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Introduction

11

Forward

This Review of Environmental Factors (REF) has been prepared by DFP Planning (DFP) for
St Lucy's School and assesses the potential environmental impacts which could arise from the
proposed 'roof cladding replacement’ development at 21-23 Cleveland Street, Wahroonga (the
site), legally described as Lot 100 in DP 1255204.

This REF for the proposed roof cladding replacement has been prepared in accordance with
the relevant provisions of the Environmental Planning and Assessment Act 1979 (EP&A Act),
the Environmental Planning and Assessment Regulation 2000 (the Regulation), State
Environmental Planning Policy (Education Establishment and Child Care Facilities 2017
(Education SEPP), the Biodiversity Conservation Act and the Environment Protection and
Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 (EPBC Act).

On the basis of the consideration of key environmental aspects and the information presented
in this REF, it is concluded that by adopting the mitigation measures identified in this
assessment, it is unlikely that there will be significant environmental impacts associated with
the proposal.
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1 Introduction

1.2 Certification

This REF provides a true and fair review of the Proposal in relation to its
potential effects on the environment. It addresses to the fullest extent possible,
all matters affecting or likely to affect the environment as a result of the Proposal.
The information contained in this REF is neither false nor misleading.

~ Name of the person(s) who prepared © Kendall Clydsdale '
the REF:
~ Position and dualifications of the ' ”Prlnzzlp;I Planner
person(s) who prepared the REF: DipBldgSurvy,
GradCertDevAssmt,
GradDipBldgSurvy.
- Slgnature/, - Date: 16 November 2020
4 3
Name of the person(s) who prepared Ellen Robertshaw
and reviewed the REF:
a Position and Qualifications of the Director -
person(s) who prepared and
reviewed the REF: BAppSc(EnvPlan).
R Signature: - _ Date: 16 November 2020

N

| have examined this REF and the Certification and accept the REF on behalf of
St Lucy's School.

Name of the Reviewing

Officer/Person: CO(O‘ INe FO V\Aef‘

Position of the Rewewmg

Officer/Person: @(/{51 ﬂ@ Ss H CU”)O@e/

Signature: M

| accept this REF on behalf of St Lucy’'s School, as the determining authority and
determine that the Proposal can proceed subject to the mitigation measures in
Section 6 being implemented before the carrying out of works and occupation of
the facility(ies).

Date:

Name of D_elega_'(ed)Authoriséd
Officer: DAVID  RAPHAEL
DeS|gnat|on 5(.')“00‘ Pﬂ.“’“}

- P-‘r \Ne " Date: /Q////,ZO 20O

Slgnature
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1.3

1.4

15

1.6
1.6.1

School Information

School Name: St Lucy's School

21-23 Ciev_eland Street, W:hr(;nga_

. L;);:;I Government A?éa: Ku-ring-gai Municipal Council

" School Address:

Lot and DP of Propos-ed Works: -L;::t 1_00 in DP 1255204

Dominican Sist;s of Eastern Australia and the

Landowner:
Solomon Islands

Brief Scope of Works

What are the proposed works? Roof cladding replacement only

Does th.é project involve works outside the No
existing educational establishment?

Will the project result in an increase in the No
educational establishment population (staff or

student population) by more than 10% (compared

with the average of each of those numbers for the
preceding 12 month period)?

Architectural Plans and Supporting Documentation

The architectural plans prepared by Stanton Dahl Architects (Appendix 2) referred to in
preparing this REF include:

Drawing Title Drawing No. Revision Date

Site Plan A201 - 05.08.2020
Roof Plans and Specifications A202 - 05.08.2020
Wall Sections and Specification A502 - 05.08.2020

The supporting documents referred to in preparing this REF include:

Document Title Revision | Date

Heritage Impact Assessment, prepared by NBRS - 21 August 2020
Architecture (Heritage).

Building Code of Australia Compliance Capability 1 9 September 2020
Statement prepared by City Plan

Section 10.7(2) & (5) Planning Certificate - 11 September 2020
Hydraulic Services Legend and Notes prepared by JLM | B 15 September 2020
Hydraulic Services Roof Plan and Details prepared by B 15 September 2020
JLM

Site Context and Surrounds

Location

St Lucy's School is located in the suburb of Wahroonga on the corner of Cleveland Street and
Billyard Avenue and is known as 21-23 Cleveland Street, Wahroonga (the site — See
Figure 1).
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1 Introduction
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Figure 1  Site Location

1.6.2 Site Description

N

Source - Six Maps A

For the purpose of clarity, it is prudent to explain the background the formation of the St Lucy’s
School Campus. The site formerly comprised of multiple allotments, as seen in Table 1 below.

