
Planning & 
Infrastructure 

Ms Lesley Bull 
JBA Planning 
77 Berry Street 
North Sydney NSW 2060 

Dear Ms Bull, 

Contact: Thomas Mithen 
Phone: (02) 9228 6415 
Fax: (02) 9228 6448 
Email: thomas.rnithen@planning.nsw.gov.au 

Our ref: SSD 5752-2012 

Subject: Director-General's Requirements for the Sydney International Convention, 
Exhibition and Entertainment Precinct 

I refer to your letter seeking confirmation of the Director-General's Requirements (DGRs) for the 
Sydney International Convention, Exhibition and Entertainment Precinct (SICEEP). 

I note that Destination Sydney has been selected as the preferred proponent to deliver the SICEEP 
project and further detail in relation to the nature and scope of the Preferred Master Plan has been 
provided to the Department. The DGRs have been reformulated to incorporate additional 
requirements provided by relevant government authorities in response to further project detail 
provided with the Preferred Master Plan and the request to submit individual SSDAs for the certain 
and known elements of the project. 

Please note that under Clause 3(5) of Schedule 2 of the Environmental Planning and Assessment 
Regulation 2000, the Director-General may alter these requirements at any time. If you do not 
lodge a DA and EIS for the development within 2 years, the DGRs will expire. 

Prior to exhibiting the EIS that you submit for the development, the Department will review the 
document to determine if it addresses the requirements in Schedule 2 of the Environmental 
Planning and Assessment Regulation 2000. The Department may consult with other relevant 
government authorities in making this decision. Please provide one hard copy and one electronic 
copy of the EIS to assist this review. 

If the Department considers that the EIS does not address the requirements in Schedule 2 of the 
Environmental Planning and Assessment Regulation 2000, the Director-General may reject your 
DA within 14 days of lodgement. If the Department is satisfied that the requirements have been 
addressed, the EIS will be made publicly available for at least 30 days. 

If your development is likely to have a significant impact on matters of National Environmental 
Significance, it will require an approval under the Commonwealth Environment Protection and 
Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 (EPBC Act). This approval would be in addition to any 
approvals required under NSW legislation and it is your responsibility to contact the Department of 
Sustainability, Environment, Water, Population and Communities to determine if an approval under 
the EPBC Act is required for your development (http://www.environment.gov.au or 62741111). 

Your contact officer for this proposal, Thomas Mithen, can be contacted on 9228 6415 or via email 
at thomas.mithen@planning.nsw.gov.au. Please mark all correspondence regarding the proposal 
to the attention of the contact officer. 

Yours sincerely 

Kar n Jon '211:3/1'3 
9irector, etropolitan & Regional Projects South 

Department of Planning & Infrastructure 23-33 Bridge St Sydney NSW 2000 GPO Box 39 Sydney NSW 
2001 Phone 02 9228 6111 Fax 02 9228 6455 Website planning.nsw.gov.au 



,------,---------------------_ .. _-----
Application 
number 

SSD 5752-2012 

1------+---------------------_ .. _-------
Project Sydney International Convention, Exhibition and Entertainment Precinct 

Location Precinct The Sydney International Convention, Exhibition and Entertainment 
described in Attachment B of JBA Planning's request for DGRs. 

1-------+ .-.. ------------------
Applicant Destination Sydney 
1------+---_._-_._ ... _ ..... _._--_ .. _-_.------------------.-
Date issued 26 March 2013 
1------+-----------------_._-----_ .... _----
General The Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) must meet the minimum form and 
Requirements content requirements in clauses 6 and 7 of Schedule 2 the Environmental 

Planning and Assessment Regulation 2000. 
_ ..•. _-_ .. _ .••. _ .. _ .. _ •.. __ . __ ._._ ..• __ ... -----_._-_ •• ---_._. 

Key General requirements as relevant to the scope of works for each individual 
Assessment SSDA 
Requirements 

1. Environmental Planning Instruments (EPls) 
Address the relevant statutory provisions applying to the site contained in al 
relevant EPls, including: 
• EP& A Act 1979; 
• State Environmental Planning Policy - (State & Regional Development) 2011' 
• State Environmental Planning Policy - Infrastructure 2007; 
• State Environmental Planning Policy (Building Sustainability Index: Basix 

2004; 
• State Environmental Planning Policy No. 65 - Design Quality of Residentia 

Flat Development; 
• State Environmental Planning Policy No. 55 - Remediation of Land; 
• Draft State Environmental Planning Policy - (Competition) 2010; 
• Sydney Regional Environmental Plan (Sydney Harbour Catchment) 2005 

and 
• Darling Harbour Development Plan No 1. 

Permissibility 
Detail the nature and extent of any prohibitions that apply to the development. 

Development Standards 
Identify the development standards applying to the site. Justify any development 
standards not being met. 

Contamination 
Demonstrate that the site can be made suitable for the proposed use in 
accordance with SEPP 55. 

Relevant Policies and Guidelines: 
• Managing Land Contamination: Planning Guidelines - SEPP 55 Remediation 

of Land (DUAP) 

2. Policies and Guidelines 
Address the relevant planning provisions, goals and strategic planning objectives 
in the following: 
• NSW 2021 
• Metropolitan Plan for Sydney 2036; 
• NSW Long Term Transport Master Plan; 

-_._._.- -_._. __ .-_._._. __ ... _ ...... _ ..... _-_ ... _--_ ... _. __ ._---------_. __ ._----_.-



• The Sydney City Draft Sub-Regional Strategy; 
• Sustainable Sydney 2030; 
• Infrastructure NSW SICEEP Urban Design and Public Realm Guidelines; 
• City of Sydney Chinatown Public Domain Plan; 
o Development Near Rail Corridors and Busy Roads-Interim Guideline; 
• Planning Guidelines for Walking and Cycling; 
o NSW Bike Plan 2010; 
o Integrating Land Use and Transport Policy Package; 
• Cycle Strategy and Action Plan 2007-2017; 
• Healthy Urban Development Checklist; 
• Waste Classification Guidelines (DECC 2008); 
• Heritage Council Guidelines Assessing the Significance of Archaeological 

Sites and Relics; and 
• Crime Prevention Through Environmental Design Principles. 

3. Built Form and Design Excellence 
• Address the height, bulk and scale of the proposed development within the 

context of the locality; 
• Address visual impact when viewed from the public domain and key vantage 

points surrounding the site. 
o Address design quality, with specific consideration of the overall site layout, 

siting and design, axis, vistas and connectivity, street activation, open spaces 
and edges, fagades, massing, setbacks and building articulation; 

o Outline the strategy to ensure design excellence is achieved for the 
development which should include documentary evidence that the 
independent Design Review Panel appointed by Infrastructure NSW to 
oversee the design of the SICEEP project has reviewed the detailed design 
and their recommendations have been addressed; and 

• Address the Urban Design and Public Realm Guidelines, prepared by 
Infrastructure NSW for the SICEEP; 

4. Public Domain and Urban Design 
• Address all aspects of the public domain such as open spaces within the 

precinct and footpath, road paving, cycleways, tree planting, footway dining, 
public art and lighting; 

• Identify and analyse key pedestrian desire lines to the surrounding area and 
critical links to the Central Business District; 

• Address Water Sensitive Urban Design opportunities within the public 
domain and landscaping; 

• Address the CPTED for the design of the public domain; 
• Demonstrate the pedestrian circulation, accessibility and connections on site 

and to surrounding streets and lanes in a schematic form; 
• Identify important sight lines and visual connectivity to and through the site; 

and 
• Address the Urban Design and Public Realm Guidelines, prepared by 

Infrastructure NSW for the SICEEP. 

5. Ecologically Sustainable Development (ESD) 
o Detail how ESD principles (as defined in clause 7(4) of Schedule 2 of the 

Environmental Planning and Assessment Regulation 2000) will be 
incorporated in the design, construction and ongoing operation phases of the 
development; 

• Address the potential for sustainable technologies and/or renewable energy; 
and 

• Provide an integrated Water Management Plan including alternative water 
supply, proposed end uses of potable and non-potable water, water sensitive 

._ ....... __ ._ •• _ •• _____ •••• u •••••• ................ ~ ............. '" ......... _ ••• ~._.,._ •••••••••••• _,._ .•• _~, ... _~ ... . 



urban design and water conservation measures. 

6. Amenity 
• Address solar access, acoustic impacts, visual privacy, view loss, wind 

impacts, reflectivity and overshadowing impacts to the surrounding area. A 
high level of environmental amenity must be demonstrated. 

7. Noise and Vibration 
• Identify the main noise and vibration generating sources and activities at all 

stages of construction (including demolition), and any noise sources during 
operation. Outline measures to minimise and mitigate the potential noise 
impacts to the surrounding area. 

