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Clause 228(2) Checklist 

In addition to the requirements of the Is an EIS required? guideline as detailed in the 
REF, the following factors, listed in clause 228(2) of the Environmental Planning and 
Assessment Regulation 2000, have also been considered to assess the likely 
impacts of the proposal on the natural and built environment. 
 

Factor Impact 

a. Any environmental impact on a community? 
The proposal would have construction impacts through 
generation of noise, potential traffic impacts and potential 
reduction in air quality. These would be managed through 
safeguards listed in Section 7. 
 
The proposal would improve HML vehicle access along the 
Snowy Mountains Highway, assist in improving road freight 
efficiency in NSW, and improve road safety in the proposal 
site during operation.  

 
Minor negative – 
short term  
 
 
 
Positive – long 
term 
 

b. Any transformation of a locality? 
The works would result in changes to the locality through 
provision of a second bridge over the Bemboka River, a wider 
road and road cutting on the western approach, vegetation 
removal and improved cyclist provisions and intersections with 
local roads. Changes to property access are also included in 
the new road design. A number of mitigation measures have 
been provided to minimise any negative impacts (Section 7). 
 

 
Positive – long 
term  
and 
Negative – long 
term 
 

c. Any environmental impact on the ecosystems of 
the locality? 
The proposal would require the removal of up to 
approximately 2.45 hectares of vegetation, including up to 
approximately 1.7 hectares EECs. Measures would be 
implemented to minimise vegetation removal and rehabilitate 
the proposal area following completion of works.  
 
Construction of a new bridge adjacent to the existing bridge 
has potential to affect instream sedimentation and hydrology, 
however bridge design has been undertaken to minimise such 
impacts. Modelling has found hydraulic impacts are likely to 
be negligible. 
 

 
 
Minor negative – 
long term 

d. Any reduction of the aesthetic, recreational, 
scientific or other environmental quality or value of a 
locality? 
There would be a minor reduction in the aesthetic quality of 
the locality due to the removal of vegetation, increase in road 
width and changes to intersections and property boundaries. 
Mitigation measures would be implemented to reduce visual 
impacts, including screening planting and fully vegetating spill 
basins.  Vegetation would be retained where possible. 
 

 
 
 
Minor negative – 
long term 
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Factor Impact 

e. Any effect on a locality, place or building having 
aesthetic, anthropological, archaeological, architectural, 
cultural, historical, scientific or social significance or 
other special value for present or future generations? 
The proposal would impact on the existing bridge over the 
Bemboka River, which is listed on the Roads and Maritime 
Section 170 Heritage and conservation register and has been 
assessed as having State significance. It is also listed on the 
Bega Valley Heritage Schedule A Statement of Heritage 
Impact was prepared, which found that the overall impact on 
heritage significance is minor and that any significant heritage 
impact is unlikely. Archival recording is recommended. 
An Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Report prepared by NSW 
Archaeology concluded that there are no known Aboriginal 
archaeological constraints to the proposal.  

 
 
 
 
Minor - negative –
long term 

f. Any impact on the habitat of protected fauna 
(within the meaning of the National Parks and Wildlife Act 
1974)? 
The proposal would require the removal of aquatic and 
terrestrial habitat which provide for various threatened 
species.  Vegetation removal may further fragment an already 
fragmented landscape. Biodiversity safeguards recommended 
in Sections 6.3.4 and 7 would minimise impacts.  
 

 
 
 
Negative – long 
term 

g. Any endangering of any species of animal, plant or 
other form of life, whether living on land, in water or in the 
air? 
The proposal would remove habitat for a number of species. 
Assessments of Significance have been undertaken for 2 
EECs listed under the TSC Act. Habitat evaluation determined 
no threatened flora, fauna or populations were likely to be 
adversely impacted by the proposal. It has been determined 
that significant impacts are unlikely to result from the proposal. 
Mitigation measures have been proposed in Sections 6.3.4 
and 7 to avoid or minimise impacts.  
 

 
 
 
Negative – long 
term 

h. Any long-term effects on the environment? 
The proposed widening of the bridge over the Bemboka River 
would widen traffic lanes and road shoulders, improve 
intersections with local roads and would improve traffic 
conditions and road user safety.  
 
It would require the removal of 2.45 hectares of vegetation, 
including up to approximately 1.7 hectares of vegetation 
belonging to EECs. 
 
Minor visual impacts would result, with most receivers having 
fleeting or otherwise obscured views.  
 

 
Positive  - long 
term 
 
 
 
Negative - long 
term 
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Factor Impact 

i. Any degradation of the quality of the environment? 
Proposal has the potential to degrade the quality of the 
environment through accident spills and erosion and 
sedimentation during construction. The construction site would 
be rehabilitated as work progresses to minimise impacts.  
 