Table 1 Former Allotment Descriptions

Property Address Former Lot/Sec/DP
21 Cleveland Street, Wahroonga A/-/341153

=F B/-/341153
23 Cleveland Street, Wahroonga 1/-1715429

1/-/726090 .

6_BiIIyard Avenue_, Wahroonga 1/-/105255 : o
8 Billyard Avenue, Wahroonga 2/-1105255
10 Billyard Avenue, Wahroonga - 1/-1927446

These lots have now been consolidated (refer to Figure 1) and the site is now legally
described as Lot 100 in DP 125504. The consolidation was required via Condition No. 48 of
Development Consent DA0530/17 relating to 10 Billyard Avenue, Wahroonga. DA0530/17
was approved on 27 August 2019 for a ‘change of use from a dwelling house to an

educational establishment.’

The main frontage of the site is to Cleveland Street with secondary frontage to Billyard
Avenue. The site contains numerous buildings that have been constructed at various stages
since 1889, including a heritage listed convent (known as Prouille Convent), located in the
northern corner of the site, classrooms, administration facilities, performance facilities, multi-

purpose hall and recreation facilities.

School buildings are generally concentrated along the street frontages, with the central area of
the site comprising landscaped play areas. The recent aerial image below in Figure 2 shows
the extent of the School's campus. Figure 3 shows the building to which this REF relates.
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& I Building the subject of the REF

Sours - Heamme ;
R e T

Figure 3  Building the subject of this REF

The building to which this REF relates is an office/administration and support services building
constructed in the 1970s. The building has a mansard style roof form comprising concrete tiles
and shallow-pitched sheet metal cladding (sheet metal cannot be seen when in close
proximity to the building). Please refer to Figure 4 below.
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1 Introduction

g

Figure 4  Building the subject of this REF. Source: NBRS Architecture (Heritage), Henitage Assessment,
dated 21.08.2020.

1.6.3 Surrounding Development

The site is situated within a locality typically characterised by low density residential
development and associated supportive developments, most notably schools. Knox Grammar
Preparatory School is located directly south of the site with Prouille Catholic Primary School
located directly north of the site.

Located approximately 200m to the west is Wahroonga Park with McKenzie Park located
160m to the south-west. The Wahroonga Town Centre is located approximately 250m to the
south-west of the site, on the western side of the North Shore Railway Line.

Figure 5  Surrounding Context Aerial Image.
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Description of Proposed Works

Justification of the Proposal

The proposed development is required as part of the angoing maintenance of the existing
1970s building. The ageing roof cladding will be replaced with a serviceable new sheet metal
cladding to extend the operational life of the building and safeguard against future

maintenance issues.

Definition of Proposed Works

For the purposes of the Education SEPP, the proposed works are defined as “development
without consent”. For the purposes of Part 5 of the EP&A Act, the proposal is defined as
“works” or an "activity”. Any reference to ‘development’, ‘works' or an ‘activity’ is considered to
have the same meaning for the purposes of this assessment, as described below.

Summary of Works

The proposed works can be generally summarised as the removal of existing concrete roof
tiles and existing sheet metal cladding from an existing circa 1970s building (see Figure 6 and
Figure 7 showing the existing building in relation to other existing buildings on the site). The
works also entail the removal of an existing box gutter and associated flashings/roof plumbing

fixtures.
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Figure 6  Excerpt of site plan showing existing school blocks/buildings in relation to the proposed

development area.
The heritage impact assessment (Appendix 4) summaries the works proposed as follows:
‘The low-rise Mansard roof clad in grey concrete tiles would be stripped of its tiles, and the
low-pitched sheet metal would be removed from the central portion of the roof. The guttering
and sarking would also be removed. The roof cladding would be replaced with grey Kliplok
steel roofing with roof plumbing items in a matching grey colour of Colorbond.’

