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NSW Site Auditor Scheme 

Site Audit Statement 

A site audit statement summarises the findings of a site audit. For full details of the site 
auditor’s findings, evaluations and conclusions, refer to the associated site audit report. 

This form was approved under the Contaminated Land Management Act 1997  
on 12 October 2017.  

For information about completing this form, go to Part IV. 

Part I: Site audit identification 
Site audit statement no. MP181_8 

This site audit is a:  

☐ statutory audit 

 non-statutory audit  

within the meaning of the Contaminated Land Management Act 1997. 

Site auditor details  
(As accredited under the Contaminated Land Management Act 1997) 

Name:   

Company: Senversa Pty Ltd 

Address:  Level 24, 1 Market Street 

  Sydney NSW   Postcode: 2000  

Phone:  02 8252 0000  

Email:   @senversa.com.au  

Site details 
Address: 22-26 & 28-32 Lansdowne Road, Orchard Hills, NSW 

 Postcode: 2748 
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Property description  
(Attach a separate list if several properties are included in the site audit.) 

Part Lot 82 Deposited Plan 29388  

Part Lot 83 Deposited Plan 29388  

(Attachment 1) 

 

Local government area: Penrith City Council 

Area of site (include units, e.g. hectares): 0.75 hectares 

Current zoning: RU4: Primary Production Small Lots and an area not zoned 

Regulation and notification 
To the best of my knowledge:  

☐ the site is the subject of a declaration, order, agreement, proposal or notice under the 
Contaminated Land Management Act 1997 or the Environmentally Hazardous 
Chemicals Act 1985, as follows: (provide the no. if applicable) 

☐ Declaration no.  

☐ Order no.  

☐ Proposal no.  

☐ Notice no.  

 the site is not the subject of a declaration, order, proposal or notice under the 
Contaminated Land Management Act 1997 or the Environmentally Hazardous 
Chemicals Act 1985. 

To the best of my knowledge:  

☐ the site has been notified to the EPA under section 60 of the Contaminated Land 
Management Act 1997 

 the site has not been notified to the EPA under section 60 of the Contaminated Land 
Management Act 1997.  

Site audit commissioned by 
 

Company: CPB Contractors Pty Ltd and United Infrastructure Pty Ltd (CPBUI JV) 

Address: Level 5, 60 Miller Street, North Sydney NSW 

 Postcode: 2060 

Phone: 02 9035 5007 

Email: @cpbuijv.com.au 
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Contact details for contact person (if different from above) 
Name:  

Phone: 02 9035 5007 

Email: @cpbbuijv.com.au 

Nature of statutory requirements (not applicable for non-statutory audits) 
☐ Requirements under the Contaminated Land Management Act 1997  

(e.g. management order; please specify, including date of issue) 

 

 

☐ Requirements imposed by an environmental planning instrument  
(please specify, including date of issue) 

 

 

☐ Development consent requirements under the Environmental Planning and 
Assessment Act 1979 (please specify consent authority and date of issue) 

 

 

☐ Requirements under other legislation (please specify, including date of issue) 
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Purpose of site audit 
 A1 To determine land use suitability  

Intended uses of the land: Rail corridor which will include the rail line, embankments / 
noise barries, a stabling yard and maintenance facility and Luddenham station and 
passive open space adjacent to the rail corridor. 

OR 

☐ A2 To determine land use suitability subject to compliance with either an active or 
passive environmental management plan 

Intended uses of the land:______________________________________________ 

OR 

(Tick all that apply) 

☐ B1 To determine the nature and extent of contamination 

☐ B2 To determine the appropriateness of:  

☐ an investigation plan 

☐ a remediation plan  

☐ a management plan 

☐ B3 To determine the appropriateness of a site testing plan to determine if 
groundwater is safe and suitable for its intended use as required by the Temporary 
Water Restrictions Order for the Botany Sands Groundwater Resource 2017 

☐ B4 To determine the compliance with an approved:  

☐ voluntary management proposal or 

☐ management order under the Contaminated Land Management Act 1997  

☐ B5 To determine if the land can be made suitable for a particular use (or uses) if the 
site is remediated or managed in accordance with a specified plan.  

