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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? 
Construction of the proposal would result in some short-term negative 
impacts as a result of visual amenity impacts, traffic disruptions and 
potential noise and air emission impacts. These issues could impact 
negatively on the local community as described in Sections 6.6.3, 6.2.4 and 
6.12.3 of this REF respectively. 
Potential visual amenity impacts during construction would include the 
clearing of vegetation and the placement and movement of construction 
vehicles within the proposal area, reducing the existing rural and vegetated 
amenity of the current Mount Victoria village. Potential traffic impacts during 
construction would include an increase in the volume of heavy vehicles, 
interruption of traffic flows on the current highway and temporary changes in 
speed limit and/or implementation of contra-flow type lane configurations 
resulting in increased travel times for motorists on the highway. Construction 
activities may also temporarily affect access to private properties. 
Construction noise would be generated from plant and vehicles and air 
quality impacts during construction would result from dust, vehicle 
emissions, and odour production. These impacts are likely to occur 
throughout the construction period, which is expected to last for up to 18 
months. 

 
Short term, minor 
negative 

The primary long-term positive impact of the proposal would include 
improved road safety through improved road geometry intersections 
resulting in a positive benefit to the community. 

Long-term, minor 
positive 

b. Any transformation of a locality? 
The construction of the proposal would result in temporary impacts for the 
existing locality, predominantly through negative visual amenity impacts 
associated with the placement and movement of construction plant and 
equipment as well as the removal of existing vegetation. 

 
Short-term, minor, 
negative 
 

In the longer term, the proposal would result in a minor transformation of the 
locality through the creation of a series of new retaining walls. This 
transformation would be very minor as the proposal would continue to follow 
the existing alignment of the Great Western Highway and would be located 
within the same road corridor for a large proportion of the proposal. 

Long-term, minor, 
negative 

c. Any environmental impact on the ecosystems of the locality? 
The construction footprint associated with the proposal would impact on a 
total of 1.33 hectares of native and modified vegetation. Of this, 0.55 
hectares (about 41 per cent) is part of a native vegetation community. 
There is a high likelihood for threatened fauna species to use habitats in the 
construction footprint due to the presence of extensive suitable habitat 
within the locality (but not within the proposal area). Fauna species include 
the Spotted-tailed Quoll (listed vulnerable under the TSC Act and 
endangered under the EPBC Act) and the Noisy Miner (Manorina 
melanocephala).  
About 0.42 hectares of moderate to high condition dry sclerophyll habitat 
would be affected by the proposal. The magnitude of this impact is 
considered to be low due to the modified nature of the habitats present in 
the construction footprint and lack of important habitat features such as 
hollow trees, rocky outcrops and hollow logs. 
The proposal would have some minor negative impacts on flora and fauna 
during operation. These would include the reduction in wildlife connectivity 
as a result of increases to the width of the Great Western Highway, the 

 
 
Long-term, minor, 
negative 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Long-term, minor, 
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Factor Impact 
potential spread of weeds, the risk of vehicles striking fauna crossing the 
alignment and indirect noise impacts on fauna whose habitat is near the 
proposal. 

negative 

d. Any reduction of the aesthetic, recreational, scientific or other 
environmental quality or value of a locality? 

During construction, the proposal would have the potential to result in a 
reduction in the existing aesthetic quality of the Mount Victoria village area. 
This would be due to construction impacts including dust and noise 
generation, visual impacts and increased traffic movements, including 
increased heavy vehicle movements. These impacts would be minimised as 
far as practicable through the implementation of a range of safeguards 
outlined in Section 7.2. 

 
 
Short-term, minor, 
negative 
 

During operation, the proposal would result in a minor reduction to the 
overall aesthetic quality of the Mount Victoria village area due to the removal 
of some existing vegetation (during construction) and the alteration of the 
local landscape through construction of new road features (including 
retaining walls). A range of urban design safeguards to reduce visual 
impacts would be implemented and have been outlined in Section 6.6.4.  
It is considered that the overall amenity of the Mount Victoria village area 
would not be substantially reduced as a result of the operation of the 
proposal. The locality would however be impacted in a minor way due to the 
required clearance of vegetation for proposal. 
No recreational or scientific qualities of the Mount Victoria village area are 
anticipated to be affected during the construction or operation of the 
proposal. 

