panels Surface Water Management Plan (SWMP) dated 13 December 2017 was approved by DPE on 21

B32 Management Plan (SWMP) for the Existing Development that incorporates the Oberon non-compliance | December 2017. The SWMP was submitted to DPE on 30 November 2017, which was one day late (not within 6

months from the date of consent SSD 7016).
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Condition Number

Condition
Condition C4 and be prepared in accordance with Condition C9. The SWMP must:

(a) be prepared in consultation with the EPA and DPI;

(b) detail water use, metering, disposal and management on-site;

(c) detail the water licence requirements for the Existing Development;
(d) describe the surface water management system on-site,

(e) include a program to monitor:
(i) surface water flows and quality;
(i) surface water storage and use; and
(iii) sediment basin operation;
(f) include a sediment and erosion control plan;
(g) include surface water impact assessment criteria, including trigger levels for investigating
and potential adverse surface water impacts; and

(h) include a protocol for the investigation and mitigation of identified exceedances of the
surface water impact assessment criteria.

Compliance

Evidence and Comments

Section 2.2 of the SWMP outlines the conditions of consent relevant to this management plan (including Condition
B32) how these conditions will be met. The SWMP adequately addresses Condition B32.

Refer to Section 1.4
Refer to Section 3
Refer to Section 2
Refer to Section 4

Refer to Sections 4, 5 and 6

Refer to Section 5

Refer to Section 7

Refer to Section 7

Prior to commencement of operation of the Project, the Applicant must update the SWMP Not triggered The Project is in the construction phase.
required under Condition B32 to incorporate the Project and its management to the
satisfaction of the Secretary. The updated plan must be prepared in accordance with the
requirements of Condition B32, and must incorporate the following:
(a) details of the proposed mitigation measures outlined in Section 6.0 of Proposed Particle
B33 Board Facility Water Cycle Impact Assessment, prepared by the Sustainability Workshop and
dated May 2016, in particular, the final design specifications of the additional stormwater
treatment and storage pond and emergency spill basin;
(b) details of the stormwater harvesting and reuse scheme; and
(c) outline the surface water monitoring program to measure the performance of the
Development against this consent and the EPL.
TRAFFIC AND ACCESS
The Applicant must prepare a Construction Traffic Management Plan (CTMP) for the Project. Compliant The Construction Traffic Management Plan (CTMP) dated 3 May 2017 was prepared by The Transport Planning
The CTMP must form part of the CEMP as required by Condition C1 and be prepared in Partnership (TIPP) on behalf of Borg Panels. The CTMP was approved by DPE on 13 June 2017. Table 1 of the CTMP
accordance with Condition C9. The CTMP must: outlines the conditions of consent relevant to this management plan (including Condition B34) and how these
conditions will be met (where addressed in the document).
(a) be prepared by a suitably qualified and experienced person(s); Refer to revision history
(b) be submitted to the Secretary for approval prior to the commencement of construction; Refer to Appendix A of the CEMP
(c) detail the measures that would be implemented to ensure road safety and network Refer to Section 5
efficiency during earthworks and construction;
B34 (d) detail heavy vehicle routes, access and parking arrangements; Refer to Sections 3.3 and 3.4

(e) include a Driver Code of Conduct to:
(i) minimise the impacts of construction on the local and regional road network;
(ii) minimise conflicts with other road users;
(iii) minimise road traffic noise; and
(iv) ensure truck drivers use specified routes;
(f) include a program to monitor the effectiveness of these measures; and

(g) if necessary, detail procedures for notifying residents and the community (including local
schools), of any potential disruptions to routes.

Refer to Appendix A

Refer to Section 6

Refer to Section 4.7
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Condition Number

Condition

Compliance

Evidence and Comments

(a) FIRE SAFETY STUDY

The site’s Fire Safety Study must be updated to include any changes due to the Project. This
study must cover the relevant aspects of the Department’s Hazardous Industry Planning
Advisory Paper No. 2, ‘Fire Safety Study Guidelines’ and the NSW Government’s ‘Best Practice
Guidelines for Contaminated Water Retention and Treatment Systems’. The study must meet
the requirements of FRNSW.

Borg Panels Oberon Independent Environmental Audit
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The Applicant must provide sufficient parking facilities on-site, including for heavy vehicles and Compliant Section 3.3.4 of the CTMP outlines that parking would be provided for construction staff and there would be
B35 for site personnel, to ensure that traffic associated with the Development does not utilise designated parking spaced for heavy vehicles or plant when not in use
public and residential streets or public parking facilities. During the site audit dedicated parking facilities were observed for visitor sign in and parking near the
administrative and workshop buildings. .
The Applicant must ensure: Compliant The CTMP addresses the traffic and transport implications during the construction phase of the development.in
accordance with the relevant standards.
The CEMP inspection checklist also identifies for safe operation of heavy vehicles and in accordance with the code of
conduct during the inspection. A review of CEMP checklists from September 2017 to March 2018 did not identify
any issues with heavy vehicle operation.
During the site audit vehicles and mobile plant were observed to be sticking to internal designated roads.
(a) internal roads, driveways and parking (including grades, turn paths, sight distance Refer to Appendix D
requirements, aisle widths, aisle lengths and parking bay dimensions) associated with the
Development are constructed and maintained in accordance with the latest version of AS
2890.1 and AS 2890.2;
(b) the swept path of the longest vehicle entering and exiting the site, as well as Refer to Appendix D
manoeuvrability through the site, is in accordance with the relevant AUSTROADS guidelines;
B36 (c) the Development does not result in any vehicles queuing on the public road network; Refer to Section 5.1
(d) heavy vehicles and bins associated with the Development are not parked on local roads or Refer to Section 5.1
footpaths in the vicinity of the site;
(e) all vehicles are wholly contained on site before being required to stop; Refer to Section 3.4
(f) all loading and unloading of materials is carried out on-site; Refer to Section 3.3.3
(g) the proposed turning areas in the car park are kept clear of any obstacles, including parked Refer to Section 3.3.4
cars, at all times; and
(h) it has prepared and implemented a Driver Code of Conduct to: Appendix A of the CTMP contains the Drivers Code of Conduct which all employees are required to read and sign. A
(i) minimise the impacts of the Development on the local and regional road network; copy of a signed Drivers Code of Conduct was sighted
(ii) minimise conflicts with other road users; and
(iii) ensure truck drivers use the Oberon town bypass roads.
HAZARDS AND RISK
The Applicant must continue to implement the following existing plans and systems for the site Compliant Emergency Response Plan SMS22401 dated 28 March 2018 was reviewed and is available on the Borg Panels
until such time as the plans and systems under Condition B39 are submitted to the Secretary: intranet.
B37 (a) Emergency Plan titled Emergency Response Plan, SMS 22401, REV 0, prepared by Borg Work Health and Safety Management System Part A dated August 2017 and Work Health and Safety Management
Construction; and System Part B dated May 2016 were reviewed and are both available on the Borg Panels intranet.
(b) Safety Management System titled Safety Management system, WHSMS Part A & B,
prepared by Borg Construction and dated May 2016.
The Applicant must prepare the studies set out under subsections B38(a) to B38(d) (the Complaint All plans have been prepared and approved by the Secretary on 7 July 2017.
preconstruction studies). Construction (not including earthworks) must not commence until the
recommendations of the study have been considered and, where appropriate, acted upon. The
Applicant must submit the studies to the Secretary no later than one month prior to the
commencement of construction of the Project, or within such further period as the Secretary
may agree.
B38 vag

The latest version of the report is Rev 0 June 2017. Page 2 of the document lists that the report has been prepared
in accordance with the Hazardous Industry Planning Advisory Paper (HIPAP) No. 2 (Ref. [2]) and the Fire Safety Study
Guidelines. Section 8.2 of the document references the Best Practice Guidelines for Contaminated Water Retention
and Treatment Systems’. Page 4 of the document outlines the requirements for local FRNSW access and egress.