Intended uses of the land:  

 

Information sources for site audit 
Consultancies which conducted the site investigations and/or remediation: 

Douglas Partners Pty Ltd (Douglas Partners) 

 

Titles of reports reviewed:  

Draft ‘Sampling and Analysis Quality Plan (SAQP), Surface & Civil Alignment Works (SCAW) 
Package for Sydney Metro – Western Sydney Airport (SMWSA), Area of Environmental 
Concern (AEC) 30, 22-26 Lansdowne Road, Orchard Hills, dated 19 August 2022 by 
Douglas Partners. 
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‘Report on Detailed Site Investigation (Contamination), Surface & Civil Alignment Works 
(SCAW) Package for Sydney Metro – Western Sydney Airport (SWMSA) Area of 
Environmental Concern (AEC) 30, 22-26 Lansdowne Road, Orchard Hills’ dated 24 May 
2023 by Douglas Partners. 

Other information reviewed, including previous site audit reports and statements relating to 
the site:  

Site audit report details 
Title Site Audit Report, AEC 30: 22-26 & 28-32 Lansdowne Road, Orchard Hills 

Report no. MP181_8 (Senversa Ref 19824) Date 15 February 2024 



Site Audit Statement – MP_0803 

6 
EPA 2017P0289 

Part II: Auditor’s findings 
Please complete either Section A1, Section A2 or Section B, not more than one section. 
(Strike out the irrelevant sections.) 

• Use Section A1 where site investigation and/or remediation has been completed and a 
conclusion can be drawn on the suitability of land uses without the implementation of 
an environmental management plan. 

• Use Section A2 where site investigation and/or remediation has been completed and a 
conclusion can be drawn on the suitability of land uses with the implementation of an 
active or passive environmental management plan. 

• Use Section B where the audit is to determine:  

o (B1) the nature and extent of contamination, and/or  

o (B2) the appropriateness of an investigation, remediation or management plan1, 
and/or  

o (B3) the appropriateness of a site testing plan in accordance with the Temporary 
Water Restrictions Order for the Botany Sands Groundwater Source 2017, and/or  

o (B4) whether the terms of the approved voluntary management proposal or 
management order have been complied with, and/or  

o (B5) whether the site can be made suitable for a specified land use (or uses) if the 
site is remediated or managed in accordance with the implementation of a specified 
plan. 

 
1 For simplicity, this statement uses the term ‘plan’ to refer to both plans and reports. 



Site Audit Statement – MP_0803 

7 
EPA 2017P0289 

Section A1 

I certify that, in my opinion: 
The site is suitable for the following uses:  

(Tick all appropriate uses and strike out those not applicable.) 

☐ Residential, including substantial vegetable garden and poultry 

☐ Residential, including substantial vegetable garden, excluding poultry 

☐ Residential with accessible soil, including garden (minimal home-grown produce 
contributing less than 10% fruit and vegetable intake), excluding poultry 

☐ Day care centre, preschool, primary school 

☐ Residential with minimal opportunity for soil access, including units 

☐ Secondary school 

☐ Park, recreational open space, playing field 

☐ Commercial/industrial 

 Other (please specify):  

Rail corridor which will include the rail line, embankments / noise barries, a stabling 
yard and maintenance facility and Luddenham station and passive open space 
adjacent to the rail corridor. 

OR 
☐ I certify that, in my opinion, the site is not suitable for any use due to the risk of harm 

from contamination. 

