Incident in Redfern Social Housing

185. Is the Minister aware of a tragic incident involving a resident who passed away at 55 Walker St
Redfern?

(a) How long was the body left to decompose in the unit?

(b) At what date and time was LAHC first contacted about this incident?

(c) At what date and time was the Ministet’s office first contacted about this incident?
(d) At what date and time was LAHC made aware of the incident?

() At what date and time was the body removed from the apartment?

(f) At what date and time was the apartment completely cleaned?

() How many complaints did LAHC receive regarding this incident?

(h)  How many complaints did the Minister’s office receive regarding this incident?

() Which cleaning setvice was contracted to catry out the cleaning?

1. What PPE or other equipment was provided to cleaners?
Answer:

I am advised:

Questions relating to tenancies should be directed to the Minister for Families and Communities as
the responsible Minister.

186. Could the Minister please provide a copy of the standard operating procedures or LAHC policies
regarding a deceased resident in LAHC housing?
Answer:
I am advised:
Questions relating to tenancies should be directed to the Minister for Families and Communities
as the responsible Minister.

Wickham Warehouse Fire

187. The Government’s Greater Newcastle Metro Plan 2036 suggests moving the Newcastle Ampol
Terminal to a more industrial setting, such as the Maytield port precinct. Will the Annie Street,
Wickham warehouse fire prompt the Government to move the Newcastle Ampol Terminal to
the Mayfield port precinct?

Answer:

I am advised:

Newcastle Council, the Port of Newcastle and the proponent would need to work together to
relocate the Newcastle Ampol Terminal.

Disability Employment
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188. How many employees who identify with having a disability are employed by:
(a) Department of Planning and Environment
(b) Independent Planning Commission
(c) Landcom
(d)  Property NSW
(¢) Natural Resources Commission
Answer:
I am advised:
(2) This information is available in the Annual Report.
(b) This information is available in the Annual Report.
(© This information is available in the Annual Report.
d) Property NSW has been absorbed by other Groups. The total provided for DPE (see (a))
encompasses the intended data.

(e This information is available in the Annual Report.

189. How many senior managers who identify with having a disability are employed by:
(a) Department of Planning and Environment
Independent Planning Commission
EE) Landcom
(d)  Property NSW
(e) Natural Resources Commission
Answer:
I am advised:
(a) This information is available in the Annual Report.
(b) This information is available in the Annual Report.
(c) This information is available in the Annual Report.

(d) Property NSW has been absorbed by other Groups. The total provided for DPE (see (a))
encompasses the intended data.

(e) This information is available in the Annual Report.
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| Questions from the Hon Mark Pearson MLC

Kamay Ferry Wharves

190. Community enquitries post-environmental impact statement (EIS) have repeatedly been met with
letters stating the Submissions process is completed indicating no further input is acceptable.
However, the Design Plan for the wharf; the Marine biodiversity offset strategy; the
Contamination report Sampling and Analysis Plan; and a host of other critical documents were
only made available post-EIS.

(a) How can community or indeed Government experts assess or comment on documents
that have been withheld until after the EIS submissions process has closed?

() Given both the New South Wales Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) and the NSW
Department of Primary Industries commented they were unable to assess the project as
appropriate documents had not been provided, does the Minister think that this is an
appropriate assessment process?

Answer:
I am advised:

(2) The proponent is required to respond to submissions received during the exhibition

period in a Response to Submissions. The Response to Submissions was made publicly
available on 22 October 2021.

The Department has received and has considered further feedback made on the Response to
Submissions by the community and other stakeholders in consultation with government
experts.

(b) The proponent was required to address agency comments and provide additional

information through the Response to Submissions and through the Department’s assessment
of this information.

The Department has engaged further with both the EPA and DPI in its consideration of the
Response to Submissions and in the preparation of the Assessment Report.

191. The EPA in their submission has stated that Secretary’s Environmental Assessment
Requirements (SEARs) have not been met “as the nature and extent of contamination have not
been fully assessed”. They state that a Detailed Site Investigation, involving more testing,
is required in order to assess impacts. In view of this advice will the Minister be putting the
project on hold until this new investigation is completed so as to meet the contamination
assessment requirements of SEARs?

Answer:

I am advised:

Further information on contamination impacts was provided as part of the Response to
Submissions. The Department’s Assessment Report will address these issues and will be
prepared with the advice of and in consultation with the EPA.
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192, The EPA also state that other critically important SEARs with regard to contamination has not
been met “to identify mitigation and management measures to safeguard the environment and
people during construction and operation”. Would the Minister therefore agree with the EPA
that this contamination reportis inadequate and it is imperative that contamination is properly
assessed and measures put in place to ensure the public are appropriately protected and to ensure
SEARs are met before the determination?

Answer:

I am advised:

The Department, with the advice of and in consultation with the EPA, will consider the
information provided throughout the assessment process to determine whether contamination

matters have been adequately assessed as part of the Assessment Report.

193. A former EPA accredited site auditor, now retired, Dr Bill Ryall, has reviewed the Marine part of
the Contamination report and has stated that “the few sampling locations and few sediment
samples analysed for chemicals of potential concern were grossly inadequate to characterise the
environmental condition of sediments across the Sites”. Does the Minister think this is
concerning that an independent site auditor also finds the TEINSW contamination report
inadequate?

Answer:

I am advised:

Dr Bill Ryall’s comments are acknowledged. The Department will continue its assessment of
contamination issues with the advice of and in consultation with the EPA.

194. The proposed wharf is in an area recognized by the EPA as a potentially contaminated Per- and
Polyfluoroalkyl Substances (PFAS) site yet only one marine location was sampled for PFAS at La
Perouse and samples taken were at inappropriately deep depths where PFAS is unlikely to be
found. Do these repeated deficiencies in the contamination report raise a red flag for the Minister
and suggest that an independent assessor needs to be appointed, as originally suggested by the
EPA, prior to an assessment determination to check this flawed report?

Answer:

I am advised:

The Department, with the advice of and in consultation with the EPA, will consider these matters in
the Assessment Report.

195. Can the Minister clarify why the biodiversity study area around the proposed Kurnell wharf was
600m whereas the study area to the South West of the proposed La Perouse wharf was only
200m when 220m away is the rich biodiverse area around Bare Island, the best shore dive in
Sydney where the Endangered cauliflower soft coral can be found?

Answer:

I am advised:

The Department has considered the marine biodiversity assessment in consultation with both
the Environment, Energy and Science Group and DPI Fisheries. Study areas reflect expected
areas of impact.
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196, The Treasure, Minister Stokes when he was Planning Minister has previously expressed his
opinion that Yarra Bay is not a good place for a Cruise Terminal. In view of the number of major

hazard facilities in the vicinity; plus the impacts on the port in terms of road traffic congestion;
and in terms of impacting on container ships arriving; plus of course the height concerns due to
the proximity to the end of the 3rd runway; do you agree with Minister Stokes that it is not a
good place fora Cruise terminal, or are you in support of the Yarra Bay site?

Answer:

I am advised:
The Department has not received an application for a passenger cruise terminal at Yarra Bay.
Any questions should be referred to Transport for NSW and the Port Authority of NSW.

Planning, Homse.
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