Relevant Policies and Guidelines: 
• NSW Industrial Noise Policy (EPA, 2000) 
• Interim Construction Noise Guideline (DECC, 2009) 
• Assessing Vibration: A Technical Guideline (DEC, 2006) 
• Environmental Criteria for Road Traffic noise (EPA, 1999) 

8. Transport and Accessibility (Construction and Operation) 
• Address the impact of traffic and pedestrian volumes on the surrounding road 

network including intersections using appropriate traffic modelling analysis 
based on the worst case cumulative traffic impacts including a sensitivity 
analysis; 

• Provide details of any upgrading or road improvement works required to 
accommodate the proposed development; 

• Address any impacts on the Light Rail corridor and western distributor 
viaducts; 

• Justify the level of car parking provided on the site; 
• Provide details of measures to encourage sustainable transport measures, 

including end of trip cyclist facilities, pedestrian and cycle connections and 
travel plans; 

• Address the impacts from construction traffic to the surrounding area and 
include the cumulative impact of construction activities from other sites in the 
locality; 

• Provide details of the parking provision and arrangements during the 
demolition/construction period; 

• Provide details of the pedestrian and cyclist connections to the surrounding 
area including west to Ultimo and east to the Central Business District; and 

• Address road safety at key intersections and locations subject to heavy 
vehicle movements and high pedestrian activity. 

Relevant Policies and Guidelines: 
• Guide to Traffic Generating Developments (RTA); 
• Planning Guidelines for Walking and Cycling; 
• NSW2021; 
• Sydney's Ught Rail Future; 
• Austroads Guide to Traffic Management Part 12: Traffic Impacts of 

Development; and 
• City of Sydney Chinatown Public Domain Plan 

9. Drainage, Flooding, Climate Change and Sea Level Rise 
• Provide a drainage concept for the site incorporating water sensitive urban 

design; and 
• Address the likely groundwater, flooding and sea level rise risks on the site 

and measures to ameliorate any impacts. 
----~~---------------



10. Heritage 
• Address the impacts of the proposal on heritage significance of the site and 

adjacent area including any built and landscape heritage items including 
places, items or relics of significance to Aboriginal people; and 

• Address opportunities for heritage interpretation within the public domain. 

11. Utilities 
• In consultation with relevant agencies, the existing capacity and any 

augmentation requirements of the development for the provision of utilities 
including staging of infrastructure shall be addressed; and 

• Details of how infrastructure assets of various utility stakeholders will be 
protected during the demolition and construction phase of the project. 

12.Staging 
• Details regarding the staging of the proposed development including timing of 

public domain works and opportunities for interim land uses on sites awaiting 
redevelopment; and 

13. Contributions 
• Address the provision of public benefit, services, infrastructure and any 

relevant contributions requirements. 

14. Water Quality 
• Address water quality impacts during construction including details of the 

source, volume, frequency and on-going monitoring methods; and 
• Provide mitigation and management measures to minimise soil and 

stormwater impacts to the surrounding area. 

Relevant Guidelines: 
• Managing Urban Storm water: soils and construction, vol 1 (Landcom 2004) 
• Australian and New Zealand Guidelines for Fresh and Marine Water Quality 

(ANZECC 2000) 

15. Air Quality 
• Address air quality issues in relation to the Cross City Tunnel ventilation 

stack. 

16. Construction Impacts 
• Address potential impacts to the surrounding area from noise and vibration, 

air quality and odour impacts, water quality and construction waste 
management during demolition and construction; 

• Address traffic management during construction including cumulative impact 
from surrounding development sites and details of vehicle routes, numbers 
of trucks, hours of operation, access arrangements, traffic control measures, 
crane locations and swing path of cranes; and 

• Address community notification and complaints handling, impacts of 
construction on adjoining development and the public domain. 



Specific requirements for individual SSDAs (In addition to the General 
Requirements) 

SSDA 1 - Convention, exhibition and entertainment centre and associated 
public domain 

1. Built Form and Design Excellence 
• Demonstrate that the detailed design of the buildings addresses the 

requirements of the adopted design excellence strategy as required by 
general DGR 3. 

2. Public Domain and Urban Design 
• Address the cumulative breakoutlforecourt needs in terms of spatial and 

practical requirements for gathering; 
• Address the potential impacts of the IMAX redevelopment on accessibility 

and functionality of the adjoining public domain and parkland; and 
• Address opportunities for heritage interpretation within the public domain. 

3. Transport and Accessibility 
• Assess the traffic impacts on the surrounding area during peak operating 

events; 
• Details of vehicular access including VIP and other pick up/drop off entries 

and servicing requirements including management during event bump 
in/bump out periods; 

• Address the impacts on public transport from both non-event and event uses 
including pedestrian access during major events and identify major 
pedestrian movements to and from the site; 

• Identify the provision for taxis, coaches and buses accessing the site; 
• Address the impacts to existing bus operators and coach/bus access under 

the Pier Street viaduct and along Darling Drive; 
• Address the management of heavy vehicles for loading/unloading during 

major events including truck access and management for back of house 
operations for event setup; 

• Investigate opportunities for additional bus layover/parking off Darling Drive 
during major events; and 

• Address safety and security during major events including crowd 
management and access for emergency vehicles. 

4. Water Quality 
• Provide any details of air heating/cooling systems which intake and discharge 

water from Sydney Harbour/Cockle Bay and undertake modelling to 
determine the environmental impacts to the receiving water body. 

Relevant Guide/ine: 
• Australian and New Zealand Guidelines for Fresh and Marine Water Quality 

(ANZECC 2000) 

SSD 2 - Southern Haymarket precinct (Concept) 

1. Built Form and Design Excellence 
• Provide details as to how a diversified architectural expression will be 

achieved for the design of multiple buildings in the Haymarket precinct; 
• Demonstrate compliance with the relevant requirements under State 

Environmental Planning Policy No. 65 - Design Quality of Residential Flat 
Development; and 

• Provide details of the indicative quantum floorspace and mix of land uses. 



2. Public Domain and Urban Design 
• Address the fine grain of permeability of laneways and arcades having regard 

to the relationship and connectivity to the Chinatown district. 

3. Housing Diversity 
• Consider a variety of housing options for a broad range of residents including 

affordable housing. 

4. Social and Cultural Issues 
• Identify opportunities for the provision of social facilities and services such as 

library, community meeting rooms and child care; and 
• Provide details of how the character of Chinatown can be reflected within the 

Haymarket precinct. 

SSD 3 - Student accommodation in the Haymarket precinct 

1. Built Form and Urban Design 
• Demonstrate that the detailed design of the building addresses the 

requirements of the adopted design excellence strategy as required by 
general DGR 3. 

2. Transport and Accessibility 
• Address the seasonal logistical requirements of students moving in and out of 

buildings and the impact on the broader road/transport network. 

3. Concept Plan 
• Demonstrate consistency with the Concept Plan for the Haymarket precinct in 

SSD2. 

SSD 4 - Public car park/commercial office building in the Haymarket 
precinct 

1. Built Form and Urban Design 
• Demonstrate that the detailed design of the building addresses the 

requirements of the adopted design excellence strategy as required by 
general DGR 3; and 

• Address the relationship between the public car park and commercial uses. 

2. Concept Plan 
• Demonstrate consistency with the Concept Plan for the Haymarket precinct in 

SSD2. 

SSD 5 - South-west mixed use development in the Haymarket precinct 

1. Built Form and Urban Design 
• Demonstrate that the detailed design of the building addresses the 

requirements of the adopted design excellence strategy as required by 
general DGR 3; and 

• Demonstrate compliance with State Environmental Planning Policy No. 65 -
Design Quality of Residential Flat Development. 

2. Concept Plan 
• Demonstrate consistency with the Concept Plan for the Haymarket precinct in 

SSD2. 



SSD 6 - Hotel 

1. Built Form and Urban Design 
• Demonstrate that the detailed design of the hotel addresses the 

requirements of the adopted design excellence strategy as required by 
general DGR 3. 

2. Transport and Accessibility 
• Identify the provision for coaches and buses accessing the site. 

1-------11-----------------.------.. 
Plans and 
Documents 

The EIS must include all relevant plans, diagrams and relevant documentation 
required under Schedule 1 of the Environmental Planning and Assessment 
Regulation 2000. Provide these as part of the EIS rather than as separate 
documents. 