Overall comments:  

The site has been used for rural residential land since at least 1980. An investigation of soil  
and groundwater reported analytical results and field observations consistent with no  
widespread contamination at the site. 
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Section A2 

I certify that, in my opinion: 
Subject to compliance with the attached environmental management plan2 (EMP),  
the site is suitable for the following uses:  

(Tick all appropriate uses and strike out those not applicable.) 

☐ Residential, including substantial vegetable garden and poultry 

☐ Residential, including substantial vegetable garden, excluding poultry 

☐ Residential with accessible soil, including garden (minimal home-grown produce 
contributing less than 10% fruit and vegetable intake), excluding poultry 

☐ Day care centre, preschool, primary school 

☐ Residential with minimal opportunity for soil access, including units 

☐ Secondary school 

☐ Park, recreational open space, playing field 

☐ Commercial/industrial 

☐ Other (please specify): 

 

EMP details 
Title 

Author 

Date No. of pages 

EMP summary 

This EMP (attached) is required to be implemented to address residual contamination on the 
site.  

The EMP: (Tick appropriate box and strike out the other option.) 

☐ requires operation and/or maintenance of active control systems3 

☐ requires maintenance of passive control systems only3. 
  

 
2 Refer to Part IV for an explanation of an environmental management plan. 
3 Refer to Part IV for definitions of active and passive control systems. 
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Purpose of the EMP: 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Description of the nature of the residual contamination: 

 

 

 

Summary of the actions required by the EMP: 

 

 

 

How the EMP can reasonably be made to be legally enforceable: 

 

 

 

How there will be appropriate public notification: 

 

 

 

Overall comments: 
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Section B 

Purpose of the plan4 which is the subject of this audit: 

 

 

 

I certify that, in my opinion: 

(B1) 

☐ The nature and extent of the contamination has been appropriately determined 

☐ The nature and extent of the contamination has not been appropriately determined 

AND/OR (B2) 

☐ The investigation, remediation or management plan is appropriate for the purpose 
stated above 

☐ The investigation, remediation or management plan is not appropriate for the purpose 
stated above 

AND/OR (B3) 

☐ The site testing plan:  

☐ is appropriate to determine  

☐ is not appropriate to determine  

if groundwater is safe and suitable for its intended use as required by the Temporary 
Water Restrictions Order for the Botany Sands Groundwater Resource 2017 

AND/OR (B4) 

☐ The terms of the approved voluntary management proposal* or management order** 
(strike out as appropriate):  

☐ have been complied with  

☐ have not been complied with. 

*voluntary management proposal no. 

**management order no.  

AND/OR (B5) 

☐ The site can be made suitable for the following uses:  

(Tick all appropriate uses and strike out those not applicable.) 

☐ Residential, including substantial vegetable garden and poultry 

☐ Residential, including substantial vegetable garden, excluding poultry 

 
4 For simplicity, this statement uses the term ‘plan’ to refer to both plans and reports. 
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☐ Residential with accessible soil, including garden (minimal home-grown produce 
contributing less than 10% fruit and vegetable intake), excluding poultry 

☐ Day care centre, preschool, primary school 

☐ Residential with minimal opportunity for soil access, including units 

☐ Secondary school 

☐ Park, recreational open space, playing field 

☐ Commercial/industrial 

☐ Other (please specify):  

 

IF the site is remediated/managed* in accordance with the following plan (attached):  

*Strike out as appropriate 

Plan title:  

Plan author:  

Plan date: No. of pages: 

SUBJECT to compliance with the following condition(s): 

 

 

 

 

 

Overall comments: 
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Part IV: Explanatory notes 
To be complete, a site audit statement form must be issued with all four parts. 

How to complete this form 

Part I 
Part I identifies the auditor, the site, the purpose of the audit and the information used by the 
auditor in making the site audit findings. 

Part II 
Part II contains the auditor’s opinion of the suitability of the site for specified uses or of the 
appropriateness of an investigation, or remediation plan or management plan which may 
enable a particular use. It sets out succinct and definitive information to assist decision-
making about the use or uses of the site or a plan or proposal to manage or remediate the 
site. 