13




Condition Number

Condition

(b) HAZARD AND OPERABILITY STUDY

A Hazard and Operability Study for the Project, chaired by a qualified person, independent of
the Development. The study must be consistent with the Department’s Hazardous Industry
Planning Advisory Paper No. 8, ‘HAZOP Guidelines’.

(c) FINAL HAZARD ANALYSIS
A Final Hazard Analysis of the Project, consistent with the Department’s Hazardous Industry
Planning Advisory Paper No. 6, ‘Hazard Analysis’.

(d) CONSTRUCTION SAFETY STUDY
A Construction Safety Study for the Development, consistent with the Department’s
Hazardous Industry Planning Advisory Paper No. 7, ‘Construction Safety’. This study must
also identify and address the potential hazards arises from the interactions with the existing
facility during construction.

Compliance

Evidence and Comments

Section 1.1 of the document outlines that this report has been prepared to satisfy the requirements of Condition
B38(b).

Page 1 outlines that this report has been prepared to meet the requirements of Condition B38 (c).

Page 1 of the document outlines that this report has been prepared in accordance with the NSW Department of
Planning’s Hazardous Industry Planning Advisory Paper (HIPAP) No.7 Construction Safety.

B39

Prior to commissioning of the Project, the Applicant must update and implement the plans and
systems set out under subsections B39(a) to B39(b). The Applicant must submit to the Secretary
documentation describing the plans and systems no later than two months prior to the
commencement of commissioning of the Project, or within such further period as the Secretary
may agree.

(a) EMERGENCY PLAN

The site’s Emergency Plan and detailed emergency procedures as required under Condition
B37(a), must be updated to incorporate any changes due to the Project. The plan must include
detailed procedures for the safety of all people outside of the Development who may be at risk
from the Development. The plan must be in accordance with the Department’s Hazardous
Industry Planning Advisory Paper No. 1, ‘Industry Emergency Planning Guidelines’.

(b) SAFETY MANAGEMENT SYSTEM

The site’s Safety Management System as required under B37(b), must be updated to include
any changes due to the Project. The document must clearly specify all safety related
procedures, responsibilities and policies, along with details of mechanisms for ensuring
adherence to the procedures. Records must be kept on-site and must be available for
inspection by the Secretary upon request. The Safety Management System must be developed
in accordance with the Department’s Hazardous Industry Planning Advisory Paper No. 9, ‘Safety
Management’.

Not triggered

The Project is in the construction phase.

B40

PRE-STARTUP COMPLIANCE REPORT
One month prior to the commencement of operation of the Project, the Applicant must submit
to the Secretary, a report detailing compliance with conditions B38 and B39, including:

(a) dates of study/plan/system completion, commencement of construction and
commissioning; and

(b) actions taken or proposed, to implement recommendations made in the
studies/plans/systems; and

(c) responses to each requirement imposed by the Secretary under condition B43.

Not triggered

The Project is in the construction phase.

B41

POST-STARTUP COMPLIANCE REPORT
Three months after the commencement of operation of the Project, the Applicant must submit
to the Secretary, a report verifying that:

(a) the Emergency Plan required under condition B39(a) is effectively in place and that at least
one emergency exercise has been conducted; and the Safety Management System required
under condition B39(b) has been fully implemented and that records required by the system
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The Project is in the construction phase.
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Condition Number

Condition

Compliance

Evidence and Comments

are being kept.

HAZARD AUDIT Not triggered The Project is in the construction phase.
Twelve months after the commencement of operation of the Project and every five years
thereafter, or at such intervals as the Secretary may agree, the Applicant must carry out a
comprehensive Hazard Audit of the site and within one month of each audit submit a report to
B42 the Secretary.
The audits must be carried out at the Applicant’s expense by an independent qualified person
or team to be approved by the Secretary, independent of the Development, prior to
commencement of each audit and must be consistent with the Department’s Hazardous
Industry Planning Advisory Paper No. 5, ‘Hazard Audit Guidelines’.
FURTHER REQUIREMENTS Not triggered The Project is in the construction phase.
B43 The Applicant must comply with all reasonable requirements of the Secretary in respect of the
implementation of any measures arising from the reports submitted in respect of conditions
B38 to B42 inclusive, within such time as the Secretary may agree.
The quantities of dangerous goods stored and handled at the site must be below the threshold Not verified SEPP 33 Risk Screening dated 12 May 2016 was reviewed. Dangerous good quantity limits applicable to the Project
quantities listed in the Department’s Hazardous and Offensive Development Application are listed in Table 4.1 of the SEPP 33 report.
Guidelines — Applying SEPP 33 at all times. During the site audit the quantity of dangerous goods currently stored at the Borg Panels site could not be
B44 verified.
It is recommended that Borg Panels review the dangerous goods and limits listed in the SEPP 33 report to determine
if these are still current and are consistent with what is currently stored on site. Borg Panels should introduce a
mechanism to identify the quantity of dangerous goods stored on site to ensure and demonstrate compliance with
this condition.
The Applicant must store all chemicals, fuels and oils used on-site in appropriately bunded Non-Compliant | The CEMP inspection checklist identifies appropriate bunding of all chemicals and fuels. A review of CEMP
areas in accordance with the requirements of all relevant Australian Standards, and/or the inspection checklists from September 2017 to March 2018 has indicated that chemicals and fuels are being stored
EPA’s Storing and Handling of Liquids: Environmental Protection — Participants Handbook. appropriately.
However during the site audit it was observed that chemicals located in the storage shed in the vicinity of the
emergency catchment and first flush basin area were not stored within bunded areas. Bunds were observed in
the storage shed, however these were not being used (refer to Appendix 5 — Plate 8)
During the site audit Borg Panels identified that the pavement in the Water Recycling Management Plan was
designed to drain towards the treatment ponds. However there were some chemicals stored without bunding in
an area that appeared to drain towards the proposed Emergency Basin (refer to Appendix 5 — Plate 5).
B45S During the site audit, Borg Panels personnel described that truck refuelling is undertaken with the use of portable

bunds but this could not be verified with the area surround the truck refuelling area not bunded and located on a
hard stand area that drains to the proposed Emergency Basin currently under construction . Furthermore, the spill
kits located in the truck fuelling area were not appropriately stocked and one bin contained dirty water (refer to
Appendix 5 - Plate 9).

It is recommended that a review of the fuel and chemical storage procedures should be completed with key findings
used to update the CEMP and OEMP (where necessary) for the Departments approval. This should include updates to
the CEMP Inspection Checklist and updates to the OEMP sub-plan checklists (where applicable) to specifically capture
and inspect all hydrocarbon storage and management areas. In addition, refresher training should be rolled out to all
Borg Panels employees who work with or near fuels and chemicals regarding the appropriate storage of these items
and how to use and maintain spill kits.

WASTE MANAGEMENT

B46

Waste must be secured and maintained within designated waste storage areas at all times.

Non-Complaint

Table 3 of the Waste Management Plan (WMP) outlines how waste types will be managed on site. Section 4.5 of the
WMP also describes waste storage areas located at the Borgs facility. Section 6.1 of the WMP specifies that the Yard
Supervisor is responsible for managing waste and undertaking daily inspections and weekly disposal of waste to
landfill.