In addition, the EIS must include the deliverables as outlined in the table at 
Attachment 1 

Consultation During the preparation of the EIS, you must consult with the relevant local, State 
or Commonwealth Government authorities, service providers, community groups 
and affected landowners. Undertake an appropriate and justified level of 
consultation in accordance with the Department's Major Project Community 
Consultation Guidelines (October 2007) 

In particular you must consult with: 
• City of Sydney Council; 
• Transport for NSW; 
• Roads and Maritime Services; 
• Railcorp; 
• Utility service providers; 
• Office of Environment and Heritage; 
• Environment Protection Authority; and 
• The local community including business groups, education providers and 

neighbouring residents. 

A copy of the letters received from the government agencies with DGR input are 
provided at Attachment 2 for your information. 

The EIS must describe the consultation process and the issues raised, and 
identify where the design of the development responds to these issues. Where 
issues are not addressed with a design response a short explanation should be 
provided. 

I-------+-----------~----.... -~-.. -.--.--.-.. --... 
Further 
consultation 
after 2 years 

If you do not lodge an EIS for the development within 2 years of the issue date of 
these DGRs, you must consult with the Director General in relation to the 
requirements for lodgement. 

.•. --.•. ---~--'-----------------.-.-.~ ... -.-.. ---.---



Attachment 1 - Deliverables Table 



SSDA 1 SSDA2 SSDAI SSDA4 SSDN) SSDAG 

Conventl(ln . Suuthf~rn StLld{~ nt Public Cdr South-'Nf:S! Hote l 
f:xhlfJltlon H,lymi lrket , ICUlmm In [Jdrk icommer mlxf:c! u~r~ 

(mel PWClnct thn Cli-II offir.e develorJmcnl 

Deliverable 
entertain ( Concnpt) Hilymdrkf:1 bulldlnCj In In the 
centre ;: lnd precinc t th', I--l<-lymdrkul 
assoc la\mj Haymarket Precinct 
publ ic precinct 
domain 

EIS ,( ,( ,( ,( ,( ,( 

Section with in EIS addressing ,( ,( ,( ,( ,( ,( 

compliance with relevant EPls /policies 
and guidelines 

,( 

,( 

Report ,( ,( ,( ,( ,( ,( 

Site wide Design ,( ,( ,( 

Development specific Design Report ,( ,( ,( ,( ,( ,( 

Design Verification / SEPP 65 ,( ,( ,( 

Statement 

Architectural ,( ,( 

Photomontages ,( ,( ,( ,( ,( ,( 

Site wide Public Domain Plan ,( ,( ,( 

/Landscape Concept 

Detailed Public Domain/Landscape ,( ,( ,( ,( ,( 

Plans 
,( 

,( ,( ,( ,( ,( 

Site wide Sustainabil ity Report ,( ,( ,( 

Development specific ESD Report ,( ,( ,( ,( ,( 

Site wide Shadow Diagrams prepared ,( ,( ,( 

for equinox and winter solstice 

Development specific Shadow ,( ,( ,( 

s 

Site wide View and Visual Impact ,( ,( ,( 

Development specific ,( ,( ,( 

Overlooki 

Site wide Wind Report ,( ,( ,( 

nd Report ,( ,( ,( ,( ,( 

Development specific Noise and ,( ,( ,( ,( ,( ,( 

Vibration report 

Site wide Transport and Traffic Impact ,( ,( ,( 

Assessment (includ ing TMAP and 
Road Safety Assessment) 
Development specific Transport and ,( 

, Design Report to address aspects such as: 
Site sLitatliity 
Considefalion of aterfl<lti l'e sites 
COl1llatitlility 01 deYelopment 
Strategy for a::hieving design excellence 
Design quality 
Pedestrian ci'culaoon, accessibility and connections 



SSDA 1 SSDA2 SSDA3 SSDA4 SSDA5 SSDA6 
Convention, Southern Student Publ ic car South-west Hotel 
exhibition Haymarket accomm . in park/cammer mixed use 
and Precinct the cial office development 

Detiverable entertain. (Concept) Haymarket building in in the 
centre and precinct the Haymarket 
associated Haymarket Precinct 
public precinct 
domain .. -----• • . .. ---•• • Concept Plan .. • a • ; -/ -/ -/ 

• • • 
Drainage Plans -/ -/ -/ -/ -/ -/ 

Site wide Groundwater, Flooding and -/ -/ -/ -/ -/ -/ 

Sea Level Rise Report 

Heritage Impact Assessment -/ -/ -/ 

-/ -/ -/ -/ -/ -/ 

Site Wide Utili -/ -/ -/ 

Development specific Utilities Report -/ -/ -/ -/ -/ -/ 

and Plans 

Staging Plans -/ -/ -/ 

Section within EIS -/ -/ -/ -/ -/ -/ 

Estimated cost of development -/ -/ -/ -/ -/ -/ 

Landowners consent -/ -/ -/ -/ -/ -/ 

Site -/ -/ -/ -/ -/ -/ 

BASIX 

Development specific Geotechnical -/ -/ 

Assessment 

Statement specifying maximum -/ 

number of persons to occupy 
entertainment venues/function centres. 

Accessibility Statement -/ -/ -/ -/ -/ -/ 

Statement -/ -/ -/ -/ -/ 

-/ -/ -/ 

Construction -/ 

Waste Management Plan -/ -/ -/ -/ 

Sample boards/schedules -/ -/ -/ -/ -/ 

Plan of Management/Security -/ 

Management Plan 

Subdivision Plans -/ -/ -/ 

Excavation Plan -/ -/ -/ -/ 

Community and Stakeholder -/ -/ -/ -/ -/ 

Consultation Report outlining the 
consultation process, issues raised 
and how have been addressed. 



Attachment 2 - Letters from Government agencies 



TOW~.~.~li.~~~se 
456 Kant Stroot 
Sydney N$W 2000 

TCJepllof)e '1"61 2 82(:lb H~n) 
Fi1x 1,61 ? 9?(35 ~};>:>? 
council(i"(!city()lsy(jfll~y_nsw"[4ov"Od 

GPO Box 1G91 Sy(jn(~y NSW 2001 
cityofsydncy,rsw.\JOv.uu 

10 January 2013 

File No: 
Our Ref: 
Your Ref: 

2013/009261 
1'<12013/2 
SSD 5030-2011 

Matthew Daniel 
Director, Major Project Delivery 
NSW Department of Planning & Infrastructure 
23-33 Bridge Street 
SYDNEY NSW 2000 

Attention. 
Email 

Dear Tom, 

Tom Mithen 
thomas.mithen@planning.nsw.gov.au 

Re: Request For Amended DGR's for the Sydney International Convention 
Exhibition and Entertainment Precinct, Darling Harbour (SSD 5030-2011) 

I refer to your letter seeking input on tile amended Director-General Requirement's 
(DGRs) for tile proposed redevelopment of the Sydney International Convention, 
Exhibition and Enteliainment F'recinct (SICEEP) 

The City of Sydney (the City) generally supports the expansion of the city's 
convention, exhibition and entertainment capability having regard to the significant 
economic benefits stemming from competitive world-class facilities. The City also 
notes the proposed redevelopment of The Haymarket district as an integrated, 
mixed use, expansion of the southern portion of the CBD. 

The SICEEP redevelopment is a strategic Investment for both the Sydney and NSW 
economy and provides an infrequent opportunity for agencies, authorities and the 
proponents to collaborate to produce the highest quality outcomes. The City 
strongly believes it can share its knowledge and expertise in a highly constructive 
manner regarding the planning, design and access issues that affect the preferred 
tenderer proposal. 

The City's response to the request for amended DGRs is to be supplemented Ilya 
submission to Infrastructure NSW and the Department of Planning and Infl'astructure 
regarding the City's on issues to be considered prior to finalising the preferred 
tenderer contract. In this regard, Minister Hazzard, who was responsible for the 
project at the time, gave a commitment to consult with stakeholders (including 
Council) and the public prior to finalising a contract (development agreement) with 
the preferred tenderer. 

Infrastructure NSW's Fact Sheet Consulting the Community (December 2012) 
indicates that feedback on the con copt proposal will be invited and faCilitated by 
Infrastructure NSW in early 2013 and will be considered by the preferred proponents 
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within the technical studies and detailed design for the SICEEP planning approvals 
process. It is assumed that this will occur after finalising the contract. 

On 30 July 2012, during the evaluation of the short-listed proposals, the City 
provided a submission to Infrastructure NSW (which we understand has been 
provided to the short-listed proponents), containing core urban design, access and 
built form considerations and principles intended to guide a high quality integrated 
development. The City expects to formulate a more specific submission, separate to 
this amended DGRs feedback, in direct response to the preferred tenderer proposaL 

This letter provides feedback to the amended DGRs. It does not an evaluate the 
core issues in relation to the design or impacts of the preferred tenderer proposaL 

Concept Plan versus Detailed Applications 

While it is appreciated that the Concept Plan approval for this redevelopment is of 
State Significance and that the future detailed applications for these key commercial 
facilities for entertainment, exhibition and conference use will be state significant, it 
is tile City's view that the consent authority for the subsequent private development 
applications and their modifications after the initial concept plan approval is made for 
The Haymarket block should be the CSPC or the City of Sydney (depending on 
development value). 