No alterations to existing stormwater drainage lines on the site other than new 100mm
downpipes which will connect to existing downpipes embedded within the columns of the
existing building is proposed. The proposal relates only to the roof cladding replacement and

associated box gutter and flashing/roof plumbing fixtures.
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Figure 7 Site Plan —prepared by Stanton Dahl
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3 Statutory Framework

This section describes the statutory framework under which the Proposal has been assessed.

3.1 General Planning Context
LEP Name: Ku-ring-gai Local Environmental
Plan 2015 (KLEP)
LEP Zoning: - " Part R2 Low Density Residential
(See Figure 8) Part SP2 Infrastructure

(Educational Establishment)

R ) éP2_|r1f_ra_sfflJ_cf|:1fé'(Educat_ibnal
Establishment)

Yes

Prescribed Z?ni_r1g;_of_ Land Subject to Works:
I_é_tFe__é;isting zone aﬁescﬁbéd_ibﬁg under
the Education SEPP?

Permissibility:ﬂ The pro_posea d(a_vélopr_nehi_ié
“development permitted without
consent” pursuant to clause 36
of State Environmental Planning
Policy (Educational
Establishments and Child Care
Facilities) 2017.

Is the site "environﬁ-éztaﬁy_séh_s-iti\fe land® No -

under any environmental planning

instrument?

Does the site comprise bushfire prone land? - No R

L_iSf;r_Iy environmental constraints identified in ~ No -

the Section 10.7 Certificate:

Is the site listed as a Heritage Item or withina Yes
Heritage Conservation Area?
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Statutory Framework

3.2

3.3
3.3.1

| R2 I Low Density Residential

Infrastructure
Public Recreation

- AT /i Legend
Local Centre

Figure 8  Zoning map - KLEP 2015.

Development Control Plans (DCP)

It is noted that assessment against the Kur-ring-gai DCP (KDCP) is not a mandatory
consideration as the Education SEPP is the relevant environmental planning instrument for
the proposal and development without consent (under the Education SEPP) is not subject to
local planning controls. Notwithstanding, due to the minor nature of the works, the proposed
development is considered to generally satisfy relevant provisions of the KDCP. In particular,
the objectives of Part 19 (Heritage and Conservation Area) of the KDCP are satisfied as there
are no adverse heritage related impacts arising. See Section 3.7 of this report for further
details.

State Environmental Planning Policies
SEPP (Educational Establishments and Child Care Facilities) 2017

Clause 5 Interpretation

Clause 5 of the Education SEPP sets out the following in relation to interpretation of the
provisions of the SEPP:

(1) A word or expression used in this Policy has the same meaning as it has in the
Standard Instrument unless it is otherwise defined in this Policy

educational establishment means a building or place used for education (including
teaching), being:
(a) a school, or
(b) a tertiary institution, including a university or a TAFE establishment, that provides
formal education and is constituted by or under an Act.

school means a government school or non-government school within the
meaning of the Education Act 1990.

These definitions are relevant to the assessment of the proposed works as discussed below.

Part 2 Division 1 Consultation and Notification

Clause 10 sets out consultation requirements in relation to development without consent
where the works will impact on council-related infrastructure or services or impact. The
consultation with Ku-ring-gai Council is discussed in detail at Section 3.7.

dfp | Review of Environmental Factors | St Lucy's School | November 2020 10



3 Statutory Framework

Part 4 School - Specific Development Controls

Clause 33 provides the definition of a prescribed zone [bold text is our emphasis]:
prescribed zone means any of the following land use zones:

(a) Zone RU2 Rural Landscape,

(b) Zone RU4 Primary Production Small Lots,
(c) Zone RUS Village,

(d) Zone RUG6 Transition,

(e) Zone R1 General Residential,

(f) Zone R2 Low Density Residential,

(9) Zone R3 Medium Density Residential,
(h) Zone R4 High Density Residential,

(i) Zone R5 Large Lot Residential,

(i) Zone B1 Neighbourhood Centre,

(k) Zone B2 Local Centre,

() Zone B3 Commercial Core,

(m) Zone B4 Mixed Use,

(n) Zone BS5 Business Development,

(o) Zone B6 Enterprise Corridor,

(p) Zone B7 Business Park,

(q) Zone B8 Metropolitan Centre,

(r) Zone SP1 Special Activities,

(s) Zone SP2 Infrastructure,

(t) Zone E4 Environmental Living.

