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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY  

Transport for New South Wales (the Proponent, TfNSW) is responsible for the delivery of the 

Rankin Park to Jesmond (RP2J) Newcastle Inner City Bypass Project (the Project). The 

Project is located between Lookout Road, Rankin Park and Newcastle Road, Jesmond, New 

South Wales. The Project involves the construction of 3.4 kilometres (km) of new four lane 

divided road between Rankin Park and Jesmond, to the west of John Hunter Hospital. 

This Audit Report presents the findings from the fourth audit for the Project covering the 

period from 26 May 2023 to 25 May 2024 (audit period). The audit was undertaken in 

accordance with the Stage Significant Infrastructure SSI-6888 Schedule 2, Conditions of 

Approval A34-A36 in accordance with the Independent Audit Post Approval Requirements 

2018.  

Futon Hogan was engaged by TfNSW as the principal contractor. Works conducted during 

the audit period include:1  

 At property treatment for eligible properties 

 Site clearing and grubbing across most of the alignment 

 Installation and maintenance of sediment and erosion control measures 

 Traffic and pedestrian access realignment 

 Bulk earthworks and including cut to fill and spoil haulage on site and off site, 
and blasting activities  

 Mine grouting  

 Installation of permanent noise walls 

 Dark Creek diversions and culvert construction  

 Bridge structures including piling, concrete formwork, reinforcement and pouring, 
erection of piers and retaining walls on the northern interchange.  

 Utility adjustments.  

The overall outcome of the audit was very positive. Compliance records were organised and 

available at the time of the site inspection and interviews with Project personnel from TfNSW 

and Fulton Hogan. Relevant environmental and compliance monitoring records were being 

collected and reported as required to provide verification of compliance to statutory 

requirements and the broader Project environmental requirements.  

Detailed findings against each requirement are presented in Appendix A. The findings are 

summarised as follows: 

 A total of 163 conditions were assessed. 

 118 conditions were considered to be compliant. 

 Two (2) non-compliances were identified, one of which was identified and self-
reported by the auditee during the audit period. These relate to heavy vehicles 

 

1 As noted in the Environmental Representative Monthly Reports June 2023 – March 2024 and observed on site.  
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using a local road that was not approved for use, and preparation of a 
dilapidation report for the use of a local road by heavy vehicles.  

 43 conditions were considered not triggered.  

 In addition to the above, one (1) observation was identified in relation to erosion 
and sediment controls.  

There were no findings considered by the Auditor to be open at the time of finalising the third 

Audit Report. 

Erosion and sediment control has been a key issue on the Project due to consistent wet 

weather, the large disturbance footprint and challenging gradients. The Department 

requested focus be applied to this aspect during the audit. The Auditor notes (in Section 3.5) 

that  

 Fulton Hogan appears to have implemented all the actions required by the EPA’s 
recent prevention notice (including having a CPESC verify the adequacy of 
controls at Cut 5). 

 The ER has periodically identified that erosion and sediment controls require 
maintenance or upgrades, but has not identified any serious deficiencies or 
breaches.  

 The sighted Monthly Water Quality Monitoring Reports (Kleinfelder), indicate that 
water quality criteria has not been met on a regular basis following significant 
periods of rain and that this is relatively consistent with the baseline data. The 
Auditor has not verified the degree of consistency or otherwise.  

 Verification of the adequacy of erosion and sediment controls in the audit is 
highly limited due to the finite time spent on site (one day). Notwithstanding this, 
the controls sighted on the day of the inspection, during wet weather, appeared 
to be in place as per the ESCPs and functioning as intended. 

The Auditor acknowledges the auditees' exceptional level of organization, collaboration, and 

assistance during this audit. 
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1. INTRODUCTION  

1.1 Project overview 

TfNSW is responsible for the delivery of the RP2J Project. The Project is located between 

McCaffrey Drive, Rankin Park and Newcastle Road, Jesmond, New South Wales (Figure 1) 

within the Newcastle City Council Local Government Area (LGA). The project involves the 

construction of 3.4 kilometres (km) of new four lane divided road between Lookout Road, 

New Lambton Heights and Newcastle Road, Jesmond. 

The Project is State Significant Infrastructure by virtue of Schedule 3, clause 1 of State 

Environmental Planning Policy (State and Regional Development) 2011 and was approved 

by the Department on 15 February 2019. The approved Project includes: 

 A northern interchange providing access to Newcastle Road and the existing 
Jesmond to Shortland section of the Newcastle Inner City Bypass 

 A full interchange providing access between the John Hunter Hospital precinct 
and the Newcastle Inner City Bypass 

 A southern interchange providing access to Lookout Road and the existing 
Kotara to Rankin Park section of the Newcastle Inner City Bypass 

 Tie in and upgrades to connecting roads, including Lookout Road, McCaffrey 
Drive and Newcastle Road 

 Structures along the road to allow for drainage, animal and pedestrian access 

 Pedestrian and cycling facilities, including a shared path bridge over Newcastle 
Road and grade separation of the existing east west Jesmond Park shared path 
at the northern interchange 

 Operational noise mitigation measures; and 

 Permanent operational water quality treatment measures. 

The Department approved Modification 1 on 7 February 2022 to add four construction 
ancillary sites at Peattie's Road, Cardiff Road, Lookout Road and Astra Street to support the 
construction of the project and updated compliance monitoring and reporting conditions to 
align with recent approvals.  

The Project has been broken into four stages: 

 Stage 1: Detailed design investigations (geotechnical and utility investigations) 
and low impact works (house demolition, heritage investigations, at-house noise 
treatment works, access, installation of environmental controls), these works 
(excluding at-house treatment works) were completed June 2021, with the at-
house treatments predicted to be completed by the end of 2024.   

 Stage 2: Shared Path Bridge (completed March 2021). 

 Stage 3: Southern Interchange Utilities relocation works (completed August 
2022). 