This approach of concept plan with the Minister, detailed approvals with the City, is 
consistent with the recent 71 Macquarie Street project which obtained a Concept 
Plan approval from tile Minister which required a competitive design process and by 
consent condition switched jurisdiction for the subsequent development applications 
to tile City of Sydney (CSPC). 

DGR Feedback 

The City seeks assurance that the following key issues will be addressed in the 
DGRs for the redevelopment:-

90nsultation 

• Require evidence of genuine consultation and feedback from stakeholders 
and the community in relation to the preferred proposal that will be 
incorporated into technical studies and detailed plans lodged with tile 
applications for planning approval. Distinguish wllat has been amended as 
a consequence of this consultation. 

t\Jt91!lative OJ:>tiQllS Considered 

• Require a design excellence commitment whicil is consistent with the 
recently adopted Sydney I_EP 2012 and Sydney DCP 2012 and the City's 
Competitive Design I"olicy. This means that the private sector buildings of 
scale (such as the residential towers and student accommodation blocks) 
must be subject to competitive design processes with the City of Sydney's 
direct involvement - not simply meeting design excellence through the 
appointment of pre-determined architects as per Barangaroo. 

• Require that alternatives are considered in relation to each of the 
convention centre, exhibition centre, entertainment centre and in particular 
hotels buildings dUring detailed applications 
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• Require that alternatives are considered in relation to The Haymarket 
concept, including the impacts of the alternatives looked at in terms of 
orientation, overshadowing, access, overlooking and bulk/scale. 

• Require provision of a consolidated Public Domain Plan for the entire 
SICEEP redevelopment and dernonstrate til at the public domain works 
have been considered holistically. The Public Domain Plan should address 
all aspects of the public domain such as footpath and road paving, footpath 
widths, cycleways, opportunities for planting, opportunities for footway 
dining, oPPoliunities for public art, lighting, etc. The materials should be 
seamlessly integrated with the City - not difference for difference sake. 

• Hequire identification and analysis of the key pedestrian desire lines from 
the SICEEP redevelopment to the City and surrounds. In this regard, 
Council identifies Bathurst Street to Town Hall Station; Quay Street to 
Central Station; Ultimo Pedestrian Network and the Cockle Bay foreshore 
to the CBD as critical links. There should be a strong pedestrian connection 
through (and not a circuitous route around) the children's 
playground/parkland at the northern end of the SICEEP redevelopment to 
allow pedestrians to div("ri from 'The Boulevarde' into the CBD. 

• Identify and assess vehicle entry points for their compatibility with the 
proposed road networks changes under the City of Sydney Chinatown 
Public Domain Plan. 

• Address how the SICEEP redevelopment will be connected and legible 
from Central Station to the Precinct, including wayfinding, materiality and 
corridor width. 

• Address the flooding impacts on accessibility and access to premises along 
The Boulevarde. 

• Address the purpose, character and differentiation of The Haymarket urban 
square compared to Tumbalong Park and other open spaces within the 
Precinct. 

• Address the fine gram permeability of laneways and arcades through The 
Haymarket district, ilaving regard to the existing permeability of the 
Chinatown district. 

• Address the cumulative breakout/foreeourt needs of the Exhibition Centre 
and the Entertainment Centre in terms of the spatial and practical 
requirements for public gathering. 

• Address tree selection, tree canopy cover and landscape speCies diversity 
in consultation with COLincil's Arboriculture Officers. 

• Address the deSire and timing of any transfer of control of any pOliions of 
the SICEEP to COLineil in the future, including, but not limited to, The 
Haymarket district. 

• Address Water Sensitive Urban Design (WSUO) opportunities within the 
public domain and landscaping. 
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• Address Crime Prevention Through Environmental Design principles in all 
public domain, particularly around the food and beverage offer within the 
Enteriainment Centre if this area is to trade until late at night. 

• Address the social and cultural facilities needs of The Haymarket district. 

• Identify opportunities for new cultural facilities and services such as a 
library, community meetings rooms and child care facilities. 

• Address the range of opporiunities for reflecting the cultural character of 
Chinatown within The Haymarket district. 

• Address the potential for the inclusion of a City Farm within \lle Precinct In 
this regard, opportunities within roof top open spaces should be reviewed. 

6f[QL9j)j:lle Housing 

• Address the provision of affordable rental housing for key city workers 
within the proposed residential flat buildings in The Haymarket district. It is 
noted that student housing is pmposed. However, Council also seeks a 
commitment that a proportion of the apartments within the redevelopment 
will be affordable rental housing. 

Transport and Accessibill!y 

• Provide a Transport Management and Accessibility Plan (TMAP). 

• Address measures that would facilitate recreational and destination cycling to 
the SICEEP, and any measures necessary to manage commuter cycling 
through the SICEEP. 

• Address the movement and logistical requirements of the stucient housing 
component in The Haymarket district. For example, address the seasonal 
logistics of students moving in and moving out of the buildings and the 
broader' road/transport network. 

Built Forl11 

• Address the wind impacts and overshadowing impacts of all buildings. 

• Identify important sight lines and visual connectivity to and through the site. 

• Address view loss impacts upon-

(i) The Belvedere Apartments at No's 291A I"yrmont Street and 444 
Harris Street, Ultimo. 

(ii) The Goldsborough Mort Building at No. 243 I"yrmont Street, Pyrmont. 

i;,cologically Sustainable DeY\3IQj.lrDgn! 

• Address the potential spatial requirements and locations for tri .. generation 
and/or renewable energy. . 
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• Address the specific energy and resources initiatives of each building on a 
building-by-building basis. 

• Address the acoustic impacts of the 'Events Deck' associated with the 
Exhibition Centre on The Belvedere Apartments at No's 291A Pyrmont Street 
and 444 Harris Street. Ultimo. 

Development Staging 

• Provide staging plans tilat will clearly demonstrate the scope and extent of 
works for each stage. 

, Address the proposed staging of the SICEEP redevelopment, with 
particular attention to the timing of public domain works, interim land uses 
on sites awaiting redevelopment and opportunities for interim open space. 

• Provide Justification for the staged construction of one of the two student 
housing buildings within The Haymarket district. 

Land Use Mix and Floor space Peconciliation 

• Address the quantum and breakdown of proposed floor space area within 
The Haymarket district so stakeholders can understand and assess the 
scope and impacts of any future amendments. 

• Address air quality issues in relation to the Cross City Tunnel ventilation 
stack. In this regard, Clause 7.24 of the Sydney Local Environmental Plan 
2012 states as follows in relation to the development near the stack:-

7.24 Development near Cross City Tunnel ventilation stack 

(2) Development consont must not be granted to development on 
land to which this clause applies unless the consent authority is 
satisfied that: 

(a) the proposed development will not adversely affect the dispersal 
of emissions from tho Cross City Tunnel ventilation stack, and 

(b) persons using the proposed development will not be unduly 
affected by those emissions. 

Although the LEI" is excluded from the SICEElo area, the impacts on, and 
of, the SICEElo l-eclevelopment are nevel1heless appropriate for 
assessment: 

• Address the traffic impacts of the public car park with regard to the following 
extracts from Clause 7.18 of the Sydney Local Environmental Plan 2012:-



6 

7.18 Car parks 

Development consent must not be granted to development for the 
purposes of a car park unless t/Je consent authority is satisfied t/Jat: 

(a) the development will not encourage persons to travel in private 
vehicles between tam and 9.30am or between 3.30pm and 7pm 
on weekdays. and 

(b) there will be restrictions on the hours of opening and the amount 
of time a vehicle can remain within the car park. and 

(c) the development will not adversely impact on the congestion of 
roads. in particular tile movement of public transport on those 
roads 

Although the U~P is excluded from the SICEEP area, the issues raised in 
the above clause should be considered. 

• Address the cumulative construction impacts of the SICEEP redevelopment 
with otiler major CBD redevelopments occurring at the time, including the 
University of Technology Sydney, the Carlton United Brewery 
redevelopment, the Ultimo Pedestrian Network, Barangaroo, Wynyard Walk 
and the Sydney Ugllt Rail Master Plan. 

I MAX BS).g&l!~!QPJl]5!D! 

• Address the potential impacts of the IMAX redevelopment on accessibility 
and functionality of the parklands within the SICEEP. 