St Lucy's School is defined as an educational establishment and school. The subject site is
located in a prescribed zone as it is zoned SP2 Infrastructure (Educational Establishment) and
R2 Low Density Residential under the provisions of the Ku-ring-gai Local Environmental Plan
2015. The building to which this REF relates in located entirely within the SP2 Infrastructure
{Educational Establishment) zone.

Clause 35 Schools - Development Permitted with Consent

Clause 35 of the Education SEPP sets out the provisions for development which may be
carried out with consent. The proposal does not constitute development permitted with
consent. Further assessment against the provisions of Clause 35 is not required.

Clause 36 School — development permitted without consent

Clause 36 the Education SEPP sets out the following provisions for educational establishment
development permitted without consent:

(1) Development for any of the following purposes may be carried out by or on behalf
of a public authority without development consent on land within the boundaries of
an existing school:

(a) construction, operation or maintenance, more than 5 metres from any
property boundary with land in a residential zone and more than 1 metre
from any property boundary with land in any other zone, of:

(i) a library or an administration building that is not more than 1 storey
high, or

(i) a portable classroom (including a modular or prefabricated
classroom) that is not more than 1 storey high, or

(i) a permanent classroom that is not more than 1 storey high to replace
an existing portable classroom and that is used for substantially the
same purpose as the portable classroom, or

(iv) a kiosk, cafeteria or bookshop for students and staff that is not more
than 1 storey high, or

(v) a car park that is not more than 1 storey high,
(b) minor alterations or additions, such as:
(i internal fitouts, or

(i) alterations or additions to address work health and safety
requirements or to provide access for people with a disability, or

dfp | Review of Environmental Factors | St Lucy's School | November 2020 1



3  Statutory Framework

{iij) alterations or additions to the external facade of a building that do
not increase the building envelope (for example, porticos, balcony
enclosures or covered walkways),

(c) restoration, replacement or repair of damaged buildings or structures,
(d) security measures, including fencing, lighting and security cameras,

(e) demolition of structures or buildings (unless a State heritage item or local
heritage item).

(2) However, subclause (1) applies only to development that:

(a) does not require an alteration of traffic arrangements (for example, a new
vehicular access point to the school or a change in location of an existing
vehicular access point to the school), or

(b) in the case of development referred to in subclause (1) (a)—does not allow
for an increase in:

0] the number of students the school can accommodate, or
(ii) the number of staff employed at the school,

that is grealer than 10% (compared with the average of each of those
numbers for the 12-month period immediately before the commencement of
the development).

(3) Nothing in this clause authorises the carrying out of development in contravention
of any existing condition of the most recent development consent (other than a
complying development certificate) that applies to any part of the school, relating to
hours of operation, noise, car parking, vehicular movemenlt, traffic generation,
loading, waste management, landscaping or student or staff numbers.

4) A reference in this clause to development for a purpose referred to in subclause (1)
(a), (b) or (c) includes a reference to development for the purpose of construction
works in connection with the purpose referred to in subclause (1) (a), (b) or (c).

The following provisions of Clause 36 are relevant in regard to the proposed works:

Clause 36(1)(b)

(1) Development for any of the following purposes may be carried out by or on behalf
of a public authority without development consent on land within the boundaries of
an existing school:

(b) minor alterations or additions, such as:
) internal fitouts, or

(ii) alterations or additions to address work health and safety
requirements or to provide access for people with a disability, or

(i) alterations or additions to the external facade of a building that do
not increase the building envelope (for example, porticos, balcony
enclosures or covered walkways),

Comment: The proposed development as described in Section 2 can be considered minor

alterations to the external fagade of a building that does not increase the building's envelope,

pursuant to clause 36(1)(b)(iii).

In order to determine if the proposed works can be considered as ‘minor’, it is relevant to
consider whether the works will have an environmental impact which is other than ‘minor’.

Section 5 of this REF notes that each component of the development is minor in scope or will
result in only minor impacts. Therefore, it is considered that the works are minor in nature and

are “minor alterations or additions” under Clause 36(1)(b) of the Education SEPP and are
capable of proceeding as development without consent under Part 5 of the EP&A Act.