 Stage 4: RP2J construction work (on-going and the subject of this fourth audit). 
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Figure 1: Location Map (Source: EMM 2019; DFSI 2017; ASGC 2006) 
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Figure 2: Rankin Park to Jesmond Project Design Map 

The RP2J component of the Project will provide improved traffic flows across the western 

suburbs of Newcastle and connectivity to Bennetts Green, Charlestown and Jesmond 

shopping centres, the John Hunter Hospital precinct at New Lambton Heights and the 

University of Newcastle at Callahan with connections to the Pacific Highway. 

TfNSW engaged Fulton Hogan as the principal contractor delivering the RP2J. Construction 

of RP2J commenced on 6 March 2023. Works conducted during the audit period (i.e.: 

between May 2023 and May 2024) include:2  

 At property treatment for eligible properties 

 Site clearing and grubbing across most of the alignment 

 Installation and maintenance of sediment and erosion control measures 

 Traffic and pedestrian access realignment 

 Bulk earthworks and including cut to fill and spoil haulage on site and off site, 
and blasting activities  

 Mine grouting  

 Installation of permanent noise walls 

 Dark Creek diversions and culvert construction  

 Bridge structures including piling, concrete formwork, reinforcement and pouring, 
erection of piers and retaining walls on the northern interchange.  

 Utility adjustments.  

1.2 Approval requirements for Audit 

Conditions A34 – A36 set out the requirements for undertaking audits. The conditions give 

effect to the Department’s Independent Audit Post Approval Requirements 2018 (IAPAR).  

 

2 As noted in the Environmental Representative Monthly Reports June 2023 – March 2024 and observed on site.  
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◦ actual impacts compared to predicted impacts documented in the 

environmental impact assessment 

◦ the physical extent of the development in comparison with the approved 

boundary 

◦ incidents, non-compliances and complaints that occurred or were made 

during the audit period 

◦ the performance of the development having regard to agency policy and 

any particular environmental issues identified through consultation carried 

out when developing the scope of the audit, and 

◦ feedback received from the Department, and other agencies and 

stakeholders, including the community or Community Consultative 

Committee, on the environmental performance of the project during the 

audit period. 

 a review of the status of implementation of previous Audit findings 
recommendations and actions (if any) 

 a high-level assessment of whether Environmental Management Plans and Sub-
plans are adequate, and 

 any other matters considered relevant by the auditor or the Department, 
considering relevant regulatory requirements and legislation, knowledge of the 
development’s past performance and comparison to industry best practices. 
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 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) Nov 2016, RMS Appendix B2. Air Quality 
Management Plan  

 SSI-688-Mod-1 Additional ancillary facilities approved on 07 February 2022 

 Construction Environmental Management Plan (CEMP) NICB Rev 5 Stage 4 
Main Works 09 February 2023, Fulton Hogan (FH) 

 Traffic & Transport Management Sub-Plan (TTMP) Rev 8, 16 February 2024, 
Fulton Hogan 

 Noise & Vibration Management Sub-Plan (NVMP) Rev 8 Stage 4 Main Works 24 
February 2023, Fulton Hogan 

 Flora & Fauna Management Sub-Plan (FFMP) Rev 6 Stage 4 Main Works 20 
February 2023, Fulton Hogan 

 Air Quality Management Sub-Plan (AQMP) Rev 5 Stage 4 Main Works 09 
February 2023, Fulton Hogan 

 Soil and Water Management Sub-Plan (SWMP) for NICB RP2J Stage 4 Rev 4, 
20 February 2023, Fulton Hogan 

 Staging Report Rev 3 NICB-RP2J 6 July 2022 to include JHH interface 

 Consistency Assessment Report No. 10 for NICB RP2J Stage 4 Clearing 
extension fell Rev 2, 10 June 2023 

 Consistency Assessment Report No. 11 for NICB RP2J Stage 4 Signage, traffic 
barrier, line marking and ancillary facility Rev 4, 31 August 2023 

 Consistency Assessment Report No. 12 NICB RP2J Stage 4 Bridge 9  Version 3 
(Final) March 2024, TfNSW 

 Ancillary Facility Establishment Management Plan (AFEMP) NICB-RP2J Rev 6 
18 October 2023, Fulton Hogan 

 Minor Ancillary Facility Checklist RP2J – Nth Interchange, 24 May 2023 by 
Fulton Hogan with ER approval 19 June 2023 

 Minor Ancillary Facility Checklist RP2J – Mainline, 24 May 2023 by Fulton Hogan 
with ER approval on 19 June 2023 

 Minor Ancillary Facility Checklist RP2J – Southern Interchange, 11 October 2023 
by Fulton Hogan with ER approval on 11 October 2023 

 Minor Ancillary Facility Checklist RP2J – Southern Interchange, 26 October 2023 
by Fulton Hogan with ER approval on 30 October 2023 

 Minor Ancillary Facility Checklist RP2J – Mainline Fill 3, 29 January 2024 by 
Fulton Hogan with ER approval on 29 January 2024 

 ER Monthly Reports, May 2023 – May 2024, GeoLink.  

3.2 Summary of compliance 

Compliance findings from this fourth audit 

This section, including Table 6, presents the non-compliances and observations from this 

audit, along with the recommended actions in response to each of the findings. The status of 
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open actions from the previous audits are presented in Table 7. Detailed findings against 

each requirement are presented in Appendix A. The findings are summarised as follows: 

 A total of 163 conditions were assessed. 

 118 conditions were considered to be compliant. 

 Two (2) non-compliances were identified, one of which was identified and self-
reported by the auditee during the audit period. These relate to heavy vehicles 
using a local road that was not approved for use, and preparation of a 
dilapidation report for the use of a local road by heavy vehicles.  

 43 conditions were considered not triggered.  

 In addition to the above, one (1) observation was identified in relation to erosion 
and sediment controls.  

Status of findings from the third audit 

There were no findings considered by the Auditor to be open at the time of finalising the third 
Audit Report.4 

 

4 Newcastle Inner City Bypass Rankin Park to Jesmond - Audit 3 – Audit Report, WolfPeak, 6 July 2023.  
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3.3 Adequacy of Environmental Management Plans, 

sub-plans and post approval documents 

The adequacy of post approval documents must be determined on the basis of whether: 

 There are any non-compliances resulting from the implementation of the 
document 

 Whether there are any opportunities for improvement. 