During the site audit a number of waste stockpiles of varying size were observed in existing Lot 2902 DP 1056754
and adjacent to the areas proposed for the new emergency and first flush basins (refer to Appendix 5 — Plate 6).
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Condition Number | Condition ‘ Compliance | Evidence and Comments
There appeared to be no evidence of waste segregation for different waste streams and some stockpiles
appeared to have been there for a period of time.
During the site audit it was observed that there was a lack of designated / segregated waste storage areas as
described in the WMP. General site rubbish including packaging rubbish was observed throughout the site
particularly near the existing warehouses adjacent to the proposed hardstand area. A SEUZ paper and cardboard
recycling bin was observed in the existing Manufacturing Plant, however Borg Panels employees advised that
SUEZ no longer provides services to Borg Panels.
It is recommended that a review of the WMP (including key commitments) should be completed with key findings
used to update the CEMP and WMP for the Departments approval. In addition, once the WMP is updated refresher
training should be rolled out to all Borg Panels employees regarding waste management requirements on the Borg
Panels site.

The Applicant must assess and classify all liquid and non-liquid wastes to be taken off-site in Section 4.4 of the WMP outlines that “Waste generated and/or stored at the premises is assessed and classified

accordance with the EPA's Waste Classification Guidelines Part 1: Classifying Waste, November according to the NSW EPA Waste Classification Guidelines”.

B47 2014, or its latest version and dispose of all wastes to a facility that may lawfully accept the Section 6.3 specifies that Borg Panels retains all waste disposal records for traceability including waste receipts and
waste. waste transfer certificate for up to 4 years. Borg Panels provided waste tip invoices from Bathurst City Council for
the disposal of waste during the audit period.

Waste generated outside the site must not be received at the site for storage, treatment, Not triggered No waste was received from outside of the Borg Panels site during the audit period (V Bendevski pers coms).

B48 processing, reprocessing, or disposal unless the EPA has permitted the use of a particular wood

waste (or wastes) at the site by conditions on the EPL for the site.

Within 6 months of the date of this consent, the Applicant must provide documentary evidence Not verified Borg Panels were not offered a renewal on their Trade Waste Service Contract with Oberon Council for the 2017-

of a Trade Waste Agreement with Council for the Development and must include and shall not 2018 reporting period. Further it was confirmed that DPI-Water also did not provide concurrence due to the

be limited to: category of discharge. In this regard Borg Panels now treats its liquid trade waste on site and does not discharge to
the sewerage system (V Bendevski pers coms).

B49 (a) covering quantities, quality, timing of the release of wastes to the sewerage system; It is recommended that Borg Panels seek confirmation from the Department that the new arrangements to treat its
. . - liquid wastes and reuse onsite are acceptable and that this condition is there for not applicable/triggered.

(b) contingency plans in the event of the effluent treatment facilities; and

(c) monetary for breaches of the standards.

Prior to the commencement of construction of the Project, the Applicant must prepare a Non-Compliant | Section 7.7 of the CEMP contains the Construction and Demolition Waste Management Plan. Table 6 details the

Construction and Demolition Waste Management Plan for the Project to the satisfaction of the guantities of each waste type generated during construction and the proposed reuse, recycling and disposal locations

Secretary. The plan must form part of the CEMP required by Condition C1 and must: and adequately addressed Condition B50.

(a) detail the quantities of each waste type generated during construction and the proposed The CEMP inspection checklist identifies waste bins are not full or overflowing. A review of CEMP inspections from

reuse, recycling and disposal locations; and September 2017 to March 2018 has identified that waste bins are being managed effectively.

(b) be implemented for the duration of construction works. During the site audit it was identified that the Construction and Demolition Waste Management Plan was not
being implemented as required by this condition. It was observed that a number of waste stockpiles of varying
size were located in existing Lot 2902 DP 1056754 and adjacent to the areas proposed for the new emergency and
first flush basins. There also appeared to be no evidence of waste segregation for different waste streams and

B50 some stockpiles appeared to have been there for a long period of time. It was observed that there was a lack of
designated / segregated waste storage areas as described in the management plan. General site rubbish including
packaging rubbish was observed throughout the site particularly near the existing warehouses adjacent to the
proposed hardstand area.

It is recommended that a review of Section 7.7 of the CEMP should be completed in order to address the issues
identified during this audit. The review should outline the requirements for waste segregation across the site and
identify designated waste storage areas. With regard to the existing waste stockpiles a plan of action should be
developed that outlines what can be stored in these and confirm timing for proposed re-use on site or disposal
offsite. In addition, refresher training should be rolled out to all Borg Panels employees regarding waste
management requirements on the Borg Panels site during construction.

Within 6 months of the date of this consent, the Applicant must prepare a Waste Management Administrative | The Borg Panels Waste Management Plan dated 24 November 2017 was approved by DPE on 21 December 2017.

Plan (WMP) for the Existing Development to the satisfaction of the Secretary. The WMP must non-compliance | The WMP was submitted to DPE on 30 November 2017, which was one day late (not within 6 months from the

B51 form part of the OEMP required by Condition C4 and be prepared in accordance with Condition date of consent SSD 7016).

C9. The WMP must:
(a) detail the type and quantity of waste generated by the Existing Development;
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Condition Number

Condition

Compliance

Evidence and Comments

(b) describe the handling, storage and disposal of all waste streams generated on site,
consistent with the POEO Act, Protection of the Environment Operations (Waste) Regulation
2014 and the Waste Classification Guideline (Department of Environment, Climate Change and
Water, 2009);

(c) detail the materials that are being reused or recycled, either on or off site; and

(d) include the Management and Mitigation Measures included in Appendix B.

Refer to Section 4

Refer to Section 4

Refer to Section 2.3

(b) is mounted, screened and directed in such a manner that it does not create a nuisance to
surrounding properties or the public road network.

Prior to commencement of operation of the Project, the Applicant must update the WMP Not triggered The Project is in the construction phase.
required under Condition B51 to incorporate the Project and its management to the
satisfaction of the Secretary. The updated plan must be prepared in accordance with the
requirements of Condition B51, and must incorporate the following:
B52 (a) details of the materials to be reused and recycled for the Project; and
(b) details of the procedures for managing, handling and accepting materials to be reused or
recycled on-site for the Project.
CONTAMINATION
Prior to the commencement of construction of the Project, the Applicant must prepare a site Compliant The Site Validation Investigation Report for the removal of the old fuel depot dated 20 June 2017 was reviewed. The
validation report for Lot 1 DP 1085563, which demonstrates the site is suitable for its intended report found that following remediation of the fuel depot area that the site is considered suitable for ongoing
uses(s). A copy of the site validation report must be provided to the Secretary and Council. industrial lane use as defined in the UPSS Regulation 2008 and NEPC 1999. An email was sent to DPE and Oberon
Council with a copy of the report attached on 23 June 2017 (prior to construction commencing on 2 November
2017).
Appendix 5 of the report contains a commitment letter from Borg Panel to continue the ongoing remediation of the
B53 excavated stockpile material on site. During the site audit Borg Panels confirmed that these stockpiles were
successfully remediated below the NEPM criteria. The validation report for the remediation of the excavated
stockpile material (dated 23 November 2017) was sighted and confirmed the successful remediation of the
stockpiles.
It is recommended that the validation report for the remediation of the excavated stockpile material (dated 23
November 2017) be provided to DPE and Council.
HERITAGE
If Aboriginal objects are uncovered during earthworks, excavation or disturbance, work in the Not triggered No Aboriginal heritage was encountered during the audit period (V Bendevski pers coms).
immediate area must stop and the Regional Operations Group of the OEH and the Registered
B54 Aboriginal Parties are to be consulted.
If any archaeological relics are uncovered during the course of the work, then all works must Not triggered No non-Aboriginal heritage was encountered during the audit period (V Bendevski pers coms).
BSS cease immediately in that area and the OEH NSW Heritage Division contacted. Depending on
the possible significance of the relics, an archaeological assessment and an excavation permit
under the Heritage Act 1977 may be required before further works can continue in that area.
VISUAL AMENITY
BS6 The Applicant must ensure landscaping is carried out in accordance with the Landscape Plan DA Not triggered The Project is still in the construction phase and no landscaping activities have been undertaken during the audit
07 Issue A titled ‘Landscape Plan’ prepared by Borg Construction, dated 19 May 2016. period (V Bendevski pers coms).
The Applicant must ensure the lighting associated with the Development: Compliant A letter from Crossmuller dated 11 July 2018 was sighted outlining that the lighting scheme for the Project is
(a) complies with the latest version of AS 4282 (INT) - Control of Obtrusive Effects of Outdoor compliant with AS 4282.
B57 Lighting; and A review of the community complaints register did not identify any complaints relating to lighting for the audit