Clause 36(2) Development Standards

Clause 36(2) of the Education SEPP sets out the following development standards relevant
development to which Clause 36(1) applies:

(2) However, subclause (1) applies only to development that:

to

dfp | Review of Environmental Factors | St Lucy's School | November 2020
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Statutory Framework

3.3.2

(a) does not require an alteration of traffic arrangements (for example, a new
vehicular access point to the school or a change in location of an existing
vehicular access point to the school), or

(b) in the case of development referred to in subclause (1) (a)—does not allow
for an increase in:

() the number of students the school can accommodate, or
(i) the number of staff employed at the school,

that is greater than 10% (compared with the average of each of those
numbers for the 12-month period immediately before the commencement of
the development).

Comment: With respect to subclause 36(2)(a), the proposed development does not require an
alteration of traffic arrangements. Subclause 36(2)(b) does not apply as the works are
proposed pursuant to subclause 36(1)(b) and (c).

The proposed works therefore satisfy the provisions of Clause 36 of the Education SEPP and
can proceed under Part 5 of the EP&A Act.

Clause 37 Notification of Carrying Out of Certain Development Without Consent

Clause 37 sets out consultation requirements for development without consent, including
consultation with the Council for the area in which the land is located (being Ku-ring-gai
Municipal Council). This is discussed in detail at Section 3.7.

Clause 38 Existing schools - exempt development

Clause 38 of the Education SEPP sets out the development which is considered exempt
development. The proposed works identified in Section 2 are not able to be carried out as
exempt development pursuant to clause 38(1). Schedule 1 of the Education SEPP (as
referred to in subclause 38(3)) specifies that any re-cladding must not involve structural
alterations, and involve only replacing existing materials with ‘similar materials’ unless the use
of those materials is a breach of these development standards.

As the proposal is replacing concrete tiles with sheet metal roofing (i.e. not a similar material)
the development is not exempt development pursuant to clause 38.

Clause 39 Existing School - Complying Development

Clause 39 of the Education SEPP sets out the provisions relating to complying development.
The proposed works described in Section 2 does not constitute complying development, as
pursuant to subclause 19(2)(a) the site contains an item of environmental heritage (local
significance) and is located in a heritage conservation area Ku-ring-gai Local Environmental
Plan 2015. This precludes complying development being able to be undertaken under clause
39.

Clause 41 Complying development certificates — additional conditions

Clause 41 of the Education SEPP sets out conditions for complying development certificates
issued under provisions of the SEPP. As the proposal does not constitute complying
development, the provisions of this clause are not applicable.

State Environmental Planning Policy 55 — Remediation of Land

SEPP 55 relates to remediation of contaminated land and requires, amongst other things,
investigations to be undertaken as part of the development assessment process to determine
whether the subject land is likely to be contaminated and if so, what remediation work is
required.

The site is not identified by Council or any other authority as being subject to or potentially
subject to contamination (refer to the Section 10.7 Planning Certificate at Appendix 1).
Furthermore, there are no works proposed which will disturb the grounds of the site.

dfp | Review of Environmental Factors | St Lucy's School | November 2020 13



Statutory Framework

3.4

3.5

3.5.1

3.5.2

3.6

3.7

Environmental Planning and Assessment Act 1979

The provisions of the Education SEPP allow the proposed works to be carried out as
development without consent under Part 5 of the EP&A Act.

This REF also considers the requirements of Section 6.28 of the EP&A Act and Clause 228 of
the EP&A Regulation (refer Section 5.4).

Additional Relevant Legislation

The following legislation is also applicable to the proposed development. The proposed works
are not inconsistent with any of the provisions of these Acts (where applicable). Any approvals
required under this legislation (if any) have been documented in Section 3.6.

NSW Legislation

o [ocal Government Act 1993;

e  Work Health and Safety Act 2011;

o  Work Health Safety Regulations 2017;

¢ Roads Act 1993;

e Biodiversity Conservation Act 2016;

e Waste Avoidance and Resource Recovery Act 2001; and

e Clause 92 of the EP&A regulations, and AS 2061-1991 — Demolition of Structures.

Commonwealth Legislation
e Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999.

Approvals, Certificates and Authorities

No approvals, certificates or authorities are required for the works.