A review was conducted of the:  

 Construction Environmental Management Plan (CEMP) NICB Rev 5 Stage 4 
Main Works 09 February 2023, Fulton Hogan (FH) 

 Traffic & Transport Management Sub-Plan (TTMP) Rev 8, 16 February 2024, 
Fulton Hogan 

 Noise & Vibration Management Sub-Plan (NVMP) Rev 8 Stage 4 Main Works 24 
February 2023, Fulton Hogan 

 Flora & Fauna Management Sub-Plan (FFMP) Rev 6 Stage 4 Main Works 20 
February 2023, Fulton Hogan 

 Air Quality Management Sub-Plan (AQMP) Rev 5 Stage 4 Main Works 09 
February 2023, Fulton Hogan 

 Soil and Water Management Sub-Plan (SWMP) for NICB RP2J Stage 4 Rev 4, 
20 February 2023, Fulton Hogan 

 Waste & Energy Management Sub-Plan (WEMP) NICB-RP2J Stage 4 Main 
Works Rev 6, 20 February 2023, Fulton Hogan. 

The CEMP and Sub-plans were developed in consultation with the ER and the relevant 

agencies, and approved by the Department prior to commencement of construction. The 

documents are considered by the Auditor to be adequate, implemented and maintained for 

the works being undertaken, noting however the self-reported non-compliance relating to 

heavy vehicles using a local road that was not approved for use (and failure to implement 

the TTMP).  

The Auditor does not consider that implementing the documents would result in a non-

compliance, nor are there any opportunities for improvement at this time.  

3.4 Summary of notices from agencies 

The Department issued a warning letter to Fulton Hogan on 11 April 2024 in response to the 

self-reported non-compliance relating to heavy vehicles using a local road that was not 

approved for use (and failure to implement the TTMP). There were no directions from the 

Department within the warning letter.  

The EPA raised one prevention notice on Futon Hogan during the audit period. This was 

raised on the basis that in March and early April 2024 the EPA considered erosion and 

sediment control measures to be inadequate at Cut 5 and that construction water was 

leaving the site at the Cut 5 location into the local catchment. The prevention notice directed 

Fulton Hogan to engage a Certified Professional in Erosion and Sediment Control (CPESC) 
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to inspect and survey the catchment, prepare an updated Erosion and Sediment Control 

Plan (ESCP) for Cut 5, submit this information to EPA, and demonstrate implementation of 

the CPESC’s recommendations. Fulton Hogan engaged SEEC and Adapt (qualified 

CPESCs) to deliver on the required actions. On 4 April 2024 the CPESC confirmed that all 

controls from the updated ESCP had been implemented and that controls were adequate. 

This information was provided to the EPA and the Auditor is not aware of EPA having 

provided a response at the time of drafting this Report.  

3.5 Consultation and other matters considered 

relevant by the Auditor or DPHI 

Other than the matters raised in Table 2, the Auditor has no additional matters to raise. 

Matters raised as part of consultation with agencies and interested parties are discussed 

below.  

Compliance with the erosion and sediment control aspects of any plans 

The Department requested that focus be applied on compliance with the erosion and 

sediment control aspects of any plans.   

As noted in Section 3.4, the EPA raised a prevention notice on Fulton Hogan on the basis it 

considered erosion and sediment control measures to be inadequate at Cut 5 and that 

construction water was leaving the site at the Cut 5 location into the local catchment. This 

was following several inspections and conducting water samples with elevated turbidity 

levels.  

The Auditor notes the following:  

 In response to the directions in the prevention notice, Fulton Hogan engaged a 
CPESC to inspect and survey the catchment, prepare an updated ESCP for Cut 
5, and verify that all controls had been implemented and that controls were 
adequate. This was completed in early April 2024 and the CPESC confirmed that 
they were satisfied with the standard of controls implemented on site.  

 The ER has identified in the ER Monthly Reports that erosion and sediment 
controls require maintenance or upgrades, but has not identified any serious 
deficiencies or breaches.  

 The sighted surface water monitoring results (as presented in the Monthly Water 
Quality Monitoring Reports (Kleinfelder), and summarised for the Environmental 
Review Group each month) indicates that water quality criteria has not been met 
on a regular basis following significant periods of rain. Kleinfelder indicates in its 
reports that ‘the water quality results are relatively consistent with the summary 
provided in the SWGWCMP for the baseline data, which has detected analytes 
to be above the performance criteria, attributed to ambient background 
concentrations for the urban setting of the site.’ The Auditor has not verified the 
degree of consistency or otherwise.  

 Verification of the adequacy of erosion and sediment controls in the audit is 
highly limited due to the finite time spent on site (one day) and the dynamic 
nature of the Project works and weather over the audit period. Notwithstanding 
this, 20.2mm of rain fell on the day of the audit site inspection (with 53.4mm 
recorded in the five days up to and including the day of the inspection) and the 
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controls were overtopping, but appeared in place as per the ESCPs and to be 
functioning as intended. 

Preparation and implementation of water documentation 

The Water Group requested that the audit assess compliance with conditions relating to 

water management plans and related documents and processes.  

The Auditor draws attention to the Water Group’s letter in Appendix C and the generic 

references to compliance with conditions and legislative requirements relating to:   

 Preparation and implementation of water management plans 

 Preparation and implementation of trigger action response plans for water 
resources 

 Water supply, Water Access Licences, Water Metering and Annual Reporting on 
these. 

The Water Group was consulted for the development of the Soil and Water Management 
Sub-plan and the Surface and Groundwater Monitoring Program as per conditions C4 and 
C9 and their comments were addressed prior to the Department ultimately approving each.  

The Auditor draws attention to the findings for conditions C8, C14, E57, E85 and E86, each 
of which are considered to be compliant (for water related requirements), and demonstrating 
that the relevant documents have been prepared and implemented in accordance with the 
conditions.  