Long-term, minor, 
negative 

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? 

Thirteen heritage items are located next to or within the proposal and may 
be potentially affected. Construction of the proposal would have the 
potential to impact heritage buildings and a heritage culvert from vibration 
due to the use of plant or machinery. It is anticipated that construction work 
would have the following impact: 
• Soldiers Pinch abandoned road formations:  The impact from the 

proposal is expected to be minimal, as this section of road has been 
impacted by construction and previous upgrades of the Great Western 
Highway. Removal of small parts of the road would not impact on its 
heritage significance.  

• Marthaville and Exeter: The proposal would pass into the property 
boundary of Exeter. There are unlikely to be any archaeological relics in 
front of the property and therefore unlikely to be any impacts as a result 
of the proposal. 

• Ivanhoe: The proposal would widen the highway and require acquisition 
of part of the Ivanhoe property. It is unlikely that there would be 
archaeological remains within the area of widening, and therefore there 
are unlikely to be any impacts as a result of the proposal. 

 
 
 
 
Long-term, minor, 
negative 

In addition, potential indirect visual impacts may occur as a result of the 
construction of the proposal, associated with the installation of safety 
fencing, earthworks and retaining walls within the views from heritage items. 

Short-term, minor, 
negative 
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Factor Impact 

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 about 1.33 hectares of native 
and modified vegetation. Of this, 0.55 hectares (about 41 per cent) is 
remnant vegetation. 
Biodiversity surveys and desktop searches carried out within and outside of 
the study area confirm the presence of the following: 
• Four native vegetation communities, including three fauna habitats. 
• One threatened ecological community (Hanging Swamps). 
• About 20 threatened flora species and one fungi species to potentially 

occur, all of which have a low likelihood of occurring within the study 
area. 

• About 27 threatened fauna species potentially occur within the study 
area, of which four birds and eight mammals have a high likelihood of 
occurring within the study area. 

• About 15 migratory fauna species potentially occur, all of which have a 
low potential for occurring within the study area. 

About 0.42 hectares of moderate to high condition dry sclerophyll habitat 
would be affected. The magnitude of this impact is considered to be low due 
to the modified nature of the habitats present in the construction footprint 
and lack of important habitat features such as hollow trees, rocky outcrops 
and hollow logs. 

 

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 is unlikely to further endanger any species of flora or fauna 
due to the limited extent of vegetation proposed to be removed. The 
potential impact would have a small effect on native vegetation as it only 
involves minor losses to remnant canopy cover, native species composition 
and native seed bank in the topsoil.  

 
 
Long-term, minor, 
negative 

h. Any long-term effects on the environment? 
Minor negative long-term impacts are expected for visual impacts due to the 
minor modification of the surrounding landscape and provision of new visual 
elements, including substantial retaining walls and earthworks. However 
long-term effects on the environment would be to be minimised through the 
implementation of safeguards outlined in Section 6.6.4. 

 
Long-term, minor 
negative 

With regard to long-term noise impacts, it is anticipated that receivers in 
Section 2 near the proposal would experience a minor reduction of noise 
levels up to about 0.5 dB(A) with some receivers experiencing a reduction of 
up to 2 dB(A). Minor increases of up to 0.5 dB(A) are also predicted for 
about nine receivers adjacent to Section 2 of the proposal (increases in 
noise up to 2 dB(A) are not perceptible to the human ear, and therefore do 
not require noise mitigation).. 

Long-term, minor, 
positive 

The proposal would have a long-term minor negative impact on the existing 
environment through the permanent clearance of about 1.33 hectares of 
native and modified vegetation. Some of this area would be replanted, in 
accordance with the landscape strategy. 

Long-term, minor, 
negative 

The proposal would provide major long-term benefits with respect to 
increased safety for road users and road network performance. Key traffic 
and safety features of the proposal include: 

• Improvement of traffic flow through dedicated turning lanes at key 
intersections and other improvements to intersections. 

• Improved horizontal alignment to provide consistent driving conditions. 
• Consistent widened shoulders for on-road cyclists as well as a safe area 

for vehicles at which to temporarily pull over.  