Adoption of Council's Standard Policies 

• Consider and comply with, where relevant, the following Council standard 
policies:-

(i) Public Domain Manual; 

(ii) Streets Design Code; 

(iii) Cycle Strategy and Action Plan; 

(iv) Greening Sydney Plan: 

(v) Draft Urban Forest Strategy: 

(vi) Street Tree Master Plan; and 

(vii) Green Roofs and Walls Strategy: 
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Thank you for tile opportunity to comment. We trust that the above key issues will 
be addressed in the OGR's for the project. 

Should you require fUliher information or wish to arrange a meeting, please contact 
Russell Hand, Senior Planner on 9246 7321 or at !:h£m:t@Mof~W~YJ1Sw:,gg_\Lau. 

Yours sincerely, 

Graham Jahn AM 
Director 
City Planning I Development I Transpori 



Om referellcQ: DOC 13i94 
COIlUlCt: Sarilh ONud!>, 9990 6816 

Mr Tom Milhen 
Major Projects Assessment 
Derarlmeni of l"lanning 8nd Infrastruclwe 
GPO !:lox 39 
Sydney NSW 2001 

Dear Mr Milhen 

EPA Submission"" Hoquo"! for DGHs", Sydney Int(lt'fwtional Convention Exhiilition and 
EntortainlnGnt Centro Precinct 

I refer to your lettol" dated H December 2012 sOl,king the Environment I"rotection Authority's ([PA) input to 
the Direclor General's F"nviront1lental Assessment Requirements (DGr,s) for Ihe Sydney International 
Convention Exhibition and Entertainment Centro Precinct project (Iho project)" 

The EPA has roviewod tho proJoct information accompanying your letter and considol"s that tile key 
environmental issues of concern for the project are noise and vibration and water quality. Other issues of 
concern includo soil man~1gern0nt; air quality: contamination; excavation; waste and cumulative imp8cts. The 
EPA has made <;1 number of con,ments 8ricll'ecomrnendecl DCRs regarding those issues, which are dHt~~i!ed 
in /\ltc.d1llwnl 1" 

The Protection of II)() Environment Operations Act 19.97 states that the [FA is (ho Appropriate l~egul8tory 
Authority (AF<A) lor an activity in relation to "activities carried on by the State or a public authol"ity"" I 
understanci that the project is being undortal<8n as a partnership between a public authority and a priVate 
entity, aM that at this sta(Jo tho APA is lincleal'. Tho EPA is currently seeking internallegill advice rewmling 
whethw fhe Ef"fI or the local collncil is 1I"le (IRA for the project The EPA will notify tho Departmont of 
Plan nino ane! Infrastructure 01 the AF~A once the legal advice is reeoiveei The EPA hns provided ae/vice ane/ 
recommonded DGF~s based on the assumption that the EYA is the APA for the project 

Tile EPA notes thnl a nlll'liJer of separate state significant devolopment applications (SSDA) will be made 
with respect to lice project, but lilat the DURs issuecl as a result of tho current consultation pmcess will be 
applied to a!i compononts of the project describoel in tilo roqu<"st for DGPs. Tho c01l1mon's and DCRs 
recommended in Attachment i are inlended to apply to all SSDils made) fOl" components eiescribed in the 
DCR request. 

If you WIsh to discuss any of tl1e issues raised [Ii thls lette!", please contact Sarah Deards on 9995 68-16 

Yours sincereN 

mANI( GAROFALOW 
ManaQfH'j MetropOlitan Infrastl'ucturo 
.SDyJr.2!lmgntEro 19.C tiQ!L,L\Jlih o!:itv 

I\ttacllflient !: "f"lle EYA's COlnnkllb rind :'(!coDlrnended DCf\s for tlK' Sydl~ey in\GfnatioJlcd COl'lv0nli(Jll E:.;iliiJi(irJl) 1.111(1 [:n(orU.linnwnt 
Cen(m I;'f(-)dl)c! plojec; 

PO Box OG() P!ltr',lI1li1!!n r~sw 212/1 
/..{lWlll, 10 (.j(!{)f~jC S(wel i'>arf(lmalla (\)S\N 

fE)I: (o;n fW95 liOOO F:lx: (02) 0C1% GOOO 
Af3N 30 iH 1 3trl ?! I 

www,envilOtlIl1enLnsw.gov"HI 



The EPA recommends that tilC existing noise DCR be revised to roquire the proponent 10 undoliake a noise 
and vilxo,tion impacl ass0ssnwnl of both construction (includino ciolnolition) and operational noise. The 
assessment shoutd consider \118 issues outlined below, and identify all feasible and reasonable mitigation 
measures 10 be ill1plernonlocl in the project 

'I. Const~'IJCUOn noi8e associatncJ with the proposed deveiopnl(~nt should be assossed using lhe Interim 
Constructio/l Noiso Gllidelinc (DECC, 2009). 

? ViiJrnlion from "II aclivilres (includinq construction and operalion) 10 be. Llndcllalwn on Ihe promises 
should be assessed using tl18 r.]uldolinos contained in the Ass()ssinq Vi})nJtion: d IOC/lllic'ol guido/ino 
(DEC, 2006), 

3. Operational noise associated with bed plant and equipment should compiy with the NSW Inciustrial 
Noiso Policy (EPA, 2000). In arlcillion, all facilitios ll1usl bo designed Cinci operateci in manner thai 
ensures any noise from tile 18cilities is 111inirnised ;Jnd nlanafJed to minimise impacts on surf'Ounding 
sensitive receivers 

4, Noise on public roaels frolll increased road Iraffic gencmlleci by the project should bo assessee! using the 
9uidelinos contained in Ihe Environmental Cniorio for (?ooci Traffic Noise (EorA, '1989), 

!3, Noise from new or upgraded public roads should bo asse~)sed lIsinq the Environmental Criff9ljf) fOf" POAr/ 
Troffic Noiso (EPA, 1999). 

c::on§tlll£tiOllllours 
Tile EPA recommonds II1"t standmd construction hours be applied 10 the demolition and construction phases 
of the project. 8t811(18rcl conslruction hours are: 

• Monciay 10 Frida>': 781)1 to 6pm; 
• Salurday: 8arn to '! pm; and 
o No work on Sundays or public holidays, 

,Q,Pf~r.~J.i.9.I)~jLWslLQLQj.~.ch;:,V:g~~ 
Tho EI"A notes that llIany of Ihe projecl buildings arc' likely to utilise air healing! coolinq systems which intake 
and ciisch21rge water from Sydney Hmboill'! Cockle Bay. The [CPA recoll'll1lencls a DOH requiring tilat all 
components of the development proposing to use such systems to undcliake tllO foilawing: 

Tnermal waler' discinrgos should be assessed against tile !\NZECC (2000) AlIslmlinn und Now leniul/(/ 
C;uic/olines for F"resh ane! Marino llValor Quality. Tho assessmont should include: 
o Assessment ill accord,lI1C() witil Section ll.2.'15 ilnd 8 2.:1A in ANZH.::C 8, i\I,Iv1CANZ (2000) fluslmliilll 

,:.))/(1 Nnw Zeah:wcl Guido/in(Js (Of Fros/; and Marine Wafer Qun!ity, Vo)urne 2; 
" Delailed numerical modClllin9 of tile IOlnpertlluro plume to cielermil1e: 

the liI<c:lly disperSion of temperature within Ole !llJar and far field rnixing z.ones 
lotal heat loading, il1 terms of heat builci up ollefeniion ill Ihe receiving bay 
the Iilcelihooci of any sllo!1 circuitrng of outfall cliscl1m(lo back tilroLlqll the inlake 
ilnpacts of any GxistillG! heat rejection system" lilat may inleract with IIle dischalW' 

~ /\ssossl'nent of the rY1arine environmental impacts Hssocklteci with the tf'ennat water dischal\Je; 
I) /\ssessillent of water intake vnlocities and the t~ffectiven(;ss of the fiitration methods to minimise 

entr(linmen{ of rnarine of9anisrns; 



o AssessmGnt of potential chemical tre8tmont options (i.e, antifouling agents) and dosa(j8 rales and where 
a chemical product is proposed, selection of suilable /\PVMA registereci product spec'lfically registered for 
cooling water system use, 

CQD"Ir.~lcJLQD~w?t"r..QL"'JJmges 
The EPA recommencis 8 DGf~ requiring the [nvironll1ental Assessment ([A) to provide the following 
infol'lnation regarding any water proposed to be discharged from the site during construction: 
o Bacl<(Jf'0unci water quality conditions of I'0cciving water bodies; 
o The source of any water to bo discharged; 
, The locr,tlOll of any proposed dischargeci points; 
, The volume of water to be cliscl1(lI'ged; 
(l The quality of ~lf)y water to be discharged, and allY treatinenl iY1Cthoc!s required; 
o The pl'Oposed frequency of water ciiscti21JgOS; 
6 Tl1e Water Quality OllJOCtiV8S for tl10 receiving water body and relovant trig(lN levels! \llIidelines; 
• Assessment of impacts of 1110 pl'Oposeci clischar'go on tbel receivin(l water body: and 
6 Monitoring methods to onsur'e tl1,lt any water discharued from the site is suitable for the recelvin9 

(:1:1vironment nnd tlv,~t W8tO!' discharoes are not impacting on the surrollrlciing envimnment. 