There are no conditions requiring preparation and implementation of trigger action response 
plans for water resources specifically, but the CEMP, Soil and Water Management Sub-plan 
and the Surface and Groundwater Monitoring Program do have sections on corrective 
actions in response to departures from expected results or deficiencies in controls. The 
Auditor is not aware of corrective actions needing to be applied beyond implementing 
maintenance and improvements to erosion and sediment controls.  

There are no conditions relating to Water supply, Water Access Licences, Water Metering 
and Annual Reporting on these (excluding the submission of the Water Quality Monitoring 
Report in line with condition C10). Any legislative requirements associated with these 
activities would be incorporated into SSI conditions if they were relevant or required by the 
Department or relevant agencies.  

3.6 Complaints 

Details of how to make a complaint are provided on the RP2J project webpage, on Project 

updates issued to the community and on site signage / shade cloth.  

All community complaints relating to the RP2J project are recorded in a Consultation 

Manager (CM) database system. CM is used to track the recording, investigation and 

handling of all community and stakeholder complaints relating to the works. The ER has 

access to the CM portal and can sight complaints received at any time.  

Evidence was provided indicating that complaints are reviewed by TfNSW and the FH 

Community Relations Manager, allocated to the appropriate personnel for response and 

corrective or preventative action initiated.  

During the audit period 114 complaints were recorded on the CM complaints register 

provided by the auditee (refer Figure 4). These related to noise, soil and water, dust, traffic 
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3.8 Actual versus predicted impacts 

Predicted outcomes associated with construction are described in: 

 Section 7 of the Newcastle Inner City Bypass (NICB) – Rankin Park to Jesmond 
(RP2J) Environmental Impact Statement Volume 1, RMS, November 2016 

 Section 6 of the Newcastle Inner City Bypass (NICB) – Rankin Park to Jesmond 
(RP2J), Submissions and Preferred Infrastructure Report, TfNSW, June 2018; 
and 

 Section 7 of the Modification Report Newcastle Inner City Bypass (NICB) – 
Rankin Park to Jesmond (RP2J) Modification Report: additional construction 
compounds, TfNSW,  May 2021. 

Together, and for the purposes of this section, the aforementioned documents are referred 

to here as the EIS.   

The EIS include a voluminous number of studies and predictions that relied on observation, 

measurement and modelling of the existing environments and potential outcomes arising 

from the Project (including mitigation measures). Full assessment of the accuracy of these 

predictions would also require a significant number of studies involving measurement and 

modelling using actual data points as inputs.  

Other than the requirements specified in the conditions and identified mitigation measures, 

to the Auditor’s knowledge there are no requirements to undertake such studies, and doing 

so does not form part of this Audit. 

We have provided an overview of the actual versus predicted impacts in Table 7 below.
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3.9 Key strength and environmental performance 

The Project demonstrated a high degree of compliance with their environmental obligations under 
the SSI-6888 Approval, with the following key strengths observed by the Auditor: 

 Environmental records were well-organised and readily available during the site 
inspection and interview with key Project personnel. The CEMP and associated sub-
plans appear to have been implemented.  

 Despite the significant surface water risks posed by construction water runoff during 
high rain events, the Project appears to have applied great effort in installing and 
maintaining controls. This includes the area subject to the EPA prevention notice (Cut 
5) and at the John Hunter Hospital upgrade interface.  

 Separation of traffic and access to the northern interchange (including the use of a slip 
lane for construction vehicles) was well organised.  

 Operational noise walls have been largely erected adjacent properties at the northern 
interchange assisting with noise attenuation during construction.  

 The ER has not identified any serious environmental impacts or non-conformities in the 
Monthly Reports for the audit period.  
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4. CONCLUSION 

This Audit Report presents the findings from the fourth audit for the Stage 4 construction, covering 

the period 26 May 2023 to 25 May 2024.  

The overall outcome of the audit was very positive. Compliance records were organised and 

available at the time of the site inspection and interviews with Project personnel from TfNSW and 

Fulton Hogan. Relevant environmental and compliance monitoring records were being collected 

and reported as required to provide verification of compliance to statutory requirements and the 

broader Project environmental requirements.  

Detailed findings against each requirement are presented in Appendix A. The findings are 

summarised as follows: 

 A total of 163 conditions were assessed. 

 118 conditions were considered to be compliant. 

 Two (2) non-compliances were identified, one of which was identified and self-reported 
by the auditee during the audit period. These relate to heavy vehicles using a local 
road that was not approved for use, and preparation of a dilapidation report for the use 
of a local road by heavy vehicles.  

 43 conditions were considered not triggered.  

 In addition to the above, one (1) observation was identified in relation to erosion and 
sediment controls.  

There were no findings considered by the Auditor to be open at the time of finalising the third Audit 

Report. 

Erosion and sediment control has been a key issue on the Project due to consistent wet weather, 

the large disturbance footprint and challenging gradients. The Department requested focus be 

applied to this aspect during the audit. The Auditor notes (in Section 3.5) that  

 Fulton Hogan appears to have implemented all the actions required by the EPA’s 
recent prevention notice (including having a CPESC verify the adequacy of controls at 
Cut 5). 

 The ER has periodically identified that erosion and sediment controls require 
maintenance or upgrades, but has not identified any serious deficiencies or breaches.  

 The sighted Monthly Water Quality Monitoring Reports (Kleinfelder), indicate that water 
quality criteria has not been met on a regular basis following significant periods of rain 
and that this is relatively consistent with the baseline data. The Auditor has not verified 
the degree of consistency or otherwise.  

 Verification of the adequacy of erosion and sediment controls in the audit is highly 
limited due to the finite time spent on site (one day). Notwithstanding this, the controls 
sighted on the day of the inspection, during wet weather, appeared to be in place as 
per the ESCPs and functioning as intended. 