period. The site audit observed lighting installed in a way that it is not directed onto surrounding properties and
roads.
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Condition Number

Condition

COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT

Compliance

Evidence and Comments

B58

The Applicant must consult with the community as required under Conditions C1 and C4 for the
Development, including consultation with the nearby sensitive receivers, relevant regulatory
authorities, Registered Aboriginal Parties and other interested stakeholders.

Schedule 2 - Part C: Environmental Management, Reporting and Auditing

CONSTRUCTION ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT PLAN

Compliant

Section 6 of the OEMP outlines ongoing community and stakeholder consultation associated with operational
activities including:

. Community Consultative Committee;

. Presentations to the Oberon Business and Tourism Association Meetings;

e  Consultation with the Oberon High School Principal regarding any rock or concrete breaking activities that may occur at

the facility (refer Construction Environmental Management Plan); and
e  Particle Board Project updates including information on the Borg website, local area advertisements, letterbox
notifications and/or Project information sheets.

Borg Panels has a number of avenues to register inquiries or complaints associated with the construction of the
Project or operation of the existing site including:

e A 24-hour freecall community liaison line (1800 802 795)

e  Postal address for written complaints (Borg Panels, Private Mail Bag 1, Oberon NSW 2787)

e  Email address for electronic complaints (oberon site@borgs.com.au)

unless otherwise agreed by the Secretary.

The Applicant must prepare a Construction Environmental Management Plan (CEMP) to the Compliant The Borg Panels CEMP was reviewed and was found to adequately address Condition C1. Appendix A of the CEMP
satisfaction of the Secretary. The CEMP must: details that the CEMP and associated sub-plans were approved by the Secretary on 13 June 2017.
(a) be approved by the Secretary prior to the commencement of construction; Refer to Appendix A of the CEMP
(a) identify the statutory approvals that apply to the Project; Refer to Section 2.3 of the CEMP
(c) outllne_ all envnronmen.tal man.agement practlces and procedures to be followed during Refer to Section 7 of the CEMP
Cc1 construction works associated with the Project;
.(d) def,crlbe all ac?tlv!tles: to be undertakgn on the site during construction of the Project, Refer to Section 4 of the CEMP
including a clear indication of construction stages;
(e) detail hon the e'nV|ronmentaI performfmce of the constructlc?n works WI|'| be monitored, Refer to Section 7 and 8 of the CEMP
and what actions will be taken to address identified adverse environmental impacts;
(g) describe 'the role's and resp'on5|b|I|t|es for all relevant employees involved in construction Refer to Section 5 of the CEMP
works associated with the Project; and
(h) include the management plans required under Condition C2 of this consent. Refer to Condition C2.
As part of the CEMP required under Condition C1 of this consent, the Applicant must include Compliant Refer to the following sections of the CEMP:
the following:
(a) Traffic Management (Condition B34); Refer to Section 7.8 and Appendix F
(b) Dust Management (Condition B3); Refer to Section 7.5
- (c) Noise Management (Condition B15); Refer to Section 7.4 and Appendix E
(d) Mobile Wood Chipper Operation Management (Condition B24); Refer to Section 7.11 and Appendix H
(e) Erosion and Sediment Management (Condition B29); Refer to Section 7.3
(f) Waste Management (Condition B50); and Refer to Section 7.7
(g) Community Consultation and Complaints Handling (Conditions B58). Refer to Sections 2.5 & 11.4
i Borg Panels i Il taking th tructi f the Project i ith the CEMP I
The Applicant must carry out the construction of the Project in accordance with the CEMP Compliant aorgro\fende; I;iinsr:algjuunnieggl;ngt e construction of the Project in accordance wi € and subplans
C3 approved by the Secretary (and as revised and approved by the Secretary from time to time), PP y )

The audit identified some areas of non-compliance and areas for improvement discussed in this Compliance Table
and in the main Audit Report.

OPERATIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT PLAN
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Condition Number | Condition

Within 6 months of the date of this consent, the Applicant must prepare an Operational
Environmental Management Plan (OEMP) for the Existing Development to the satisfaction of
the Secretary. The OEMP must:

(a) be submitted to the Secretary for approval;

(b) be prepared by a suitably qualified and experienced expert;

(c) provide the strategic framework for environmental management of the Existing
Development;

(d) identify the statutory approvals that apply to the Existing Development;

(e) describe the role, responsibility, authority and accountability of all key personnel involved
ca in the environmental management of the Existing Development;
(f) describe the procedures that would be implemented to:

(i) keep the local community and relevant agencies informed about the operation and
environmental performance of the Existing Development;

(i) receive, handle, respond to, and record complaints;

(iii) resolve any disputes that may arise;

(iv) respond to any non-compliance;

(v) respond to emergencies; and

(g) include the following environmental management plans addressing:
i) Air Quality (Condition B5);
ii) Noise (Condition B18);

(
(
(iii) Mobile Wood Chipper Operation (Condition B24);
(iv) Surface Water (Condition B32); and

(

v) Waste (Condition B51).

‘ Compliance

Administrative
non-compliance

| Evidence and Comments

The OEMP was approved by DPE on 21 December 2017. The OEMP was submitted to DPE on 30 November
2017, which was one day late (not within 6 months from the date of consent SSD 7016).

The Borg Panels OEMP was reviewed and was found to adequately address Condition C4.

Appendix A of the OEMP outlines the Secretary’s approval for the OEMP and associated sub plans dated 21
December 2017.

Refer to the revision history of the OEMP

Refer to Section 1.2 of the CEMP

Refer to Section 2 of the OEMP

Refer to Section 4 of the OEMP
Refer to Section 6

Refer to Appendix B, C, D, E and F.

The Applicant must operate the Existing Development in accordance with the OEMP approved
by the Secretary (and as revised and approved by the Secretary from time to time), unless

© otherwise agreed by the Secretary.

Administrative
non-compliance

During the site audit it was observed that the existing Environmental Management Plan associated with
DA27/95 was still on the Borg Panels intranet.

It is recommended that Borg uploads the OEMP and associated subplans to the intranet and seeks advice from DPE
regarding the interaction of the EMP with the OEMP until the Borg Panels site has been removed from DA27/95.