Long-term, major, 
positive 
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Factor Impact 

i. Any degradation of the quality of the environment? 
The proposal would require the removal of vegetation for the shoulder 
widening. Following construction, the site would be rehabilitated as far as 
practicable. This would reduce the risk of long-term degradation to the 
environment. Safeguards would be implemented during construction 
including measures to prevent the spread of noxious weeds. This would 
have the potential to degrade the quality of the environment in the long-
term. 
A number of potential surface water and visual impacts could degrade the 
quality of the environment, particularly during construction. Surface water 
quality could be reduced as a result of pollutants such as sediment, soil 
nutrients, waste, tannin leachate from clearing and mulching, and spilt fuels 
and chemicals entering drainage lines and creeks.  
Landscape and visual amenity would be impacted from new earthworks and 
retaining walls. Revegetation and landscaping of the proposal would occur 
using indigenous species wherever possible. During operation, impacts on 
visual amenity would mainly occur where the magnitude of the proposal is 
the greatest, such as where the six-metre-wide access road and 6 metre 
high retaining wall is proposed at Harley Road.  
Mitigation measures would be implemented to reduce impacts to surface 
water quality and visual amenity. Air quality, noise and traffic impacts would 
result from the construction phase. These impacts would be minimised 
through the implementation of safeguards outlined in Section 7.2. 

 
Short-term, minor, 
negative 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Long-term, minor, 
negative 

j. Any risk to the safety of the environment? 
There is potential for road safety to be decreased during construction due to 
the need for work on the existing highway and existing side roads. Traffic 
management safeguards including the preparation of a Construction Traffic 
Management Plan, would address safety risks (refer to Section 6.9.3). 
Environmental management plans and work health and safety plans would 
be implemented to minimise any safety risks during construction of the 
proposal. 

 
Short-term, minor, 
negative 
 

The proposal would result in an improvement to road safety from the 
construction of a new road alignment and improvement of existing 
intersections along the proposal. This would reduce the potential for road 
crashes. 

Long-term, minor, 
positive 

k. Any reduction in the range of beneficial uses of the environment? 
The proposal would result in traffic impacts during construction which would 
include an increase in the volume of heavy vehicles, interruption of traffic 
flow and temporary change in speed limit. These traffic impacts would 
reduce the beneficial use of the Great Western Highway during construction. 

 
 
Short-term, minor, 
negative 
 

In the long-term, the proposal would be consistent with future uses and 
there would be no reduction in the range of beneficial uses of the 
environment that do not currently exist. 

Nil long-term impacts 
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Factor Impact 

l. Any pollution of the environment? 
The proposal would have the potential to result in some minor, negative 
short-term water pollution risks of impacts resulting from sedimentation, soil 
nutrients, waste, and spilt fuels and chemicals. Management of water quality 
impacts would be carried out in accordance with the safeguards outlined in 
Section 6.5.5. 
Short-term noise and air quality impacts are expected during the 
construction phase of the proposal from plant and machinery and the 
generation of dust during construction. During the more intensive 
earthworks and road preparation phases, a large number of receivers may 
experience noise levels in the ‘highly noise affected’ range. Management of 
noise and air quality impacts would be carried out in accordance with the 
safeguards outlined in Section 6.2.5 and Section 6.12.4 respectively. 
The operation of the proposal is unlikely to substantially alter the air quality 
from the existing conditions. Some minor long-term benefits to air quality 
could occur through reduced vehicle emissions generated by an improved 
road alignment. 

 
Short-term, minor, 
negative 
 

During operation, minor increases of up to 0.5 dB(A) are predicted for nine 
receivers. This increase is below the 2 dB(A) threshold to consider further 
mitigation. In general, most receivers would experience a minor reduction in 
noise levels due to the improved road alignment. Measures implemented for 
operational noise impacts would effectively mitigate long-term negative 
impacts (refer to Section 6.5.2). 

Long-term, minor, 
positive 

m. Any environmental problems associated with the disposal of 
waste? 

Contaminated waste is not anticipated to be generated or uncovered as a 
result of the proposal. Stockpile and compound sites would be managed in a 
way that minimises on-site waste and manages excess materials. 
Waste generated by the proposal would be recycled or reused as much as 
practicable. All materials that cannot be reused or recycled would be 
disposed of appropriately (refer to Section 6.14). 