The Auditor acknowledges the auditees' exceptional level of organization, collaboration, and 

assistance during this audit. 
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5. LIMITATIONS 

This Document has been provided by WolfPeak Pty Ltd (WolfPeak) to the Client and is subject to the 

following limitations: 

This Document has been prepared for the particular purpose/s outlined in the WolfPeak 

proposal/contract/relevant terms of engagement, or as otherwise agreed, between WolfPeak and the Client.  

In preparing this Document, WolfPeak has relied upon data, surveys, analyses, designs, plans and other 

information provided by the Client and other individuals and organisations (the information). Except as 

otherwise stated in the Document, WolfPeak has not verified the accuracy or completeness of the 

information. To the extent that the statements, opinions, facts, findings, conclusions and/or 

recommendations in this Document (conclusions) are based in whole or part on the information, those 

conclusions are contingent upon the accuracy and completeness of the information. WolfPeak will not be 

liable in relation to incorrect conclusions should any information be incomplete, incorrect or have been 

concealed, withheld, misrepresented or otherwise not fully disclosed to WolfPeak.  

With respect to conditions relating to compliance with the design, Building Codes of Australia (BCA) or 

satisfaction of the Independent Verifier / Certifier / Certifying Authority, the Audits relied on confirmation from 

the Independent Verifier / Certifier / Certifying Authority that this is the case. The Audits do not extend to an 

assessment of the works against the design or BCA requirements themselves, nor did they examine the 

steps the Independent Verifier / Certifier / Certifying Authority has taken to verify that the design is compliant. 

The assessment of actual impacts and those predicted in the Environmental Impact Assessment(s) was a 

high-level assessment qualitative assessment only. The Environmental Impact Assessment(s) include a 

voluminous number of studies and predictions that relied on observation, measurement and modelling of the 

existing environments and potential outcomes arising from the Project (including mitigation measures). Full 

assessment of the accuracy of these predictions would also require a significant number of studies involving 

measurement and modelling using actual data points as inputs. Other than the requirements specified in the, 

to the Auditor’s knowledge there are no requirements to undertake such studies and doing so does not form 

part of this Audit. 

Audits of all post approval documents prepared to satisfy the conditions, including an assessment of the 

implementation of Environmental Management Plans and Sub-plans, adopts a Judgement Based Sampling 

approach. Judgement Based Sampling is the process of selecting a sample of commitments and evidence 

from within the total available data set (population) to obtain and evaluate evidence about some 

characteristic of that population, in order to form a conclusion concerning the population. 

This Document has been prepared for the exclusive benefit of the Client and no other party. WolfPeak bears 

no responsibility for the use of this Document, in whole or in part, in other contexts or for any other purpose. 

WolfPeak bears no responsibility and will not be liable to any other person or organisation for or in relation to 

any matter dealt with in this Document, or for any loss or damage suffered by any other person or 

organisation arising from matters dealt with or conclusions expressed in this Document (including without 

limitation matters arising from any negligent act or omission of WolfPeak or for any loss or damage suffered 

by any other party relying upon the matters dealt with or conclusions expressed in this Document). Other 

parties should not rely upon this Document or the accuracy or completeness of any conclusions and should 

make their own inquiries and obtain independent advice in relation to such matters. 

To the best of WolfPeak’s knowledge, the facts and matters described in this Document reasonably 

represent the Client’s intentions at the time of which WolfPeak issued the Document to the Client. However, 

the passage of time, the manifestation of latent conditions or the impact of future events (including a change 

in applicable law) may have resulted in a variation of the Document and its possible impact. WolfPeak will 

not be liable to update or revise the Document to take into account any events or emergent circumstances or 

facts occurring or becoming apparent after the date of issue of the Document.  
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APPENDIX A - SSI 6888 CONDITIONS OF 

APPROVAL 
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Email 17/10/22 NCC-FH re: Approval of AQMP from NCC 

Email 26/09/22 TfNSW-HealthNSW re: Submission of AQMP to 

Health NSW 

Email 13/10/22 HealthNSW-TfNSW re: Health NSW comments 

on AQMP 

Email 17/10/22 TfNSW-HealthNSW re: Response to Health 

NSW comment on AQMP 

Email 19/10/22 TfNSW-HealthNSW re: Follow up on AQMP 

approval 

Email 24/10/22 HealthNSW-TfNSW re: Approval of AQMP 

Soil & Water Management Sub-Plan (SWMP) NICB-RP2J Stage 

4 Main Works Rev 4, 20/02/23, Fulton Hogan 

Email 5/10/22 FH-NCC re: Submission of SWMP to NCC 

Email 25/10/22 FH-NCC re: Follow up on the approval of SWMP 

from NCC 

Email 25/10/22 NCC-FH re: Approval of SWMP from NCC 

Email 28/10/22 TfNSW-Fisheries re: Submission of SWMP 

Email 10/11/22 Fisheries-TfNSW re: Approval of SWMP from 

Fisheries 

Email 5/10/22 FH-DPHIWater re: Submission of SWMP to DPHI 

Water 

Email 18/10/22 DPHIWater-FH re: DPHI Water comment on 

SWMP 

Letter 18/10/22 DPHI-FH re: NICB-RP2J Stage 4 SWMP – DPHI 

Water review and comment 

Email 18/10/22 FH-DPHIWater re: FH response on SWMP from 

DPHI Water comments 

Email 19/10/22 DPHIWater-FH re: Approval of SWMP from 

DPHI Water 

Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Management Sub-Plan (ACHMP) 

NICB-RP2J Stage 4 Main Works Rev 6, 20/02/23, Fulton Hogan 

Email 19/10/22 Heritage NSW-FH re: Heritage NSW approval on 

ACHMP 

Email 17/10/22 FH- Awabakal Local Aboriginal Land Council re: 

Follow up on the approval of ACHMP 

Email 7/09/22 FH-Awabakal Local Aboriginal Land Council re: 

Submission of ACHMP 

Email 5/10/22 Wattaka-FH re: Approval of ACHMP 

Email 14/08/22 FH-Awabakal re: Submission of ACHMP 

Email 13/10/22 FH-Awabakal re: Confirmation of discussed item 

relating to ACHMP 

Email 17/08/22 FH-Hunter Valley Cultural Surveying re: 

