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Brandy hill quarry appendix 11- Air quality EIS response 

Comments 
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Comment: Table 4-1 (PM10 annual criteria value is incorrect. 25 ug/m3 is the NEPM correct value. 
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Comment: TAPM model setup detail not detailed. Data set is now 5 years old. No comparison with 

other yearly datasets to verify data is a valid representative data set . 2013 was year of bushfire 

emergency. Elevated PM2.5 and PM10 baseline results in October- November 2013.   
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Comments: Cannot see any pollution inventory for the 850 trucks daily which are proposed to 

travel the haulage route of Brandy Hill Drive 24 hrs /7 days per week. Oxides of nitrogen/CO and 

PM2.5 data should be include because of the impacts to human health. Increased particulate 

levels have not been taken into account for the crushing plant. 
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Comment: Site specific information has not been used in the modelling process 
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Comment: The last NEPM revision was in February 2016 and the standards are not advisory. They 

are now standards with no maximum exceedences allowable. 
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Comment: This has been repealed, 2016 version now current. 
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Comment: This data is not based on a calendar year like inputs into the TAPM-CALMET-CALPUFF 

models. The Air quality model is based on 2013 calendar year data. It is from Sept 2013 to August 

2014. Every exceedance is blamed on bird droppings, no inorganic value is stated which would give 

a dust particulate value. There is no commentary on operational activities and weather conditions. 

Without these parameters and the fact that dust gauges are easily tampered with and provide a 

30 day average result, the validity of the data is questionable. 
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Comment: Site specific data would have been much more valuable. The cost of a Tapered Element 

oscillating microbalance is approx. $35,000. Real time data back ground values in ug/m3 would 

provide a much better data set than an Air quality model based on non specific site data with 

assumptions based on 1 year of data. This data was also from a period of extensive bushfires 

which leads to elevated background levels of PM10 and PM2.5. See excerpt below. 
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Comment: Again PM10 NEPM exceedance is value is 25 ug/m3 with no exceedences throughout 

the year. The use of 2013 data with no comparisons to other yearly data sets is questionable 

especially considering dry conditions with extensive bush fires present in 2013. 
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Comment: Why are these wind roses considered valid when the overall location does not align 

with the AWS location (Tocal). The wind rose could also not be extracted from the calmet model. 
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Comment: are these seasonal or annual wind roses no explanation given.  
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Comment: Hours of operation stated in original EIS by Resource planning 1983 which states that 

hours of operations are 6am to 6pm Monday to Saturday. 
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Comments: This statement is incorrect as there has never been a 30 ug/m3 criterion. It is 25 

ug/m3, therefore are 4 exceedences at these sensitive receptor locations.  
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Comments: Standard is outdated TEOM should be AS/NZS 3580.9.8-2008 

Tocal AWS is not considered to be representative of local wind conditions but it is considered to 

be a satisfactory input into an air quality model for EIS approval in this instance. Should not a real 

time Air quality/ climatic data source have been installed for baseline data before construction 

and operation.  

 

 