 
 
Nil impact 

n. Any increased demands on resources (natural or otherwise) that 
are, or are likely to become, in short supply? 

The proposal would require resources such as concrete and asphalt, which 
are common construction materials. The proposal would not create any 
significant demand on these resources.  
All other required resources for the proposal are considered to be readily 
available and have not been identified as being in short supply (refer to 
Section 6.14). 

 
 
Nil impact 

o. Any cumulative environmental effect with other existing or likely 
future activities? 

The proposal forms part of enhanced safety works package between 
Lithgow and Mount Victoria and is part of the wider upgrades for the Great 
Western Highway between Katoomba and Lithgow. The construction 
periods for the Forty Bends, River Lett Hill to Forty Bends, Hartley Valley 
and Mount Victoria Great Western Highway safety upgrade proposals are 
expected to overlap over a period of two years. A number of cumulative 
impacts are expected as a result of simultaneous construction programs and 
would include impacts on traffic, noise, vibration, air quality and biodiversity. 
These are, however, expected to be temporary and would be managed 
through construction work staging and the implementation of project specific 
controls.  

 
 
Short-term, minor, 
negative 
 

In the long term, the cumulative environmental effects would be positive. 
These would include an improvement in the safety of the Great Western 
Highway between Katoomba and Lithgow, improvement in traffic conditions, 
reduction in travel times, an increase in employment levels, visitor numbers 
as well as improved access to employment opportunities and community 
services and facilities. 

Long-term, major, 
positive 
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Factor Impact 

p. Any impact on coastal processes and coastal hazards, including 
those under projected climate change conditions? 

The proposal is not located within a coastal area and would not result in any 
impact on coastal processes and coastal hazards. 

 
 
Nil impact 
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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 Environment. 

Factor Impact 

a. Any impact on a World Heritage property? 

The proposal would not have any impact on a World Heritage property. The closest 
World Heritage property to the proposal is the Greater Blue Mountains World 
Heritage Area, located about three kilometres to the east of the proposal. 

 
 
Nil impact 

b. Any impact on a National Heritage place? 
The proposal would not have any impact on a National Heritage place. The closest 
National Heritage place to the proposal is the Greater Blue Mountains National 
Park, located about 3 kilometres to the east of the proposal. 

 
Nil impact 

c. Any impact on a wetland of international importance? 
The proposal would not have any impact on a wetland of international importance. 
There are no wetlands of international importance within 10 kilometres of the 
proposal area. 

 
Nil impact 

d. Any impact on a listed threatened species or communities? 
The following threatened species are potentially located within or outside of the 
study area: 
• About 20 threatened flora species and one fungi species to potentially occur, 

all of which have a low likelihood of occurring within the study area. 
• About 27 threatened fauna species potentially occur within the study area, of 

which four birds and eight mammals have a high likelihood of occurring within 
the study area. 

Tests of significance conducted for threatened biodiversity that have been 
positively identified or that have a high or moderate likelihood of occurring in the 
study area were carried out for State and Commonwealth legislation. These tests 
found that a significant impact is considered unlikely on any biota listed under the 
TSC Act or the EPBC Act. 
Mitigation measures to manage impacts to these species are summarised in 
Section 6.1.4. 

 
Short-term, 
negative 

e. Any impacts on listed migratory species? 
About 15 migratory fauna species potentially occur within the study locality. All of 
these have a low potential for occurring in the study area. Field investigations 
found no evidence to suggest that an area of important habitat for migratory 
species exists, or that the study area is occupied by an ecologically significant 
proportion of the populations of these migratory species. 

 
Nil impact 

f. Any impact on a Commonwealth marine area? 
The proposal would not have any impact on a Commonwealth marine area. No 
Commonwealth marine areas occur within 10 kilometres of the proposal. 

 
Nil impact 

g. Does the proposal involve a nuclear action (including uranium mining)? 
The proposal does not involve a nuclear action. 

 
Nil impact 

h. Additionally, any impact (direct or indirect) on Commonwealth land? 
The proposal would not impact on Commonwealth land. 

 
Nil impact 

 

 