Submission of ACHMP 

Email 17/10/22 FH-Hunter Valley Cultural Surveying re: Follow 

up on the approval of submitted ACHMP 

Email 17/08/22 FH-valleyelcorp re: Submission  of ACHMP to 

Aboriginal and Native Title Corporation (Valley ELM Corp) 
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Email 17/10/22 NCC-FH re: Approval of AQMP from NCC 

Email 26/09/22 TfNSW-HealthNSW re: Submission of AQMP to 

Health NSW 

Email 13/10/22 HealthNSW-TfNSW re: Health NSW comments 

on AQMP 

Email 17/10/22 TfNSW-HealthNSW re: Response to Health 

NSW comment on AQMP 

Email 19/10/22 TfNSW-HealthNSW re: Follow up on AQMP 

approval 

Email 24/10/22 HealthNSW-TfNSW re: Approval of AQMP 

Soil and Water management Sub-Plan (SWMP) for NICB RP2J 

Stage 4 Rev 4, 20/02/2023, FH 

Email 5/10/22 FH-NCC re: Submission of SWMP to NCC 

Email 25/10/22 FH-NCC re: Follow up on the approval of SWMP 

from NCC 

Email 25/10/22 NCC-FH re: Approval of SWMP from NCC 

Email 28/10/22 TfNSW-Fisheries re: Submission of SWMP 

Email 10/11/22 Fisheries-TfNSW re: Approval of SWMP from 

Fisheries 

Email 5/10/22 FH-DPHIWater re: Submission of SWMP to DPHI 

Water 

Email 18/10/22 DPHIWater-FH re: DPHI Water comment on 

SWMP 

Letter 18/10/22 DPHI-FH re: NICB-RP2J Stage 4 SWMP – DPHI 

Water review and comment 

Email 18/10/22 FH-DPHIWater re: FH response on SWMP from 

DPHI Water comments 

Email 19/10/22 DPHIWater-FH re: Approval of SWMP from 

DPHI Water 

Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Management Sub-Plan (ACHMP) 

for NICB RP2J Stage 4 Rev 6, 20/02/2023 by FH 

Email 19/10/22 Heritage NSW-FH re: Heritage NSW approval on 

ACHMP 

Email 17/10/22 FH- Awabakal Local Aboriginal Land Council re: 

Follow up on the approval of ACHMP 

Email 7/09/22 FH-Awabakal Local Aboriginal Land Council re: 

Submission of ACHMP 

Email 5/10/22 Wattaka-FH re: Approval of ACHMP 

Email 14/08/22 FH-Awabakal re: Submission of ACHMP 

Email 13/10/22 FH-Awabakal re: Confirmation of discussed item 

relating to ACHMP 

Email 17/08/22 FH-Hunter Valley Cultural Surveying re: 

Submission of ACHMP 

Email 17/10/22 FH-Hunter Valley Cultural Surveying re: Follow 

up on the approval of submitted ACHMP 

Email 17/08/22 FH-valleyelcorp re: Submission  of ACHMP to 

Aboriginal and Native Title Corporation (Valley ELM Corp) 

j. Amanda Hickey Cultural Services 

k. A1 Indigenous Services 

l. Lower Hunter Aboriginal Incorporated 

m. Wonn1 (Entity of Kauwul Pty Ltd) 

n. Didge Ngunawal Clan 

o. Murra Bidgee Mullangari Aboriginal Corporation Cultural 

Heritage 

p. Yinarr Cultural Services 

q. Awabakal Descendants Traditional Owners 

 

g. FMP 

1. City of Newcastle 
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APPENDIX B – PLANNING SECRETARY 

AGREEMENT OF INDEPENDNET AUDITOR 

  



Department of Planning, Housing and Infrastructure

4 Parramatta Square, 12 Darcy Street, Parramatta NSW 2150
Locked Bag 5022, Parramatta NSW 2124

www.dphi.nsw.gov.au 1

NSW Planning ref: SSI-6888-PA-149

Lawson Gill
Senior Environment & Sustainability Officer
Transport for New South Wales
L6, 6 Stewart Avenue 
Newcastle West NSW 2302
02/04/2024

Sent via the Major Projects Portal only

Subject: Newcastle Inner City Bypass - Independent Audit 4 – audit team change request

Dear Mr Gill

Reference is made to your post approval matter, SSI-6888-PA-149, request for the Planning
Secretary’s approval of suitably qualified, experienced, and independent person/s to conduct an
Independent Audit of the Newcastle Inner City Bypass, submitted as required by Schedule 2, Part A,
Condition A35 of SSI-6888 as modified (the approval) to the NSW Department of Planning, Housing,
and Infrastructure (NSW Planning) on 21 March 2024.

NSW Planning has reviewed the independent auditor nominations and based on the information you
have provided is satisfied that the proposed person/s are suitably qualified, experienced, and
independent.

In accordance with Schedule 2, Part A, Condition A35 of the approval and the NSW Planning
Independent Audit Post Approval Requirements (2018), as nominee of the Planning Secretary, I
endorse the following independent audit team:

 Mr Derek Low

 Mr Ricardo Prieto-Curie

Please ensure this correspondence is appended to the Independent Audit Report. 

The Independent Audit must be prepared, undertaken, and finalised in accordance with the conditions
of approval and the NSW Planning Independent Audit Post Approval Requirements (2018). Failure to
meet these requirements will require revision and resubmission.

NSW Planning reserves the right to request an alternate auditor or audit team for future audits. 