The auditor is to complete either Section A1 or Section A2 or Section B of Part II, not more 
than one section. 

Section A1 
In Section A1 the auditor may conclude that the land is suitable for a specified use or uses 
OR not suitable for any beneficial use due to the risk of harm from contamination. 

By certifying that the site is suitable, an auditor declares that, at the time of completion of the 
site audit, no further investigation or remediation or management of the site was needed to 
render the site fit for the specified use(s). Conditions must not be imposed on a Section A1 
site audit statement. Auditors may include comments which are key observations in light of 
the audit which are not directly related to the suitability of the site for the use(s). These 
observations may cover aspects relating to the broader environmental context to aid 
decision-making in relation to the site. 

Section A2 
In Section A2 the auditor may conclude that the land is suitable for a specified use(s) subject 
to a condition for implementation of an environmental management plan (EMP).  

Environmental management plan 

Within the context of contaminated sites management, an EMP (sometimes also called a 
‘site management plan’) means a plan which addresses the integration of environmental 
mitigation and monitoring measures for soil, groundwater and/or hazardous ground gases 
throughout an existing or proposed land use. An EMP succinctly describes the nature and 
location of contamination remaining on site and states what the objectives of the plan are, 
how contaminants will be managed, who will be responsible for the plan’s implementation 
and over what time frame actions specified in the plan will take place. 

By certifying that the site is suitable subject to implementation of an EMP, an auditor 
declares that, at the time of completion of the site audit, there was sufficient information 
satisfying guidelines made or approved under the Contaminated Land Management Act 1997 
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(CLM Act) to determine that implementation of the EMP was feasible and would enable the 
specified use(s) of the site and no further investigation or remediation of the site was needed 
to render the site fit for the specified use(s).  

Implementation of an EMP is required to ensure the site remains suitable for the specified 
use(s). The plan should be legally enforceable: for example, a requirement of a notice under 
the CLM Act or a development consent condition issued by a planning authority. There 
should also be appropriate public notification of the plan, e.g. on a certificate issued under 
s.149 of the Environmental Planning and Assessment Act 1979.  

Active or passive control systems 

Auditors must specify whether the EMP requires operation and/or maintenance of active 
control systems or requires maintenance of passive control systems only. Active 
management systems usually incorporate mechanical components and/or require monitoring 
and, because of this, regular maintenance and inspection are necessary. Most active 
management systems are applied at sites where if the systems are not implemented an 
unacceptable risk may occur. Passive management systems usually require minimal 
management and maintenance and do not usually incorporate mechanical components.   

Auditor’s comments 

Auditors may also include comments which are key observations in light of the audit which 
are not directly related to the suitability of the site for the use(s). These observations may 
cover aspects relating to the broader environmental context to aid decision-making in relation 
to the site. 

Section B 
In Section B the auditor draws conclusions on the nature and extent of contamination, and/or 
suitability of plans relating to the investigation, remediation or management of the land, 
and/or the appropriateness of a site testing plan in accordance with the Temporary Water 
Restrictions Order for the Botany Sands Groundwater Source 2017, and/or whether the 
terms of an approved voluntary management proposal or management order made under the 
CLM Act have been complied with, and/or whether the site can be made suitable for a 
specified land use or uses if the site is remediated or managed in accordance with the 
implementation of a specified plan. 

By certifying that a site can be made suitable for a use or uses if remediated or managed in 
accordance with a specified plan, the auditor declares that, at the time the audit was 
completed, there was sufficient information satisfying guidelines made or approved under the 
CLM Act to determine that implementation of the plan was feasible and would enable the 
specified use(s) of the site in the future. 

For a site that can be made suitable, any conditions specified by the auditor in Section B 
should be limited to minor modifications or additions to the specified plan. However, if the 
auditor considers that further audits of the site (e.g. to validate remediation) are required, the 
auditor must note this as a condition in the site audit statement. The condition must not 
specify an individual auditor, only that further audits are required. 