Prior to commencement of operation of the Project, the Applicant must update the OEMP
required under Condition C4 to incorporate the Project and its management to the satisfaction
of the Secretary. The updated plan must be prepared in accordance with the requirements of
Condition C4, and must incorporate the following:

c6 (a) procedures, roles and responsibilities of key personnel involved in the environmental
management of the Development;

(b) community consultation requirements for the Development; and

(c) updates to the environmental management sub-plans listed under Condition C4(g).

Not triggered

The Project is still in the construction phase.

The Applicant must not commence operation of the Project until the updated OEMP as
c7 required by Condition C6 is approved by the Secretary.

Not triggered

This condition has not been triggered during the audit period.

The Applicant must implement the most recent version of the OEMP approved by the
Cc8 Secretary for the duration of the Development’s operation.

Not triggered

The current OEMP is in place and will be updated and approved by DPE once the Project becomes operational.

MANAGEMENT PLAN REQUIREMENTS

The Applicant must ensure that the environmental management plans required under
Condition C4 of this consent are prepared by a suitably qualified person or persons in
accordance with best practice and include:

(a) detailed baseline data;

C9

Borg Panels Oberon Independent Environmental Audit
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Compliant

A review of the OEMP and associated sub plans has identified that all plans have been prepared by suitably
qualified persons and address all requirements of Condition C9 where applicable.

Refer to Appendices for subplans
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Condition Number

Condition

Compliance

Evidence and Comments

(b) a description of:
(i) the relevant statutory requirements (including any relevant approval, licence or lease
conditions);
(i) any relevant limits or performance measures/criteria; and
(iii) the specific performance indicators that are proposed to be used to judge the

performance of, or guide the implementation of, the Development or any management
measures;

(c) a description of the management measures that would be implemented to comply with the

relevant statutory requirements, limits or performance measures/criteria;
(d) a program to monitor and report on the:

(i) impacts and environmental performance of the Development; and
(i) effectiveness of any management measures (see (c) above);

(e) a contingency plan to manage any unpredicted impacts and their consequences;
(f) a program to investigate and implement ways to improve the environmental performance
of the Development over time;
(g) a protocol for managing and reporting any:
(i) incidents;

(ii) complaints;
(iii) non-compliances with statutory requirements; and
(

iv) exceedances of the impact assessment criteria and/or performance criteria; and

(h) a protocol for periodic review of the plan.

Note: These requirements also apply to the preparation or updates of management plans for
the Existing Development and the Project.

Refer to Section 2

Refer to Section 5

Refer to Section 8

Refer to Section 7
Refer to Section 8

Refer to Section 8

Refer to Section 9

C11

Applicant must review and submit a report to the Secretary detailing the environmental
performance of the Development to the satisfaction of the Secretary. This review must:

(a) describe the development that was carried out during the reporting period, and the
development that is proposed to be carried out over the next reporting period;

(b) include a comprehensive review of the monitoring results and complaints records of the
Development over the previous reporting period, which includes a comparison of these results
against the:

(i) the relevant statutory requirements, limits or performance measures/criteria;
(ii) requirements of any plan or program required under this consent;
(iii) the monitoring results of previous years; and (iv) the relevant predictions in the EIS;

(c) identify any non-compliance during the reporting period, and describe what actions were
(or are being) taken to ensure compliance;

Borg Panels Oberon Independent Environmental Audit
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Within three months of an: Complaint
e It was noted that during the audit period no need was identified for revisions to any of the strategies, plans, and
(a) approval of a modification; . .
programs required under this consent.
(b) submission of an incident report under Condition C13;
(c) approval of an Annual Review under Condition C11; or
c10 (d) completion of an audit under Condition C15.
the Applicant must review, and if necessary revise, the strategies, plans, and programs It is recommended that a process of regular review and revision of management plans should be established to
required under this consent to the satisfaction of the Secretary. confirm compliance with this condition.
Note: This is to ensure the strategies, plans and programs are updated on a regular basis, and
incorporate any recommended measures to improve the environmental performance of the
Development
ANNUAL REVIEW
By 31July 2017, and each year thereafter, unless otherwise agreed by the Secretary, the Compliant The Borg Panels 2018 draft Annual Review dated 15 May 2018 was reviewed. The Annual Review was prepared in

accordance with Condition C11. The report has not been finalised and not issued to DPE.
Refer to Section 2 and 7 of

Refer to Section 4 and Section 5

Refer to Section 4 and Section 6

20



Condition Number Condition Compliance Evidence and Comments

. . . - . Refer to Section 4
(d) identify any trends in the monitoring data over the life of the Development;
(e) identify any discrepancies between the predicted and actual impacts of the Development, Refer to Section 4
and analyse the potential cause of any significant discrepancies; and
(f) describe what measures will be implemented over the next reporting period to improve the Refer to Section 7
environmental performance of the Development.
REPORTING
Non-compliant A review of Borg Panels Internal Environmental Incident Register identified nine environmental incidents during
the 2017-2018 reporting period. In accordance with the Borg Panel Pollution Incident Response Management
Plan if the damage of the incident is less than $10k without discharge from site then EPA notification is not
required. However if there is discharge from site then EPA notification is required. There are at least four
incidents in the environmental incident register that could have potentially caused off-site impacts however
this is not clearly stated in the register. It is noted that none of the incidents recorded in the site register were
reported to DPE or other agencies.
Following a review of the Annual Returns for the audit period | was noted that there were two exceedances of
EPL limits during the reporting period. An exceedance of Biochemical Oxygen Demand (BOD) on 8 August 2017
The EPL limit for BOD is 20 mg/L and the monitored result was 21 mg/L. This was found to be possibly due to the
build-up of wood dust from prolonged dry period which may have contributed to elevated nutrients and
. . . o increased BOD following a period of rain.
The Applicant must notify the Secretary and any other relevant agencies of any incident or . . L. .

- potential incident with actual or potential significant off-site impacts on people or the Addltlonally,-an exceedance of Total Suspe.:nded SO|Id.S occurred on 8 Al:lgust 2017. The E.PL limit for TSS is 50 mg/L
biophysical environment associated with the Development immediately after the Applicant and -the monitored result was 57 mg/L. This was p055|bk? du.e to tlTe build-up f)f dust .WhICh may have by-passed
becomes aware of the incident erosion controls and ended up flowing through the monitoring point 1 following a rain event.

It is noted that neither of the incidents were reported to DPE or other agencies as required by this condition.
It is recommended that Borg Panels reviews all environmental incidents that occurred during the 2017-2018
reporting period and assess the incidents against the Pollution Incident Response Management Plan to determine
if DPE, the EPA or any other agencies should have been notified. The 2018 Annual Review once prepared should
discuss environmental incidents as those that were notified to an agency and those that did not require
notification. A review of the Pollution Incident Response Management Plan should be undertaken to determine its
adequacy in identifying and managing an incident and updated where necessary.
Further it is recommend that the process for completing internal environmental incident reports be revised to
capture more detailed information for incidents that occur (including photos, details of people involved in the
reporting/investigation process, clean up/actions taken, estimate of volumes or impacts etc.) so that these details
can be included in the Internal Environmental Incident Register.

Non-compliant The two incidents regarding the exceedances of EPL limits for BOD and TSS during the audit period were not

Within seven days of the date of this incident, the Proponent must provide the Secretary and & & . . & P

C13 . I ) e reported to DPE or other agencies as required.
any relevant agencies with a detailed report on the incident.