In order to ensure soils and surface water 31'8 manaoecJ appropriately C!urin~) construction worl<s, the EPA 
recommends a DGR requiring 811 assessment of potential impacls on soils flllU storl'1W8ter quality, The 
8xistln9 soil and lanel characteristics sl'lould be ide'1tified, as well 'is 11'18 nature and exlent of any significant 
impacts on soils or stormwatEH' The assessment should include a description of the mitigation and 
managclment meaSlll'eS that will be used 10 llrev8nt, control, abate or minimise ielentified soil and storl11water 
impacts associateci with tho pl'Oject. This should include an assessment of th, effectiveness and reliability 01 
these measures, and dot8iis of any residua! impacts after tl108(;; measures aI"e implemented, The 
assessment should IJO completed in accol'dance with Mannr;iur; urban s/orrnw%r, soiis anel coustlUc/ion, 
vol, 1 (Landcorn 200'1) 

The EPA rcconlt1l0!lds a DGF< requirin9 prepat"8.tion of an air quafity impact assessment. Tile assessrnent 
should include: 
o Idelltific.3tiol1 of sensitive reCeiV81"S (e,g. residences, schools, nursinn homos, hospit8is); 
• Pmciiction of dust fa Ii-out alld elust concentl'8tion8 using appropriate air dispersion Illoclellinq with the 

assumed -'worst case scenario"; 
() Proposed mitigatioll I1H33sures and safeg:.IEl!'ds to Ill!nirnise In!pacts; and 
• Details of any p!'Oposed public consultation plO()ral11 to infol'm nemllY residents when particularly dusty 

activities are proposod, 

The EPA notes that tho project ,1i'(,)C) is not currently re9ulatecl by the tePA unclor the Coniominu!rxi 
Lal1el Managemont Act '1997 (tl1(,) Act), nor /1"18 IIw FYA receiveci any notilications of contaminated 
sites und()I' section 60 of the Act. The propononllw8 informed tllO EPA tl1flt a sito auciitor accredited 
under tho NSW Site Aliciitm Scheme has boun appointed to the project, The" EPA considers this to 
be appropriato given the scale of development on the site and the previous landusns in tile Darling 
HariJoul' area, 

The L'F'A rDCOl11l11ends that DGn (1) he amended in I'elation to contamination to reference the 
following gllidelil18s: Cluid"lines made or approved under section 1 OS of the COIJ/W/lillil!(Jci Lane! 
Mnlltlgol))()/){ Act 1997, 



The EPA recommends a DGR reqllirinn the Ei\ to provide quantification of tile volume of material to be 
excavated on tho site, as weli as 8 plan sllOwing the 10catiol1 of any excavation. 

Tho EPA recommends 8 DCR requiring the I':A to identify, ch"mcterise and classify all waste that is 
proposed to be disposed of 10 an offsile location, including proposed quantities of the waste ane! tho disposal 
locations for the waste in accordance with the Woslo ClassifiouiiO/l Guiclo/lnes (DECC 2008). This includes 
w8ste that is intended for I'D-use or !'ecycHng, and waste containin9 asbesfos. 

The [P/\ recommends a Den requirinq the [:A to consider the cUlIlula(ivo impac!s of project construction on 
the environment anci local community. This should include imp(lcts associated witl) developmont of other 
components of tile SICEEP precinct E1S WEll! as Hxterna! projects. 



of New South Wales 

Matthew Daniel 
Director- Project Delivery Unit 
Department of Planning & Infrastructure 
GPO Box 39 
SYDNEY NSW 2001 

Dear Mr Daniel 

Attention: Tom Mlthen 

3 ~1anst Place 
Parramatta NSW 2150 

locked 8ag 5020 
Parramatta NSW 2124 
OX am PARRAMATTA 

Telephone ' 61 29873 8500 
Facsimile. 61 2 9873 8599 

hentilge@hentilge.nsw,goy.au 
WWW hentaoe nsw goy au 

Contact KatrIna Stankowski 
Telephone: (02) 9673 6569 
Email: Kalrina.Slankowski@heritage .nsw.gov.au 
File: 12120650 
Job to No: A1266647 
Your Ref: NfA 

RE: Request for additional Director General's Requirements for the Sydney 
International Convention, Exhibition and Entertainment Centre Precinct, Darling 
Harbour. 

I refer to your letter dated 17th of December (received by the Heritage Branch, Office of 
Environment & Heritage on 19th of December), requesting information regarding the NSW 
Heri tage Council's additional Director Generals Assessment Requirements for the 
preparation of the Environmental Impact Statement for the above major project. 

It is noted that in itial Director General's Assessment Requirements for this project were 
issued on the 21" of December 2011 and were quite generic in nature. However now that 
a decision has been made to lodge separate SSD applications for key elements of the 
overall project rather than a single project wide SSD new specific Requirements are being 
sought that cover both the project wide area and the individual elements of the project. 

Regarding Heritage, the initial Director Generals Assessment Requirements stated that the 
EIS should address the impacts of the proposal on heritage signifi cance of the site and 
adjacent built and landscape heritage items and address opportunities for heritage 
interpretation within the public domain. In addition, the EIS must include a heritage impact 
assessment and statement of heritage impact and an archaeological assessment 
containing both Aboriginal and non-Indigenous archaeology. 

As Delegate of the Heritage Council and based on the information available regarding the 
project on the Department of Planning's Website and from JBA Planning, it is considered 
that the following should be included in the amended Director Generals Assessment 
Requirements. 



1. The Applicant must undertake a highly detailed archaeological assessment which 
includes a consideration of Aboriginal, non-Aboriginal and Maritime heritage. This 
archaeological assessment should consider the proposed below ground impacts on 
any potential archaeology and In addition, consider what archaeological works 
have already been undertaken on Ihis site which may provide information to aid in 
this assessment. The assessment should include overlay maps and assessments 
of significance for the potential archaeological resource utilising appropriate 
Heritage Council Guidelines such as 'Assessing the Significance of Archaeological 
Sites and Relics'. It is should also contain mitigation strategies to manage this 
potential archaeological resource wilieh may include redesign to avoid significant 
archaeology or archaeological testing or salvage during project works. 

2. A detailed Heritage Impact Statement should be undertaken which documents and 
assesses the heritage significance of the site and its associated landscape and any 
impacts the development may have upon this significance. This assessment should 
specifically include an assessment of the landscape features of the precinct and 
the current Exhibition Centre. It SllQuld also include a consideration of wider 
heritage impacts in the area surrounding the site. This assessment should also 
include detailed mitigation measures to offset the impacts tllis project may have on 
the precincts heritage values. 

3. The Heritage Impact Statement should have regard to any impacts on places. 
items or relics of significance to Aboriginal people, Where it is likely that the project 
will impact on Aboriginal heritage, adequate community consultation should take 
place regarding the assessment of significance. likely impacts and 
management/mitigation measures. 

4. The Applicant must ensure that an outline of the on-site heritage interpretation plan 
is undertaken as part of the EIS. The interpretation should include all aspects of the 
sites history and heritage and trle Plan should identify avenues for appropriate and 
innovative public understanding and appreciation of this heritage as part of the 
completed redevelopment. 

The Heritage Council would be happy to review any further documentation that lTlay 
address any likely heritage impacts. If you have any further enquiries regarding this matter, 
please contact Katrina Stankowski (Heritage Branch OEH) on (02) 9873 8569. 

Yours sincerely 

I /A,'V~LL 
"i

PV 

21/12/2012 

Dr Siobhan Lavelle DAM 
Acting Manager 
Heritage Branch 
Office of E.nvironment & Heritage 
Department of Premier and Cabinet 

As Delegate of the NSW Heritage Council 



10 January 2013 

Mr T Mithen 
Department of Planning and Infrastructure 
23-33 Bridge Street 
SYDNEY NSW 2000 

By email: tom,mithen@planning,nsw.gov,8u 

Dear Mr Mitl1en 

Re: Request for DGRs for Sydney International Convention, Exhibition and 
Entertainment Centre Precinct, Darling Harbour, City of Sydney 

I refer to correspondence of II December 2012 to Ms Di Talty with respect to input on the 
DGR's for the above proposal. 