Auditors may also include comments which are observations in light of the audit which 
provide a more complete understanding of the environmental context to aid decision-making 
in relation to the site. 
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Part III 
In Part III the auditor certifies their standing as an accredited auditor under the CLM Act and 
makes other relevant declarations. 

Where to send completed forms 

In addition to furnishing a copy of the audit statement to the person(s) who commissioned the 
site audit, statutory site audit statements must be sent to  

• the NSW Environment Protection Authority:  
nswauditors@epa.nsw.gov.au or as specified by the EPA 

AND  

• the local council for the land which is the subject of the audit. 
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1 September 2022 

 
CPBUI JV 
Level 5, 60 Miller Street 
North Sydney NSW 2060 

Dear  

Re: Interim Audit Advice No. 1: AEC30, 22-26 Lansdowne 
Road, Orchard Hills 
Review of Sampling and Analysis Quality Plan 

1. Introduction and Background

 (the Site Auditor) of Senversa Pty Ltd (Senversa) has been engaged by CPB Contractors 
Pty Ltd and United Infrastructure Pty Ltd (CPBUI JV) on behalf of Sydney Metro as a NSW Environment 
Protection Authority (EPA) Accredited Contaminated Sites Auditor for the proposed development of the 
Sydney Metro to Western Sydney Airport line. The site is part of the proposed Sydney Metro line and is 
located at 22-26 Lansdowne Road, Orchard Hills (hereafter referred to as ‘the site’). 

The site is currently occupied by small lots potentially used for hobby farms or rural purposes and part of 
a small commercial business. The site is potentially impacted from a possible workshop, minor waste 
storage/ on-site disposal and use or storage of hazardous materials. It is understood that the 
development of the site will likely include stripping of the topsoil and placement of soil to raise ground 
level up to approximately 6 m above current levels for the rail lines. Areas alongside the proposed rail 
lines will be used by contractors for staging and maintenance for the Metro and then passive open space. 
Douglas Partners Pty Ltd (Douglas Partners), engaged as the environmental consultant to assess the 
contamination status of the site, produced the following report, which was forwarded to the Site Auditor 
for review: 

• ‘Sampling and Analysis Quality Plan (SAQP), Surface & Civil Alignment Works (SCAW) Package for
Sydney Metro – Western Sydney Airport (SMWSA), Area of Environmental Concern (AEC) 30, 22-26
Lansdowne Road, Orchard Hills’ dated 19 August 2022 by Douglas Partners (DRAFT).

This interim audit advice details the review of the SAQP for a detailed site investigation in relation to the 
contamination status of the site.  
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2. Review Comments

The Site Auditor has undertaken a review of the SAQP against the requirements specified in the 
Guidelines for the NSW Site Auditor Scheme (3rd edition) (NSW EPA, 2017) and the Guidelines for 
Consultants Reporting on Contaminated Sites (NSW Office of Environment and Heritage, 2011). Review 
comments are detailed herein. 

• Please clarify whether the small commercial business comprises the potential workshop/laydown and
stockpile areas noted in Section 4 (Table 2) and that this corresponds to the demolition waste/former
shed and stockpile area shown in Drawing 2. Please check that labels in Drawing 2 can clearly be
referenced back to Section 4.

• Section 1. Please consider the NSW EPA Sampling Design Guidelines (2022), implement appropriate
and compliant densities where feasible or provide justification for reduced sampling densities  i.e.,
consistently low results and consistent with the known site history.

• Section 6. Please confirm review of Appendix B in the NEMP regarding the potential for PFAS
contamination for the historical and current land use.

• Section 7. Site Assessment Criteria in Appendix B over a wide range of analytes, depths and two
separate land uses. The actual criteria to be applied at the site should be outlined in Section 7 if
auditor review is required.