The Applicant must provide regular reporting on the environmental performance of the Compliant The 2017 Annual Review, environmental monitoring data and relevant environmental plans are available on the

Cl4 Development on its website, in accordance with the reporting arrangements in any plans or Borg website at:
programs approved under the conditions of this consent. https://www.borgmanufacturing.com.au/oberon-panels-site-information/

AUDITING
Within 12 months of the'date of this t':onsent and everY 3_ years thereafter, unless the Compliant Umwelt (Australia) Pty Limited was endorsed by the Secretary to complete this 2018 Independent Environmental

C15 Secretary directs otherwise, the Applicant must commission and pay the full cost of an Audit
Independent Environmental Audit of the Development. This audit must: '
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Condition Number

Condition

Compliance

Evidence and Comments

(a) be conducted by a suitably qualified, experienced and independent team of experts whose
appointment has been endorsed by the Secretary;

(b) include consultation with the relevant agencies;

(c) assess the environmental performance of the Development and assess whether it is
complying with the requirements in this consent, and any other relevant approvals, relevant
EPL(s) (including any assessment, plan or program required under these approvals);

(d) review the adequacy of any approved strategy, plan or program required under the
abovementioned consents; and

(e) recommend measures or actions to improve the environmental performance of the
Development, and/or any strategy, plan or program required under these consents.

Note: This audit team must be led by a suitably qualified auditor, and include relevant experts
in any other fields specified by the Secretary.

Approval of Daniel Sullivan as the Lead Auditor from DPE.
Section 2.2 of the Audit report summarises the consultation undertaken and the issues raised.

This audit assessed compliance of the relevant conditions of the Project Approval, EPL and relevant management
plans.

This audit assessed compliance of the plans against the conditions of the project approval at the time of audit
(SSD 7016) and relevant management plans.

This audit provided a range of recommendation to improve the environmental performance of the project.

Within 3 months of commissioning the audit required under Condition C15, or as otherwise Not triggered This condition has not been triggered during the audit period
C16 agreed by the Secretary, the Applicant must submit a copy of the audit report to the Secretary, '
together with its response to any recommendations contained in the audit report.
COMPLAINTS HANDLING
Compliant Borg Panels has a number of avenues to register inquiries or complaints associated with the construction of the
Project or operation of the existing site including:
. A 24-hour freecall community liaison line (1800 802 795)
The Applicant must provide a dedicated community complaints telephone number and email . Postal address for written complaints (Borg Panels, Private Mail Bag 1, Oberon NSW 2787)
c17 address for the Development, to be operated 24 hours a day, 7 days a week. The details of ’ ’
these services are to be made available on the main website of the Development and placed . Email address for electronic complaints (oberon site@borgs.com.au).
on any public communications commissioned by the Applicant in relation to the Development. The above information is available on the Borg website:
https://www.borgmanufacturing.com.au/oberon-panels-site-information/
The community complaints register is also available on the Borg website.
ACCESS TO INFORMATION
The Applicant must: Compliant The below information is available on the Borg website where applicable:

C18

(a) make copies of the following publicly available on its website:
(i) the documents referred to in Condition A2;

(ii) all current statutory approvals for the Development;

(iii) all approved strategies, plans and programs required under the conditions of this
consent;

(iv) a comprehensive summary of the monitoring results of the Development, reported in
accordance with the specifications in any conditions of this consent, or any approved plans
and programs;

(v) a complaints register updated on a monthly basis;

(vi) the annual reviews of the Development;

(vii) any independent environmental audit of the Development and the Applicant’s
response to the recommendations in any audit;

(viii) any other matter required by the Secretary; and

(ix) keep this information up to date, to the satisfaction of the Secretary.

Appendix B — Applicant’s Management and Mitigation Measures

https://www.borgmanufacturing.com.au/oberon-panels-site-information/

The EIS, RTS, Development Consent and EPL are available on the website.
The ES and development consent are available on the website.
OEMP and CEMP and relevant sub plans are available on the website.

Environmental monitoring data is available on the website.

Complaints register from May 2017 to June 2018 is available on the website.
The 2017 Annual Review is available on the website.

N/A

N/A

Noted

NOISE
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Condition Number

Condition

Compliance

Evidence and Comments

economically viable) to do so, and plans to conduct a pollution reduction program for the
plant. It is suggested that this would be conducted in two parts as follows:

Part 1.

a) A detailed examination of the existing processes to identify the potential for emissions
reductions, with a primary focus on formaldehyde.

b) This may include measurement (stack testing) of the existing unmonitored sources, with a
focus on formaldehyde.

Borg Panels Oberon Independent Environmental Audit
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Attenuation, as detailed in the NIA, will be implemented as follows: Not triggered These works are still in progress and the verification of attenuation as described in the NIA will be undertaken
e Conti 1 Dryer Fan air intake redesigned and the fan speed reduced to minimise noise during commissioning.
generated. A sound power reduction from LAeq 121 dB to 114 dB or better is required.
e Booster fan will receive additional insulation and a reduction in fan speed. A sound power
reduction from LAeq 116 dB to 109 dB or better is required.
e Main fibre transport fan will have a concrete enclosure constructed around it. A sound
power reduction from LAeq 110 dB to 104 dB or better is required.
In short, the approach taken by Borg to mitigate noise is based on a number of factors: Compliant The ONMP and the CNMP specifies management measures to mitigation noise impacts. During the audit period
1. Continuation of the use of mobile chippers (that is, not to enclose the mobile chippers). there has been two noise related complaints, one of which has been closed out and the other which is still under
However, these are backup items (only to be used when enclosed, electric chippers are investigation.
not operational), and will not be used in enhancing met conditions.
P ) & During the site audit it was observed that Borg employees have a good understanding of noise as a key risk at the
2. Implementation of additional noise mitigation measures to minimise noise generated by Borg Panels site
equipment, as detailed above.
3. Provision of sound attenuation structures and enclosures to other equipment where
appropriate.
Irrespective of the above, Borg undertakes to meet the existing plant sound power reductions Not triggered This condition has not been triggered during the audit period as the noise verification study has not been
specified in the NIA. If the proposed attenuation measures to the existing plant are found to be undertaken.
insufficient in achieving these reductions, additional works will be undertaken.
AIR
The following mitigation measures are to be installed in to the existing MDF plant: Not triggered These works are still under construction and are not yet complete.
e EPAID 23 (Paper treater) together with another additional treater, will be diverted to EPA
ID 11 (Conti-2 heat plant) where 95% of formaldehyde will be removed before discharge
to the atmosphere;
e EPAID 12-2 (Conti 1 roof vent) will be diverted to EPA ID 17 (Conti-1 heat plant) were 95%
of formaldehyde will be removed before discharge to the atmosphere;
e Anew ‘combined stack’ will be installed. This stack is proposed to be 40 metres high, 2.1
metres diameter, with an approximate total flow rate of 200,000 m3 per hour;
e EPAID 4 (DC1 baghouse) and EPA ID 5 (DC2 baghouse) will be discharged to the
atmosphere through a proposed combined stack;
e A wet press fume extraction system will be installed on the Conti 2 press line, which will
be emitted through the combined stack.
To reduce the potential amount of pollutants emitted by the Project (particleboard plant) and Not triggered These works are still under construction and are not yet complete.
to achieve the outcomes as detailed in the Todoroski Air Sciences AQIA, the Proponent would
install and utilise best available technologies. These would include the following:
e Cyclones for drying process particle capture. @ Wet Electrostatic precipitator
(WESP)/scrubber system for the dryer with exhaust gas circulation.
e Best available Press Fume suction system for the press exhausts on the particleboard
plant.
e E12 and E13 will utilise dispersion to reduce impacts.
e Low NOx burner will be used for dryer Hot gas generator.
Borg is committed to reducing its environmental impacts where it is possible (practicable and Not triggered This program has not yet been implemented
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Condition Number Condition Compliance Evidence and Comments

¢) Where practicable and economically feasible measures can be put into place, a description

of the measures and a timeframe for their implementation would be provided. This may range

from minor changes to parts of the existing plant or pollution control, through to large scale

upgrades of existing plant or processes. Any large scale changes may be subject to planning

approval timelines.