Consultation - Council

Clause 10 of the Education SEPP, relating to “consuitations with councils-development with
impacts on council related infrastructure or service", states the following:

(1) This clause applies to development carried out by or on behalf of a public authority
that this Policy provides may be carried out without development consent if, in the
opinion of the public authonity, the development:

(a) will have a substantial impact on stormwater management services
provided by a council, or

(b) is likely to generate traffic to an extent that will strain the capacity of the
road system in a local govemment area, or

(c) involves connection to, and a substantial impact on the capacity of, any
part of a sewerage system owned by a council, or

(d) involves connection to, and use of a substantial volume of water from,
any part of a water supply system owned by a council, or

(e) involves the installation of a temporary structure on, or the enclosing of,
a public place that is under a council's management or control that is
likely to cause a disruption to pedestrian or vehicular traffic that is not
minor or inconsequential, or

] involves excavation that is not minor or inconsequential of the surface
of, or a foolpath adjacent to, a road for which a council is the roads
authority under the Roads Act 1993 (if the public authority that is
carrying out the development, or on whose behalf it is being carried oul,
is not responsible for the maintenance of the road or footpath)

dfp | Review of Environmental Factors | St Lucy's School | November 2020 14



3  Statutory Framework

Comment: The proposal does not trigger any of the above matters. With regard to subclause
10(1)(a), the works will not create a substantial impact on stormwater management. The roof
catchment area of the building is not being altered.

Clause 11 of the Education SEPP, relating to “consultations with councils-development with
impacts on local heritage”, states the following:

(1) This clause applies to development carried out by or on behalf of a public authority
if the development—

(a) is likely to affect the heritage significance of a local heritage item, or of a
heritage conservation area, that is not also a State heritage item in a way
that is more than minimal, and

(b) is development that this Policy provides may be carried out without
development consent.

(2) A public authority, or a person acting on behalf of a public authority, must not carry
out development to which this clause applies unless the authority or the person
has—

(a) had an assessment of the impact prepared, and
(b) given written notice of the intention to carry out the development, with a

copy of the assessment and a scope of works, to the council for the area
in which the local heritage item or heritage conservation area (or the
relevant part of such an area) is located, and

(c) taken into consideration any response to the notice that is received from
the council within 21 days after the notice is given.

Comment: As seen in Figure 9 below, the site contains an item of environmental heritage
(local significance) and is within a heritage conservation area under the Ku-ring-gai Local
Environmental Plan 2015. As the proposed works may be carried out without consent under
the Education SEPP, clause 11 potentially applies to the proposal. Specifically, as subclause
11(1)(a) provides that clause 11 only applies if a development ‘s likely to affect the heritage
significance of a local heritage item, or of a heritage conservation area, that is not also a State

heritage item in a way that is more than minimal.’

A heritage impact assessment undertaken by NBRS Architecture (Appendix 4) confirms that
the proposal will not impact on the heritage significance of the site or the heritage
conservation area in which it is located. The conclusion of the NBRS assessment is provided
below:

‘The administration and support services building at St Lucy’s School has little henitage
significance. The replacement of its roof would not cause the loss of any fabric with heritage
significance. The replacement of the roofing material on the 1970s administration building
with dark grey metal sheet products be unobtrusive and sit as a neutral background among
the more significant heritage items nearby that have grey slate roofs or terra cotta roofs.
The work to replace the roofing of the administration building would have no adverse impact
on the surrounding Wahroonga Conservation Area C1 or the heritage items in the vicinity.’
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3  Statutory Framework
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Notwithstanding the above, in the interests of undertaking a through REF process, Ku-ring-gai
Municipal Council was notified in writing of the proposed development on 24 August 2020. A
copy of the proposed development plans and the heritage impact assessment (Appendix 4)
was provided to Council. A copy of the notification letter is provided at Appendix 6. At the
time of writing this REF, 21 days has expired and no comment from Ku-ring-gai Municipal
Council has been received.

Clause 37 of the Education SEPP sets out the notification requirements for development
carried out to which subclause 36(1)(a) applies. As the proposal is being undertaken pursuant
to subclause 36(1)(b), the provisions of clause 37 do not apply.
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Environmental Risk Assessment

4.1

4.2

This section examines the environmental risks in relation to the proposed works.

Assessment Method

The methodology applied to the environmental risk assessment for the proposed works is as
follows:

¢ Initial risk assessment for environmental constraints based upon:
o Review of relevant planning controls and legislation;
o Review of consuitant reports;
o Site inspection; and
o Examination of aerial photographs and site photos.

e Identifying potential environmental risks/impacts associated with the demolition and
construction phases of the project;

e Evaluating identified risks/impacts to determine the potential for occurrence and degree of
severity; and

o Identifying and determining suitable environmental management/mitigation procedures
and control measures appropriate for planned works.