• Section 9. An unnamed drainage channel appears to run through the southern portion of the site into
the unnamed creek south of the site (from Drawing 1 in Appendix A), however no sampling of surface
water or sediment has been allowed for (if present).

• Appendix A.
 Please add label for AEC to the south of the site.
 Add a line around the site boundary (and add key to legend) as the shading is somewhat unclear.
 Please include outline showing extent of targeted areas i.e. former shed, circular depression etc.

It is noted that the SAQP states that ‘soil to raise ground levels is likely to be sourced from off-site’. The 
sampling regime to be applied are not specified in the SAQP and cannot be commented upon by the 
auditor. It is understood that material reuse criteria in the SAQP was derived from the Human Health and 
Ecological Risk Assessment (HHERA) prepared to facilitate the re-use of spoil along the Sydney Metro 
alignment. At this stage we cannot comment on the material reuse criteria stated in the SAQP until 
approval to the HHERA has been received (if required). 

3. Close

We look forward to receiving a response to the comments above and trust this meets your current 
requirements. Should you have any queries or require further information, please do not hesitate to 
contact the undersigned. 

Yours sincerely, 
On behalf of Senversa Pty Ltd 

 
NSW EPA Accredited Site Auditor (0803) 

MC/MP 
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Technical Limitations and Uncertainty – This Interim Advice is not a Site Audit Report or a Site Audit Statement, as defined in the 
Contaminated Land Management Act 1997, but forms part of the Site Audit process. It is intended that a Site Audit Statement and report will 
be issued at the completion of the site audit. 
Consistent with NSW EPA requirements for staged “sign-off” of sites that are the subject of progressive assessment, remediation and 
validation, the Auditor is required to advise that: 
• This site audit advice does not constitute a site audit report or statement. 

• This letter is considered by the Auditor to be consistent with NSW EPA guidelines and policies. 

• This letter will be documented in the final Site Audit Statement and associated documentation. 

• At the completion of the site audit, a Site Audit Statement will be prepared, for the consent agency to include the Site’s property 
information, held by the local council. 

Reliance –This document has been prepared solely for the use of CBPUI JV. No responsibility or liability to any third party is accepted for 
any damages arising out of the use of this document by any third party.  
Copyright and Intellectual Property – This document is commercial in confidence. No portion of this document may be removed, 
extracted, copied, electronically stored or disseminated in any form without the prior written permission of Senversa. Intellectual property in 
relation to the methodology undertaken during the creation of this document remains the property of Senversa. 



 
 

 
Senversa Pty Ltd  

Level 24, 1 Market St, Sydney 2000  
ABN 89 132 231 380  www.senversa.com.au 
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11 May 2023 

 

 
CPBUI JV 
Level 5, 60 Miller Street 
North Sydney NSW 2060  
 

 

Dear  

Re: Interim Audit Advice No. 2: AEC30, 22-26 Lansdowne 

Road, Orchard Hills 
Review of Detailed Site Investigation 

1. Introduction and Background  

 (the Site Auditor) of Senversa Pty Ltd (Senversa) has been engaged by CPB Contractors 
Pty Ltd and United Infrastructure Pty Ltd (CPBUI JV) on behalf of Sydney Metro as a NSW Environment 
Protection Authority (EPA) Accredited Contaminated Sites Auditor for the proposed development of the 
Sydney Metro to Western Sydney Airport line. The site is part of the proposed Sydney Metro line and is 
located at 22-26 Lansdowne Road, Orchard Hills (hereafter referred to as ‘the site’). 