Part 2. (Post Part 1 or in parallel with Part 1 as timeframes allow).

d) Measurement (stack testing) of the proposed and modified emissions sources would be

conducted as part of the commissioning of the proposed Project.

e. Further air quality modelling would be conducted to determine the likely actual effects of

the best practice mitigation at c) if any, by utilising the actual stack test results from b), and/or

if the results at d), or any other new information about the existing sources (or other PRP

related changes to existing other plant) which may be identified show greater emissions than

assumed.

WATER

The following management and mitigation measures are proposed for water cycle Not triggered These works are still under construction and are not yet complete.

management:

e A new swale with a longer flow path to convey the CHH runoff around the site and into a
new treatment pond should be constructed. This will provide for the additional reduction
of TSS and remove tannins. This swale should be vegetated using either appropriate grasses
or macrophytes.

e |t will be necessary to construct new swales to connect overflows from the proposed pond
with the existing creek line and these will all be carried out in accordance with any
Controlled Activity guidelines/permits or conditions of consent

e Construction of a new stormwater treatment pond with a minimum volume of 6 ML. This is
to be located downstream of the existing pond and will accept runoff for the whole of the
subject site, including any overflows from the existing stormwater treatment pond.

e The proposed 6 ML water quality dam will be constructed at least 40m from the top of
bank of the nearest watercourse. If during detailed design, it needs to be moved closer to
the first order creek, a controlled activity permit will be obtained from DPI.

e Stormwater harvesting will be undertaken as part of the development. The demand for
stormwater from both the existing and future pond will be an estimated maximum of
400m3/day, i.e. 200m3/day from each pond with an estimated operational time of 300
days per year. The predicted yield for harvesting is estimated at 120 ML/year.

e Only runoff from roof and operational areas will be harvested, including runoff from
existing roads, hard stands, car parks and roofs as well as future industrial buildings,
hardstands and car parks. No runoff from undeveloped rural land that feeds into the
catchment will be harvested. Thus a water access licence to harvest runoff was not
required.

Review of the EPL Compliant

e The location of the approved monitoring point be moved downstream to the location Section 4:4 of the SWMP r(.eferen-ces that In accordance with EPL 30?:5, Borg Pane!s monitor discharge frorTI 'Fhe V-
shown in Figure 22 (EIS). The reason for this is to enable discharge from the proposed new notch we|.r (EPA Idfentlﬂcatlon Point 1.) to_ the unnamed creek that dlscharge§ to _Klngs Stockyard C.reek. ThIS.IS the
pond to be included while excluding discharge from the ANL site and Endeavour Road same as Figure 22 in the EIS. No monitoring has been undertaken yet and this will commence during operation.
which are not part of the Borgs existing or proposed development.

e Itis considered that the maximum discharge concentrations will be below current EPL Two exceedances for wz?ter limits in the 2018 Annual Re_turn relating to TSS a_nd BOD..These we_tre minor .
limits. However, should this not be the case after testing, that Borgs will be required to exceedances and were Il'kely the re§ult of a'Iong dry p.e.rlod followed by.a period of rain. Borg did not consider that
install additional water quality treatment measures. Such measures could include the these exceedances required to the installation of additional water quality control treatments.
retrofitting of floating wetlands to the existing ponds, and would further improve the
quality of the discharge of water.

In order to minimise the impacts from any accidental spills, the following recommendations Compliant

were included:
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e The existing aerated pond should be converted into an emergency catch dam. This will These works are still under construction and are not yet complete.

require the dam to be continually drained to ensure there is adequate capacity to absorb
either a spill or any firefighting water. This would prevent fire water or spills from entering
in to the stormwater treatment ponds.

e This is in addition to the already proposed additional emergency spill basin. These works are still under construction and are not yet complete.

e Any stormwater treatment pond should have a valve controlled outlet which could be Section 4.4 of the SWMP references that Penstock gate valves will be used to in the event or a spill or fire
closed to contain the contents of the spill in the new treatment pond as a last point of emergency.
containment.

e Itis recommended that spill control procedures be developed, staff trained and the A Pollution Incident Response Management Plan has been developed. Spill response training is covered in the
procedures practiced annually. Environmental Awareness training which examines the competency of Borg employees.

Soil and Water Management during Construction

e Itis recommended that the proposed pond be constructed prior to site stripping and used Compliant These works are still under construction and are not yet complete.
as a temporary sediment basin and converted to a permanent water quality pond once the
site has been effectively sealed.

Not compliant | Erosion and Sediment Control Plan Issue A reviewed in the CEMP. During the site audit it was observed that
generally works are being undertaken in accordance with this plan, however additional erosion and sediment

e All works involving excavation will be undertaken in accordance with an erosion and . . .
controls are required to ensure compliance with the Blue Book.

sediment control plan, prepared in accordance with the Blue Book.

Refer to recommendations outlined for Condition B29 and in the main Audit Report.

TRAFFIC AND TRANSPORT

The following mitigation measures are proposed: Compliant

e Preparation of a detailed Construction Traffic Management Plan for the construction phase
of the development in accordance with Roads and Maritime’s Traffic Control at Worksites
Manual (version 4.0 June 2010), which specifies:

A CTMP was prepared for the Project dated 3/05/17 and was approved by DPE on 13 June 2017. The CTMP
addresses the requirements.

0 Hours of haulage, which do not impose on peak periods and school drop-off and
pickup times.

Haulage routes, including the source of locations and their access points for the site.
Designated areas within the site for truck movements, parking, loading and unloading.

Sequence for implementing traffic works and traffic management devices if required.

O O o o

Safety principles for construction activities, such as speed limits around the site and
procedures for specific activities.

0 Procedures for inspections and record keeping for maintaining traffic control
measures.

0 Undertake a pavement inspection pre- and post-construction to ensure the pavement
condition has not been further degraded due to construction traffic.

Further to the above, the following mitigation measures may be implemented to monitor and
enhance the safety of pedestrian and vehicle movements around the site during operation:

Section 3.3.4 of the CTMP outlines parking for construction staff. During the site audit staff and visitor parking was

e Appropriate implementation of accessible parking as specified in Sections 5.1.1 and 5.2 of noted near the site entrance and near the administration building

the traffic report and allocation for use by staff and visitors as required.

FLORA AND FAUNA
Not compliant | During the site audit it was observed that additional erosion and sediment controls are required to ensure
e Implement standard erosion and sediment control measures over the development site compliance with the Blue Book.
whilst construction works are underway as part of CEMP. Refer to recommendations outlined for Condition B29 and in the main Audit Report.
e Retain all remaining native vegetation within proposed development site where feasible. Landscaping Plan (Issue B) identifies vegetation on the site to be retained.
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e Noxious weeds should be controlled/eradicated where feasible. No reference to the management of noxious weeds in the OEMP or CEMP.