Section 228 of the EP&A Regulation sets out which factors must be taken into account when
assessing the impact of an activity on the environment. The proposed works have been
evaluated in the context of these provisions at Section 5.4, while applicable environmental
management procedures and control measures are also summarised.

Site Constraints

2 identifies site constraints applicable to the site. Where an environmental issue is identified,
impact assessment is provided in Section 5 and mitigation measures are included in
Section 6.
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4 Environmental Risk Assessment

Table 2 Site Constraints

Constraint

Contamination

Flooding

Coastal Hazards

Bushfire Hazard

Factor

Is the site affected by contamination as identified in Section 10.7
Certificate or ‘List of NSW contaminated sites notified to the EPA’ and/or
potentially affected by contamination?

Does the project involve demolition of buildings or part of a building that
may contain Asbestos?

Does the project require the disturbance of any other hazardous
material (e.g. lead paint, lead dust, PCBs, ozone depleting substances)?

Is the site affected by flooding? (i.e. is the land below the 1 in 100 year
flood planning level)

Is the site identified within the coastal zone in the Coastal Protection Act
1979 OR has the site been identified by Council as affected, or
potentially affected, by existing and future coastal hazards?

This includes coastal storm erosion and recession of land due to sea
level rise.

Is the land nominated as Bushfire Prone Land on the Section 10.7
Certificate or is the site within 100m of unmanaged bushland?

Yes

O

No

O

Action

The site is not identified as being contaminated in the Section 10.7 Planning Certificate
or listed on the NSW contaminated lands site notified by the EPA.

The proposal entails the removal of existing roof claddings (concrete tiles and sheet
metal) and the removal of existing sarking material. As the building was constructed in
the 1970s, it is not unreasonable to assume that the building (overall) may contain
asbestos.

Should asbestos containing materials be encountered during the works, asbestos
removal must be carried out by a licensed asbestos removalist in accordance with
Code of Practice for safe removal of asbestos and disposed of appropriately.

All asbestos laden waste must be disposed of at a waste disposal site licensed by
NSW Environment Protection Authority. Notification to residents and SafeWork NSW
will be provided if required under the relevant Code of Practice. See Section 6.3.11.

The proposal entails the removal of existing roof claddings (concrete tiles and sheet
metal) and the removal of existing sarking material. As the building was constructed in
the 1970s, it is not unreasonable to assume that the building (overall) may contain one
or more of these materials.

During the existing roof cladding removal and construction phase, any contaminated
materials or hazardous substances encountered must be stored, transported and
disposed of in accordance with legislative requirements at an appropriately licensed
waste facility. See Section 6.3.9

No action required.

No action required.

No action required.
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4 Environmental Risk Assessment

Table 2 Site Constraints

Constraint Factor Yes No Action
Threatened Does the Project involve the clearing of vegetation that would affect any O No action required.
Species threatened species?

Oves XINo

Has the Section 10.7 Certificate and/or consultation with Council and/or O No action required.

review of the Environment, Energy and Science (EES) critical habitat
registers identified a known critical habitat or threatened species,
populations or endangered ecological communities and their habitat on
or in close proximity to the site?

Is the Project Site adjacent to an area of bushland (including a National N x] No action required.
Park, State Forest, Council Reserve or area of unmanaged bushland)
OR a natural watercourse (including a creek, river, estuary, lake or

wetland)?
Native Vegetation =~ Does the project involve the clearing of native vegetation? O 53| No action required.
Aboriginal Cultural  Has the Section 10.7 certificate and/or consultation undertaken with ] No action required.
Significance Council identified that the site has, or is likely to have, significance to

Aboriginal people, AND / OR will the proposed project impact on an

Aboriginal place or known Aboriginal Objects?

Is the site in an area very highly disturbed /modified (i.e. does it contain x O The site is highly developed.

large areas of sealed surface, fill or previously excavated areas?)

If NO, does the project involve more than 1ha of ground disturbance? ] N/A

Is the project site within 200m of a high water mark of coastal waters of O x] No action required.

NSwW?

Is the project site within 200m of a wetland, coastal lake or waterway? = X No action required.

Is the project site