As the landowner of the site on which the development is being undertaken, Sydney Harbour 
Foreshore Authority has beon working proactively with Infrastructure NSW to identify issues 
as they arise, 

Consequently, the Autl10rity is supportive of the amendments SOUgI1! by Destination Sydney 
and considers the DGR's issued to Infrastructure NSW in December 2011 adequately 
address issues of interest/concern to tho Autl10rity, 

Yours sincerely 

I (;I'd I'; i-;ri 11.\II'I1<)IIi" ~;III'C'I lilt: il:,,-!;:, \f;N·.!: Ili:O 

i'l) i:,,)\ :')ii(!.'3, \ ;'(>'N. ,-,,,, :'1.]('1: "!:-;\"J l:,':'() 

I 0;' ~};)"h) ,'{~'C;(i F 0':' .',V'Hl"!Il~i.'l "'~"!\',-"'ilf" 'I;,\'-' ),.'· ... , .. 11 



14 JanualY 20U 

Mr Matulew Daniel 
Director PrOjoct Deliver}! Unit 
DepElrtment of Planning and Infr2.1struclLire 
GPO 130x 39 
SYDNEY NSW 2001 

Director General HequirHrnents -"' Sydney International Convention, Exhlbition and 
Entertainment Centre Precinct, Darlino Harbollr, City of Sydney 

Dear Mr Daillel, 

Thank you fOl' your letter of '17 lJecember 2012 requesting details of key Issues and assessrnen! 
requirements for the development of the Sydney International Convention, Exhlbii:ron and 
Entertainment Centre Precinct, at Darling Hal'bou!" Sydney Water has reviewed the preliminary 
environrnental assessrnent and provides the following GOrnlrJents for tile Department's 
Gonsideratl'on, 

Sydney Water requirements for Environmental Assessment 
To provide tile developer with detailed servicing advice Sydney VVater needs the environmental 
assessment to Include the l'ollowlI,g 

Intograted WDfor lVIanarwnwni Plall-' tile Integrated Water Manaqement F'lan sl)ould Include 
any proposed alternative water supply, proposed end uses of potable and notl·potabJe water 
demonstration of waler sensitive urban design and any water conservation fl'H::?asures. 

? Infrastructllre Manauernont Plan _ .. the developer needs to provide Sydney Water with 
infolTnatlon on the recji1ll"ed water and wastewater services, and any 8LJornen!ation that rnay 
be required for the proposed devu!oprnent. This will allow Sydney \jVater to cieterrnlne the 
impact of the proposed development on It:; existing services and identify any augl'f1entation 
requirernentf;; VVhen deterrnlrling landscaping options, tho developer should take into account 
(hat c(~I-l.ain tree species can cause cracking or b!ockaQo of Sydney Water pipes 

F:urtber, (1 preillnillDIY investiqation identifies tlla1" there is sufficient ~~uppiy for the deveioprnEJflt 
wlthil1 (Jot!! the waj(~( ancl wastewater network. !'''lolN(3ver local works. adjustmentG and extensions 
rnay be mquired 

Detailed COnH'l'lE:nis cegardmg connections <.-mel works will be provided In the I:~·ea~.;ibilily 

assessment, CU(I'entJy bEling undertaken by Sydney Water (.mel at ti"'!e SecHon 13 .l\pplication 
stafJt:; 



Sydney Wat~r 3f!rvicin~) 
;3vdney VVafc'i" w:!! j:.Irlhc~r ;,iSS(;.~;S the 11llpact of IndividuEll (it:velop!nc:( U:; vvhen t!"k: prOpOIi(:;r-lt 

\/'/011\:;-, fdqullud n~.:; a i'e~':;u!t of the: d(~wei()prnen[ and to 8ssess if iJmplificaiion and/lY ;;hanq{;,s to 
tht~ sv~:;!-em are ajJplicahlc, SYChlCY VI/aIel' requesU; thD [)(-;padfYlf::nl of F)'8nninQ to ccn!-Inu(~ lu 

im;if Lid fHOPO!1£:: lib to obtain a f:.';edioll -; 3 Certificatl-'; frorn ~:;YC!i)8V \t\Jakr 

TI'H2 pmpLH1eQt [nust fund ailY ,j(jJus!rnent~; needed to S\rdney VVater- Infrastructure as (',3 res!.!!! of 
{my de\lel()~)IYH:)j)t The· ;'.l!"Opor1('Jn! should HIDi;1[jc a VI/afer- ServicinQ C_:oocdinato( io Od a Sedlun 
/:5 CedifiuJtc dncl iY\2H\r:!SF~ ii'le ~30rvlcinq aspecL; of" ti'lO rJew;Jopnl\':~,I1t. Dl:;tt'lil::~ nre a.\l':lllabk.: fwr\'; 
any Sydney \j\laie( ;u~_;lorner ( f.';l'1l're on '1:3 )0 fJ2 or ;3ydney V\lal'f:!r'~~, ',J\lI.-)tblie i'lt 

Sydney Wate,r H--p!anninf) 
Sydney VVater has created a new E~mail address for plalwing autllorities to use to subrnit 
statutory or ~;lrateolC planninq docurnenfs for rev'lew, This email address IS 

,··· .• ·"':,1'·' i.:'_i,i,'ri_ '_:,lL,: The use of this (3tnaii will hel!,") Sydney V\}atec provide advice 
on planning I)!'ojects faster, in line with cUITenl" planning reforms It, will also reduce the arnount of 
pnnted material being produced This email should b(;3 used for 

t>- Section 6) consultations under th(~ E:nviwnrnenfai Planning and /-\sseSS!l)C--mt /\c( HJ19 

~ consultations VlIht~re Sydney Water IS on adjOlfllng land owner to 8 proposed development 
$ Major Pmje(:t appiiCiJtlons under Pari 3A of the L:hvironmontal PIFJJ'/oinU and Assessmont Act 

1979 
l!J consultatiolls and referrals required under any Envlronmenta! Planning Instrurnent 
@ draft LFP~:\, S[PPs or other planning controls, sud) <as DCPs 
()' an)' proposed developrnenl' 01' ruzontn9 within 0 400rn radius of a Sydney VVatel' VVdBlewat('~r 

Treatment Plant 
i;) any proposed pianning f'0tourtS or oHler general planning or development inquiries 

If you require any fl1ltht~r informatIOn, please contact Corrine Manyweatllers of the lJrlvlIl (3rowth 
Branch on 02 8(31.19 t:/(J'14 or e .. tn,:1if C~JI.l) )~,; 

! ( 

Ildri"n Ivlliler 
Manager, UrowrJ'i. Slr;:lleo'f 
Ur!:JC'!11 (il"()wti'l 



16'" January 2013 

Mr Guneet Kaur 
ProJect Delivery Unit - Office of the Director General 
NSW Department of Planning & Infrastructure 
GPO Box 39 
SYDNEY NSW 2001 

Re: SICEEP DGR comments 

IT'S HOW 
WE CONNECT 

Network Management Infrastructure 
Program Delivery Group NSW/ACT 

Postal Address: 
Locked Bag 6792 
Sydney NSW 2001 

Telephone (02) 8576 3216 
Facsimile (02) 9264 1564 

Email: Bob.F.Coyne@team.telstra.com 

I refer to the Planning Focus Meeting for the SICEEP project that was held on 20 December 
2012 and your invitation feir comments from Telstra. The one comment that I wish to make 
relates to the telecommunications facility that Telstra has in place on the roof of the 
Convention Centre. This facility provides essential wireless data and voice services to a large 
section of the Darling Harbour precinct and Western Distributor expressway. Maintaining this 
wireless network coverage is critical given people's, and the economies, absolute reliance on 
this form of communication. 

On 24 October 2012 Planning & Infrastructure/Sydney Harbour Foreshore Authority advised 
Telstra that it Is required to remove this telecommunications facility from the roof of the 
Convention Centre by 9 December 2013. It is Telstra's intention to comply with this request 
and we are currently investigating what options may be available to relocate this facility to 
other structures in the same general area . However, we are greatly concerned that we may 
not be able to secure and build a replacement telecommunications facility before the set date 
we have to remove our existing facility at the Convention Centre. It is essential, not just for 
Telstra, but for the community in general, that Telstra maintains continuous coverage in the 
Darling Harbour precinct, and the tens of thousands of people passing through on the 
Western Distributer. Therefore, we will need to have the replacement facility in operation by 
November this year. 