Landscape Plan (Issue B) identifies areas for revegetation/landscaping. A list of species is not available in the

e Consider native revegetation within development site with endemic native species. Landscape Plan or the EIS.

The Vegetation Management Plan has not been developed. It was noted that this will be prepared and

e Develop and implement a Vegetation Management Plan for the development site. implemented following completion of construction activities.

GREENHOUSE GASES

Installation of a 50 MWth biomass heat plant to produce hot air for the flake drying process. Not triggered | The biomass heat plant has been installed but is not operational.
This significantly reduces the potential GHG emissions from using fossil fuel for this process,
and also utilises a by-product of the production of MDF and particle board.

e Asmall 8MW oil heater operating with combustion air preheating operating on gas will be Not started

used to generate hot oil for the press and other plant and equipment.

e Variable speed drives on fans and pumps to reduce overall electricity demand. Not started

e Extensive use of a SCADA system and sub-metering to assist in monitoring plant Sighted SCADA system during the site audit.

performance, provide feedback and improve plant control, allowing for ongoing monitoring
and improvement in plant performance.

e Electric chippers have a higher overall efficiency and lower noise compared with diesel One operational chipper and the other is being constructed. The two diesel chippers will remain as backup.

chippers when analysed over the full and part load operating cycles, and have been
implemented in the Project.

SOIL
* The existing site is largely disturbed and used for industrial purposes. No change is Compliant During the site audit it was observed that the majority of the site is already sealed.
proposed to occur and the majority of the site is to be sealed.
e The first stage of the Project is the expansion of the existing water treatment ponds and These works are still under construction and are not yet complete.
drainage swales. These will capture any loose soil material prior to dispersal into Kings
Stockyard Creek.
During the site audit it was observed that additional erosion and sediment controls are required to ensure
compliance with the Blue Book.
Refer to recommendations outlined for Condition B29 and in the main Audit Report.
The validation repot for the former fuel depot was reviewed and was submitted to DPE and Oberon Council on
e In addition, appropriate erosion and sediment control fencing, in accordance with the Blue 23/06/17. The remediation of the site was undertaken in accordance with the NEPM and it was identified that the
Book, will be implemented during the construction phase in order to ensure that impacts site is suitable for continued industrial land use.
are minimised. . . . . . o
There is th ol " L hel . ¢ the f fuel d Appendix 5 of the report contains a commitment letter from Borg Panel to continue the ongoing remediation of the
¢ ; erg IST_ € pot;e/lntla :r sc;mAe sol co.ntammatléjin ?tt € ohc.atllondo t : ONr:;’(Ii/Ir ue depc:(l)tl excavated stockpile material on site. During the site audit Borg Panels confirmed that these stockpiles were
rc.)”ntt)mg OVYeSd :unt oad: .pproplr||ate (rjemeb |at|on|t0 tI is .anbl tc;t eh sfta; a.r successfully remediated below the NEPM criteria. The validation report for the remediation of the excavated
will be required. 'ny reme lation will need to be to a level suitable for the use of the site stockpile material (dated 23 November 2017) was sighted and confirmed the successful remediation of the
for the proposed industrial development. stockpiles
It is recommended that the validation report for the remediation of the excavated stockpile material (dated 23
November 2017) be provided to DPE and Council.
HERITAGE
* No mitigation measures are proposed for European Heritage. No adverse impacts on listed Not triggered Management measures outlined in Section 7.10 of the CEMP. No European heritage encountered during the audit
European heritage items are anticipated to occur as a result of the Project being period.
undertaken.

e Itis considered that the probability of Indigenous heritage items being located on site is Management measures outlined in Section 7.10 of the CEMP. No Aboriginal heritage encountered during the

low. However, if such items are found then all works will be stopped and consultation with audit period.
the Local Aboriginal Land Council and National Parks and Wildlife Service representatives
will be undertaken.
VISUAL IMPACTS
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The Project is considered to have an overall low impact on the visual character of the area, and Not triggered
this can be further mitigated through the following mitigation measures:
LANDSCAPING
e Provide screening vegetation where possible along the boundary and/or around the new Landscaping plan (Issue B) is available on the Borg website. No landscaping activities were undertaken during the
warehouse in the northern part of the site. audit period.
e Provide screening vegetation along the western boundary of the site in the south-west
corner to screen new development when viewed from the road. The aim should be to
replicate the effect of the existing screen planting along Lowes Mount Road.
e Add screening vegetation along the southern boundary of the site in the south-west corner
to match existing landscaping. The aim should be to replicate the effect of the existing
screen planting which screens the existing facility from view.
MATERIALS AND COLOURS Compliant
o . ) During the audit the facade materials were observed to be of low reflectivity and the colour palette of new
For the proposed buildings within the Project Area select: buildings matches the existing development.
e Facade materials that are of low reflectivity.
e A colour palette that matches the existing development. This will enable the built form to
blend in with its landscape context and reduce its visibility from View Points with a medium
and long distance of view.
VISUAL INTEREST Not triggered
e Provide an entry feature at the southern entrance on Lowes Mount Road (Gate 4). This The entry features have not been constructed.
could be a landscape statement, a signage element or a public art element. This feature
should provide visual interest in the landscape and enhance views along Lowes Mount Road
LIGHTING Compliant
The facility operates twenty-four hours per day. Lighting must be designed to minimise impacts Section 7.1.2 of the CEMP specifies that “lighting is designed to Project downwards to minimise impacts on the
on surrounding residential development and local roads. Recommended mitigation measures amgmty of the area? and t? mFrease overall site safetY ’ . .
are: During the site audit the lighting was observed to project downwards and away from surrounding receivers and
’ roads. A letter from Crossmuller was sighted that demonstrated lighting for the Project is compliant with AS 4282.
e only lighting required spaces within the Project Area;
o focusing lights down, not up or out;
e providing minimum lux levels to achieve the desired outcomes of safety and security;
e minimising reflective material throughout the Project Area.
RECOVERED WOOD MATERIALS/PRODUCTS
Not triggered This condition has not been triggered during the audit period.

EPA approval will be obtained prior to the use of recycled materials in the particle board
manufacturing process.

HAZARD AND RISK
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Condition Number | Condition

Where the need is identified the separation between the Woodchem operations and the rest of
the site will be reinforced through additional fencing to clearly delineate the different
operations and ensure that access can be achieved over the Project site without any intrusion
in to areas of construction or storage.

‘ Compliance

Not triggered

| Evidence and Comments

This condition has not been triggered during the audit period.

SOCIAL AND ECONOM

C

Given the positive impacts on local employment levels, and the resultant positive social
impacts from the Project, no management or mitigation measures are proposed to be
undertaken.

Noted
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APPENDIX 5
Borg Panels Site Audit Photographs



Plate 2 — Acoustic shielding of the co-generation units

Site Photographs
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Plate 3- Ineffective sediment fence located adjacent to the swale drain near the site entrance

Plate 4 — Hardstand area near site entrance

Site Photographs
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Plate 5 — Non-bunded chemicals stored in the water treatment plant (this area doesn’t drain towards the treatment
ponds)

Plate 6 — Stockpiles located near emergency basin and first flush basin (no evidence of stabilisation or ERSED
controls located downslope of the stockpile)

Site Photographs
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Plate 7 — Stockpiles located upslope of swale (no evidence of stabilisation or ERSED controls located downslope of
the stockpile)
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Plate 8 — Non-bunded chemicals stored in the Storage Yard

Site Photographs
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Plate 9 — Empty spill kit bin with dirty water

Plate 10 — Acoustic shielding located in the manufacturing plant

Site Photographs
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