The site is currently occupied by small lots potentially used for hobby farms or rural purposes and part of 
a small commercial business. The site is potentially impacted from a possible workshop, minor waste 
storage / on-site disposal and use or storage of hazardous materials. It is understood that the 
development of the site will likely include stripping of the topsoil and placement of soil to raise ground 
level up to approximately 6 m above current levels for the rail lines. Areas alongside the proposed rail 
lines will be used by contractors for staging and maintenance for the Metro and then passive open space. 
Douglas Partners Pty Ltd (Douglas Partners), engaged as the environmental consultant to assess the 
contamination status of the site, produced the following reports, which were forwarded to the Site Auditor 
for review: 

• ‘Sampling and Analysis Quality Plan (SAQP), Surface & Civil Alignment Works (SCAW) Package for 
Sydney Metro – Western Sydney Airport (SMWSA), Area of Environmental Concern (AEC) 30, 22-26 
Lansdowne Road, Orchard Hills’ dated 19 August 2022 by Douglas Partners (DRAFT).  

• ‘Report on Detailed Site Investigation (Contamination), Surface & Civil Alignment Works (SCAW) 
Package for Sydney Metro – Western Sydney Airport (SWMSA) Area of Environmental Concern 
(AEC) 30, 22-26 Lansdowne Road, Orchard Hills’ dated 16 March 2023 by Douglas Partners 
(DRAFT). 

This interim audit advice (IAA) details the review of a detailed site investigation in relation to the 
contamination status of the site. IAA No.1 issued 2 May 2023 was previously prepared following review of 
the SAQP.  
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2. Review Comments 

The Site Auditor has undertaken a review of the DSI against the requirements specified in the Guidelines 
for the NSW Site Auditor Scheme (3rd edition) (NSW EPA, 2017) and the Guidelines for Consultants 
Reporting on Contaminated Sites (NSW EPA, 2020). Review comments are detailed herein. 

• Section 2. Confirm the site owner. 
• Section 4. 

▪ Discuss surface water flow across the site and likely flow offsite. 
▪ Please confirm if the drainage channel through the southern portion of the site was present during 

the walkover (as shown in Drawing 1 of the SAQP), and if any sampling locations targeted this 
channel.  

▪ Discuss in detail the current site condition, including former shed, potential workshop, circular 
depression, and laydown and demolition waste storage areas, and confirm potential sources of 
contamination within the site or off-site at AEC 30. 

• Section 6.3 
▪ Stockpile samples referred to as AEC30SP1A and AEC30SP2A here, but in the analytical tables 

they are AEC30SP1A and AEC30SP1B. Please confirm sample IDs of the stockpile samples and 
update this section or the analytical tables in Appendix I. 

• Section 9 
▪ Please close out any potential impacts within the drainage channel. 
▪ Provide comment on very different depth to groundwater between well development and sampling 

events. 
• Section 9.2 

▪ Please include numbers and depths of samples taken from the stockpiles. 
▪ Confirm no potential asbestos containing material was observed. 
▪ If known, confirm the likely sources of the stockpiles. 

• Appendix A 
▪ Provide a survey plan of the site boundary. 
▪ Include an outline showing the extent of targeted areas i.e., the former shed, potential workshop, 

circular depression, and laydown and demolition waste areas.  
▪ Please also include outline of the drainage channel and the unnamed creek. 
▪ Include locations of samples taken from the stockpiles. 
▪ Remove investigation locations not included in this site investigation (located at AEC 31a). 

• Appendix I 
▪ Groundwater results for AEC30BH01 on page 2 are partially hidden, please update.  

It is noted that the DSI states that ‘soil to raise ground levels is likely to be sourced from off-site’. The 
sampling regime to be applied are not specified in the SAQP and cannot be commented upon by the 
auditor. It is understood that material reuse criteria in the SAQP was derived from the Human Health and 
Ecological Risk Assessment (HHERA) prepared to facilitate the re-use of spoil along the Sydney Metro 
alignment. At this stage we cannot comment on the material reuse criteria stated in the SAQP until 
approval to the HHERA has been received (if required). 