To meet this deadline of November 2013 for the replacement facility to be operational, 
Telstra will require the aSSistance of the Department of Planning & Infrastructure to ensure all 
planning approvals that Telstra require will be expedited. We ask that the Department of 
Planning & Infrastructure provide Telstra with an undertaking that the Department will provide 
this assistance. We are making this unusual request to ensure that the current high levels of 
wireless network service in the Darling Harbour precinct are not interrupted. 

Yours faithfully , 

~t:,~ 
Bob Coyne 
NSW/ACT Site Acquisition Manager 
Tetstra Corporation 

TElSTflA CORPORATION LIMITED (AIlN 33 051175 556) 



Director 

Transport 
forNSW 

Project Delivery Unit 
Department of Planning and Infrastructure 
GPO Box 39 
SYDNEY NSW 2001 

Attention: Tom Mithen 

DIRECTOR GENERAL REQUIREMENTS 

CD12/23097 

SYDNEY INTERNATIONAL CONVENTION, EXHIBITION AND ENTERTAINMENT CENTRE 
PRECINCT (SICEEP), DARLING HARBOUR, CITY OF SYDNEY 

Dear Mr Mithen, 

Thank you for hosting the recent Planning Focus Meeting at the Departments offices and your 
subsequent letter dated 17 December 2012 regarding your request for Transport for NSW to 
provide input into the Director General's Environmental Assessment Requirements (DGRs) for the 
above proposal. 

Transport for NSW (TfNSW), Roads and Maritime Services (RMS) and RailCorp has reviewed the 
letter from JBA Pty Ltd dated 14 December 2012 and associated information on the request to 
amend the DGRs. TfNSW, RMS and RailCorp recommend that the following key issues be 
included in the DGRs and addressed in the EIS for the project. 

2 Policies and Guidelines 

• Insert reference to the NSW Long Term Transport Master Plan 

7 Transport and Ac.cessibillty (Construction and Operation) 

The key issues outlined in this section shou ld be amended to reflect the following : 

• Insert reference to the NSW Long Term Transport Master Plan 

• Insert reference to Sydney's Light Rail Future 

• Insert reference to the Austroads Guide to Traffic Management Part 12: Traffic Impacts of 
Development 

The EIS shall include the preparation of a transport and traffic impact assessment which covers 
(but not limited to) the following : 

18 Lee Sireel Chippendale NSW 2008 
PO 80x K659 Haymarket NSW 1240 

T 8202 2200 F 8202 2209 
www transport nsw gov au 

A8N 18 804 239 802 



1. Daily and peak traffic movements likely to be generated by each aspect of the proposed 
development and assess the cumulative impacts of this traffic on the State and local 
road network including nearby intersections. This should also include an assessment of 
impact of both non··event uses (eg. Commercial and/or retail components) and event 
uses under the potential different operating modes of the facility ranging to major event 
day and time periods. 

2. Address the need for any upgrade or road improvement works on both the State and 
local road network for each road based tl'ansport mode including appropriate staging of 
these works (if applicable), cost and funding. 

3. Demonstrate the provision of appropriate on-site car parking with regard to its 
accessibility to public transport services. 

4. Details of proposed vehicular accesses (including VIP, service/loading, car parking and 
other pickup/drop off entries), demonstrating compliance with the requirements of the 
relevant Australian Standards (Ie turn paths, sight distances, etc). 

5 Details of service vehicle movements and loading management/arrangements, 
including for event setup/closedown bump-in bump-out periods. 

6. Details on the impact on public transport from both non-event and event uses, including 
the demand on access to CBD rail stations, light rail stops and major bus stops during 
major events, to identify the major pedestrran movements to and from the site. 

7. Detailed measures to encourage sustainable transport for travel to and from the site, 
including the provision of cyclist end of trip facilities on site for visitors and workers, 
impmved pedestrian and cycle connections and location-specific sustainable travel 
plans. 

8. Details of transport and traffic arrangements including pedestrian/crowd management 
for the site under different event operating modes, in particular, how they will be 
managed through the design of the site and the adjacent public domain. 

9. The provision of a draft construction traffic management plan detailing all 
demolition/construction activities, detailing veilicle !'Qutes, number of trucks, hours of 
operation, access arrangements and traffic control measures The plan must consider 
tile cumulative effects of other construction activities in the surrounding area. 

10. Address any irnpacts to existing bus operations and access to the coach/bus zone 
under tile Pier Street viaduct and on Darling Drive. 

11. Address any Impacts on the adjacent light rail infrastructure and its continued operation 
including the prOXimity of any proposed works during construction and any proposed 
reiocation and costs in consultation with relevant agencies. Any works to be undertaken 
within the light rail corridor will require the proponent to obtain land owners consent 
from Ra'ICorp. 

12. Address any Impacts on the Western Distnbutm viaducts and the light rail corridor 
(parallel to Darling Drive) where r,ailCorp infrastructure services may be present. 



In addition to the above DGRs, TfNSW provides 111e following requirements for the proponent's 
consideration in the preparation of the EIS: 

General Requirements 

• Adequate provisions to accommodate taxi and coach requirements for the precinct. 
• Appropriate parking for coaches, buses, service vehicles (including trucks), motorcycle and 

bicycles should also be accommodated on site. 
• The EIS must demonstrate that there will be an adequate parking supply (within the 

surrounding area) to meet the daily pal-king demands during demolition/construction of the 
SICEEP development. 

• Provide a management system for parking that guides patrons to the correct car parks for 
respective facilities. Such a system should consider signs on the road network and dynamic 
parking availability for each car park. 

• The EIS must consider the construction/traffic/transport impacts of other infrastructure and 
developments which may impact the StCEEP dovelopment (ie Barangaroo, IMAX, Sheriton 
Hotei). 

• Improved pedestrian and cyclists connections should include consideration of a potential 
extension of the Ultimo Pedestrian Link, upgraded andlor improved grade sepal-ated 
facilities west to Ultimo, as well as pedestrian access to the CBD 

• Current back of house operations often require layover of trucks on Darling Drive for event 
setup. The proposed development should be designed to remove the need for this layover 
arrangement in the future. 

• Investigate opportunities for additional bus layover/parking off Darling Drive in addition to 
the existing coach parking behind the Entertainment Centre car park. TfNSW seeks further 
consultation With the proponent on opportunities that may support future bus operations in 
Central Sydney. 

• Appropriate traffic modelling should be used (micro-simulation). This must also 
examine/model pedestrian impacts at key intersections that will be heavily influenced by 
pedestrian volumes/activity (ie Darling Drive/Murray Street, Darling Drive/Pier Street, Pier 
Street/Harbour Street/Goulburn Street). 

• The traffic modelling must also conduct a sensitivity analysis of traffic increases which will 
occur on key streets/roads resulting from the CBD and South East Ught Rail proposal 

• The EIS must demonstrate that the traffic capacity of Darling Drive Will be able to 
satisfactorily accommodate the future peak traffic demands (ie 10 years) after the SICEEP 
development is complete. 

• The EIS must demonstrate that the surrounding local and State roads are designed and 
constructed with the objective of minimising adverse changes to !I,e efficiency, accessibility 
and safety of the roact and associated transport networks and where feasible, maintain the 
existing intel'section and mid-block levels of service in relation to permanent changes. 

• A Road Safety Assessment must be conducted at key intersections and locations which will 
be subject to a heavy mix of vehicles and pedestrian activity 

Site Specific Requirements 

• Silouid the scale of development noticeably change at the time of DA submission for flllY of 
the Stages associated witll the SICEEP Master Plan, then revised traffic modelling analysis 
must be conducted which reviews H1e worst case cumulative traffic impacts on tile 
surrounding road network and identifies tile impact on nearby intersections and the 
need/associated funding for upgrading or road improvement works (if required). 



• The EIS must demonstrate that car park accesses (Ie entry/exit lanes) to the International 
Convention Centre Sydney, ICC Exhibition Centre, The Theatre and Public Car Park are 
adequately designed to meet the peak entry/exit capacities as detailed in Appendix D of AS 
2890.1. 

• The EIS must prepare a preliminary loading doci( management plan for the International 
Convention Centre Sydney, ICC Exhibition Centre and The Theatre which considers how 
loading vehicles will be appropriately managed during major events. 

Transport for NSW would appreciate the opportunity to discuss with the proponent the transport 
and traffic aspects of the proposal in the preparation of the EIS for this project. Should you have 
any questions regarding this matter, please contact Aleks Tancevski on 8202 281·1 or 
Aleks. Tancevski@transport.nswgov.au 

Yours sincerely, 

ill/(~'\ 'V······· il/ljU 
M oz~ga Manager, Land Use and Transport Planning 
Ptanning nd Programs 

Cc: ~ba 'e Schneider, Roads and Maritime Services 
Cc: Jim TSirimiagos, RailCorp 