 
Negative – short 
term 

j. Any risk to the safety of the environment? 
The proposal would provide wider traffic lanes and road 
shoulders in the proposal site, would provide cycle facilities on 
the bridges over the Bemboka River, and would improve sight 
distances at intersections of the highway and local roads. 
These improvements would improve road user safety at the 
proposal site. 
 
The proposal is likely to temporarily reduce safety along the 
road during construction due to construction activities. This 
would be managed through appropriate signage and a traffic 
management plan.  
 

 
Positive – long 
term 
 
 
 
 
 
Negative – short 
term 

k. Any reduction in the range of beneficial uses of the 
environment? 
The proposal would improve HML vehicle access along the 
Snowy Mountains Highway, and would improve traffic 
conditions for motorists and cyclists at the proposal site. 
 

 
 
Positive – long 
term  

l. Any pollution of the environment? 
There is potential for accident spills of chemicals (e.g. fuels, 
lubricants, hydrodemolition and concrete slurries) during the 
construction phase, which could impact surrounding land and 
waterways (e.g. Bemboka River). Safeguards to minimise this 
risk of this occurring include a spill management plan, a full 
containment system for hydrodemolition works. 
 
Localised reduction in air quality and noise amenity is likely 
during construction, however safeguards including dust 
suppression and scheduling of noise generating activities are 
available to minimise air and noise pollution. Works would 
occur within the standard construction hours. 
 
Provision of accident spill basins and formalised bridge and 
road drainage would reduce the potential for pollution from 
spills and erosion and sedimentation during operation.  
 

 
Negative – short-
term  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Positive, long-term  

m. Any environmental problems associated with the 
disposal of waste? 
Waste would be managed in accordance with the Waste 
Avoidance and Resource Recovery Act 200 and recycled 
where possible. The largest waste stream would be excess 
cut material, which would be removed from site and used in 
other road works where possible. It is not anticipated that 
there would be issues encountered with disposal of waste.  
 

 
 
Nil 
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Factor Impact 

n. Any increased demands on resources (natural or 
otherwise) that are, or are likely to become, in short 
supply? 
Resources required are readily available. It is unlikely for them 
to become in short supply. 
 

Short term during 
construction 

o. Any cumulative environmental effect with other 
existing or likely future activities? 
Cumulative impacts would primarily be positive, including an 
improved HML vehicle network and freight efficiency in NSW, 
and safer travelling conditions for motorists and cyclists.  
 
Possible negative cumulative impacts would relate to local 
amenity impacts, such as noise, air quality and traffic impacts 
during construction only. These cumulative impacts would be 
best minimised through implementation of individual impact 
area safeguards in the REF. 
  

 
 
Positive – long 
term – statewide 
 
 
Negative – short-
term – localised. 

p. Any impact on coastal processes and coastal 
hazards, including those under projected climate change 
conditions? 
Proposed works are not located within the coastal zone and 
would therefore not impact coastal processes or coastal 
hazards. Climate change related impacts have been assessed 
in Section 6.13. 
 

Nil 
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Matters of National Environmental Significance 

Under the environmental assessment provisions of the Environment Protection and 
Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999, the following matters of national environmental 
significance and impacts on Commonwealth land are required to be considered to 
assist in determining whether the proposal should be referred to the Australian 
Government Department of Sustainability, Environment, Water, Population and 
Communities. 
 

Factor Impact 

a. Any impact on a World Heritage property? 
There are no World Heritage properties in the area. The proposal 
would not impact on a World Heritage property.  
 

N/A 

b. Any impact on a National Heritage place? 
There are no National Heritage properties in the area. The proposal 
would not impact on a National Heritage place.  
 

Nil 

c. Any impact on a wetland of international importance? 
There are no wetlands of international importance in the area. The 
proposal would not impact on a wetland of international importance.  
 

Nil 

d. Any impact on a listed threatened species or 
communities? 
The proposal would remove habitat for a number of species.  
An Assessment of Significance was undertaken for one species 
listed as threatened under the EPBC Act; Australian Grayling. The 
assessment has identified that there could be potential impacts to 
individuals of this species as a result of localised water quality 
impacts during the construction period. Such impacts however 
would be localised and minor and is not likely to significantly affect 
the threatened fauna species considered likely to occur in the 
subject site, either directly or indirectly.  
 

Minor – short 
term  

e. Any impacts on listed migratory species? 
There are 14 migratory species that have potential to occur within 
10 kilometres of the study area. None would be impacted by the 
proposal, given the small area of potential habitat affected and its 
degraded state.  
 

Nil 

d. Any impact on a Commonwealth marine area? 
There are no Commonwealth marine areas in the area. The 
proposal would not impact on a Commonwealth marine area.  
 

Nil 

g. Does the proposal involve a nuclear action (including 
uranium mining)? 
No. 
 

Nil 
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Factor Impact 

Additionally, any impact (direct or indirect) on Commonwealth 
land? 
There are no Commonwealth lands in the area. The proposal would 
not impact (either directly or indirectly) on Commonwealth land.  
 

Nil 
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