Should you wish to discuss the matter further, please contact Joel Curran, Senior Compliance
Officer on 02 4904 2702 or email compliance@planning.nsw.gov.au



Department of Planning, Housing and Infrastructure

4 Parramatta Square, 12 Darcy Street, Parramatta NSW 2150
Locked Bag 5022, Parramatta NSW 2124

www.dphi.nsw.gov.au 2

As nominee of the Planning Secretary
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APPENDIX C – CONSULTATION RECORDS 

 

  





2

I am preparing to undertake the fourth independent audit on the Project (the second to be completed by WolfPeak). 
The audit is required to be conducted in accordance with SSI 6888 condition A35 and the Department’s 2018 
Independent Audits Post Approval Requirements (or IAPAR).  
The consent is available at the following link: https://www.planningportal.nsw.gov.au/major-projects/projects/nicb-
rankin-park-jesmond-bypass 
The IAPAR is available at the following link: https://www.planning.nsw.gov.au/assess-and-regulate/about-
compliance/inspections-and-enforcements/independent-audit-post-approval-requirements 
 
The audit is currently scheduled to occur on 21 May 2024 (with preparation of the audit report occurring thereafter) 
and pertains to post-approval requirements and compliance. 
 
In accordance with Section 3.2 of the IAPAR, I am consulting with the Department on the scope of the audit.  
 
As you will see the required scope (outlined in Section 3.3 of the IAPAR) already covers an assessment of each relevant 
Condition of Approval along with all post approval documents prepared to satisfy the Conditions of Approval, including 
an assessment of the implementation of Environmental Management Plans and Sub-plans, complaints, incidents and so 
forth. These are included in the audit scope for this Project.  
 
I note that in preparation for the previous audit, WolfPeak consulted with NSW Health, the NSW EPA, Newcastle City 
Council, DCCEEW, DPE Water, DPI Fisheries, Lake Macquarie Council and BCT.  
Responses were provided from NSW Health, the NSW EPA, Newcastle City Council; and WolfPeak intends to consult 
with these stakeholders in preparation for the upcoming audit.  
No responses were provided from DCCEEW, DPE Water, DPI Fisheries, Lake Macquarie Council and BCT; and WolfPeak 
does not propose to consult with these stakeholders again, unless directed to do so by the Department.  
 
In providing input to the scope, I kindly request Department confirm:  

- if it any key issues it would like examined, relating to post-approval requirements and compliance that are not 
already called up by the scope in Section 3.3 of the IAPAR; or 

- if it recommends that other parties or agencies are to be consulted. If so I request that the Department identify 
those parties.  

 
Any questions please let me know. I look forward to hearing from you.  
 
Regards, 
 
 
Derek Low | Principal 
Execu�ve Director - Infrastructure & Environmental Assurance  
 

  

 
P: 1800 979 716 
M: 0402 403 716 
A: Gadigal Country - Suite 2, Level 10, 82 Elizabeth St, Sydney NSW 2000 
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At WolfPeak, we live by our values and are commi�ed to building a be�er future by enabling prosperity, environmental protec�on and posi�ve 
stakeholder outcomes. In doing so, we acknowledge the Tradi�onal Owners of Country and all Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander people with 
whom we collaborate with, and respect their con�nuous connec�on to the land, waters and community. We commit to amplifying their voices in 
all aspects of our business and recognise their con�nued custodianship over the lands that have built modern Australia. 
 
This email is intended only for the addressee and may contain confidential information. If you receive this email in error, please delete it and any 
attachments and notify the sender immediately by reply email. WolfPeak takes all care to ensure that attachments are free from viruses or other 
defects. WolfPeak assume no liability for any loss, damage or other consequences, which may arise from opening or using an attachment. Consider 
the environment. Please don't print this e-mail unless really necessary. 
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Cc: Lawson Gill <Lawson.Gill@transport.nsw.gov.au>; Rebecca Vaughan <Rebecca.Vaughan@transport.nsw.gov.au>; 
Joyce Acierda <jacierda@wolfpeak.com.au>; Simon Lund <Simon.Lund@epa.nsw.gov.au>; Johanne Hunt 
<johanne.hunt@epa.nsw.gov.au> 
Subject: NICB Rankin Park to Jesmond Bypass SSI 6888 - Independent Audit 
 
Hi there.  
 
I am one of the Department approved Independent Auditors on the NICB Rankin Park to Jesmond Bypass SSI 6888 (the 
Project).  
 
I am preparing to undertake the fourth independent audit on the Project (the second to be completed by WolfPeak). 
The audit is required to be conducted in accordance with SSI 6888 condition A35 and the Department’s 2018 
Independent Audits Post Approval Requirements (or IAPAR).  
The consent is available at the following link: https://www.planningportal.nsw.gov.au/major-projects/projects/nicb-
rankin-park-jesmond-bypass 
The IAPAR is available at the following link: https://www.planning.nsw.gov.au/assess-and-regulate/about-
compliance/inspections-and-enforcements/independent-audit-post-approval-requirements 
 
The audit is currently scheduled to occur on 21 May 2024 (with preparation of the audit report occurring thereafter) 
and pertains to post-approval requirements and compliance. 
 
In accordance with Section 3.2 of the IAPAR, I am consulting with the EPA on the scope of the audit.  
 
As you will see the required scope (outlined in Section 3.3 of the IAPAR) already covers an assessment of each relevant 
Condition of Approval along with all post approval documents prepared to satisfy the Conditions of Approval, including 
an assessment of the implementation of Environmental Management Plans and Sub-plans, complaints, incidents and so 
forth. These are included in the audit scope for this Project.  
 
I kindly request the EPA confirm if it any key issues it would like examined, relating to post-approval requirements and 
compliance that are not already called up by the scope in Section 3.3 of the IAPAR.   
 
Any questions please let me know. I look forward to hearing from you.  
 
Regards, 
 
 
Derek Low | Principal 
Execu�ve Director - Infrastructure & Environmental Assurance  
 

  

 
P: 1800 979 716 
M: 0402 403 716 
A: Gadigal Country - Suite 2, Level 10, 82 Elizabeth St, Sydney NSW 2000 
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At WolfPeak, we live by our values and are commi�ed to building a be�er future by enabling prosperity, environmental protec�on and posi�ve 
stakeholder outcomes. In doing so, we acknowledge the Tradi�onal Owners of Country and all Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander people with 
whom we collaborate with, and respect their con�nuous connec�on to the land, waters and community. We commit to amplifying their voices in 
all aspects of our business and recognise their con�nued custodianship over the lands that have built modern Australia. 
 