3. Close 

We look forward to receiving a response to the comments above and trust this meets your current 
requirements. Should you have any queries or require further information, please do not hesitate to 
contact the undersigned. 
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Yours sincerely, 

NSW EPA Accredited Site Auditor (0803) 
 
KR/MP 
 
 
Technical Limitations and Uncertainty – This Interim Advice is not a Site Audit Report or a Site Audit Statement, as defined in the 
Contaminated Land Management Act 1997, but forms part of the Site Audit process. It is intended that a Site Audit Statement and report will 
be issued at the completion of the site audit. 
Consistent with NSW EPA requirements for staged “sign-off” of sites that are the subject of progressive assessment, remediation and 
validation, the Auditor is required to advise that: 
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5 June 2023 

 

 
CPBUI JV 
Level 5, 60 Miller Street 
North Sydney NSW 2060  
 

 

Dear  

Re: Interim Audit Advice No. 3: AEC30, 22-26 Lansdowne 

Road, Orchard Hills 
Review of updated Detailed Site Investigation 

1. Introduction and Background  

  (the Site Auditor) of Senversa Pty Ltd (Senversa) has been engaged by CPB Contractors 
Pty Ltd and United Infrastructure Pty Ltd (CPBUI JV) on behalf of Sydney Metro as a NSW Environment 
Protection Authority (EPA) Accredited Contaminated Sites Auditor for the proposed development of the 
Sydney Metro to Western Sydney Airport line. The site is part of the proposed Sydney Metro line and is 
located at 22-26 Lansdowne Road, Orchard Hills (hereafter referred to as ‘the site’). 

The site is currently occupied by small lots potentially used for hobby farms or rural purposes and part of 
a small commercial business. The site is potentially impacted from a possible workshop, minor waste 
storage / on-site disposal and use or storage of hazardous materials. It is understood that the 
development of the site will likely include stripping of the topsoil and placement of soil to raise ground 
level up to approximately 6 m above current levels for the rail lines. Areas alongside the proposed rail 
lines will be used by contractors for staging and maintenance for the Metro and then passive open space. 
Douglas Partners Pty Ltd (Douglas Partners), engaged as the environmental consultant to assess the 
contamination status of the site, produced the following reports, which were forwarded to the Site Auditor 
for review: 

• ‘Sampling and Analysis Quality Plan (SAQP), Surface & Civil Alignment Works (SCAW) Package for 
Sydney Metro – Western Sydney Airport (SMWSA), Area of Environmental Concern (AEC) 30, 22-26 
Lansdowne Road, Orchard Hills’ dated 19 August 2022 by Douglas Partners (DRAFT).  

• ‘Report on Detailed Site Investigation (Contamination), Surface & Civil Alignment Works (SCAW) 
Package for Sydney Metro – Western Sydney Airport (SWMSA) Area of Environmental Concern 
(AEC) 30, 22-26 Lansdowne Road, Orchard Hills’ dated 24 May 2023 by Douglas Partners. 
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The SAQP was previously reviewed, and comments provided by the auditor in interim audit advice (IAA) 
No.1 dated 1 September 2022. A previous version of the DSI was also reviewed and comments provided 
by the auditor in IAA No. 2 dated 11 May 2023. 

This interim audit advice (IAA) details the review of the updated detailed site investigation in relation to 
the contamination status of the site.  

2. Review Comments 

The Site Auditor has undertaken a review of the DSI against the requirements specified in the Guidelines 
for the NSW Site Auditor Scheme (3rd edition) (NSW EPA, 2017) and the Guidelines for Consultants 
Reporting on Contaminated Sites (NSW EPA, 2020).  

The auditor considers that the DSI addresses the comments provided in IAA No.2 and the DSI can be 
finalised. 

3. Close 

We look forward to receiving a response to the comments above and trust this meets your current 
requirements. Should you have any queries or require further information, please do not hesitate to 
contact the undersigned. 

Yours sincerely, 
On behalf of Senversa Pty Ltd 

NSW EPA Accredited Site Auditor (0803) 
 
KR/MP 
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