This email is intended only for the addressee and may contain confidential information. If you receive this email in error, please delete it and any 
attachments and notify the sender immediately by reply email. WolfPeak takes all care to ensure that attachments are free from viruses or other 
defects. WolfPeak assume no liability for any loss, damage or other consequences, which may arise from opening or using an attachment. Consider 
the environment. Please don't print this e-mail unless really necessary. 

-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
----------------------------------- 
This email is intended for the addressee(s) named and may contain confidential and/or privileged 
information.  
If you are not the intended recipient, please notify the sender and then delete it immediately. 
Any views expressed in this email are those of the individual sender except where the sender expressly 
and with authority states them to be the views of the Environment Protection Authority. 

PLEASE CONSIDER THE ENVIRONMENT BEFORE PRINTING THIS EMAIL 
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I am preparing to undertake the fourth independent audit on the Project (the second to be completed by WolfPeak). 
The audit is required to be conducted in accordance with SSI 6888 condition A35 and the Department’s 2018 
Independent Audits Post Approval Requirements (or IAPAR).  
The consent is available at the following link: https://www.planningportal.nsw.gov.au/major-projects/projects/nicb-
rankin-park-jesmond-bypass 
The IAPAR is available at the following link: https://www.planning.nsw.gov.au/assess-and-regulate/about-
compliance/inspections-and-enforcements/independent-audit-post-approval-requirements 
 
The audit is currently scheduled to occur on 21 May 2024 (with preparation of the audit report occurring thereafter) 
and pertains to post-approval requirements and compliance. 
 
In accordance with Section 3.2 of the IAPAR, I am consulting with the BCT on the scope of the audit.  
 
As you will see the required scope (outlined in Section 3.3 of the IAPAR) already covers an assessment of each relevant 
Condition of Approval along with all post approval documents prepared to satisfy the Conditions of Approval, including 
an assessment of the implementation of Environmental Management Plans and Sub-plans, complaints, incidents and so 
forth. These are included in the audit scope for this Project.  
 
I kindly request BCT confirm if it any key issues it would like examined, relating to post-approval requirements and 
compliance that are not already called up by the scope in Section 3.3 of the IAPAR.   
 
Any questions please let me know. I look forward to hearing from you.  
 
Regards, 
 
 
Derek Low | Principal 
Execu�ve Director - Infrastructure & Environmental Assurance  
 

  

 
P: 1800 979 716 
M: 0402 403 716 
A: Gadigal Country - Suite 2, Level 10, 82 Elizabeth St, Sydney NSW 2000 
 
At WolfPeak, we live by our values and are commi�ed to building a be�er future by enabling prosperity, environmental protec�on and posi�ve 
stakeholder outcomes. In doing so, we acknowledge the Tradi�onal Owners of Country and all Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander people with 
whom we collaborate with, and respect their con�nuous connec�on to the land, waters and community. We commit to amplifying their voices in 
all aspects of our business and recognise their con�nued custodianship over the lands that have built modern Australia. 
 
This email is intended only for the addressee and may contain confidential information. If you receive this email in error, please delete it and any 
attachments and notify the sender immediately by reply email. WolfPeak takes all care to ensure that attachments are free from viruses or other 
defects. WolfPeak assume no liability for any loss, damage or other consequences, which may arise from opening or using an attachment. Consider 
the environment. Please don't print this e-mail unless really necessary. 
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The audit is currently scheduled to occur on 21 May 2024 (with preparation of the audit report occurring thereafter) 
and pertains to post-approval requirements and compliance. 
 
In accordance with Section 3.2 of the IAPAR, I am consulting with Fisheries on the scope of the audit.  
 
As you will see the required scope (outlined in Section 3.3 of the IAPAR) already covers an assessment of each relevant 
Condition of Approval along with all post approval documents prepared to satisfy the Conditions of Approval, including 
an assessment of the implementation of Environmental Management Plans and Sub-plans, complaints, incidents and so 
forth. These are included in the audit scope for this Project.  
 
I kindly request Fisheries confirm if it any key issues it would like examined, relating to post-approval requirements and 
compliance that are not already called up by the scope in Section 3.3 of the IAPAR.   
 
Any questions please let me know. I look forward to hearing from you.  
 
Regards, 
 
 
Derek Low | Principal 
Execu�ve Director - Infrastructure & Environmental Assurance  
 

  

 
P: 1800 979 716 
M: 0402 403 716 
A: Gadigal Country - Suite 2, Level 10, 82 Elizabeth St, Sydney NSW 2000 
 
At WolfPeak, we live by our values and are commi�ed to building a be�er future by enabling prosperity, environmental protec�on and posi�ve 
stakeholder outcomes. In doing so, we acknowledge the Tradi�onal Owners of Country and all Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander people with 
whom we collaborate with, and respect their con�nuous connec�on to the land, waters and community. We commit to amplifying their voices in 
all aspects of our business and recognise their con�nued custodianship over the lands that have built modern Australia. 
 
This email is intended only for the addressee and may contain confidential information. If you receive this email in error, please delete it and any 
attachments and notify the sender immediately by reply email. WolfPeak takes all care to ensure that attachments are free from viruses or other 
defects. WolfPeak assume no liability for any loss, damage or other consequences, which may arise from opening or using an attachment. Consider 
the environment. Please don't print this e-mail unless really necessary. 
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P: 1800 979 716 
M: 0402 403 716 
A: Gadigal Country - Suite 2, Level 10, 82 Elizabeth St, Sydney NSW 2000 
 
At WolfPeak, we live by our values and are commi�ed to building a be�er future by enabling prosperity, environmental protec�on and posi�ve 
stakeholder outcomes. In doing so, we acknowledge the Tradi�onal Owners of Country and all Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander people with 
whom we collaborate with, and respect their con�nuous connec�on to the land, waters and community. We commit to amplifying their voices in 
all aspects of our business and recognise their con�nued custodianship over the lands that have built modern Australia. 
 
This email is intended only for the addressee and may contain confidential information. If you receive this email in error, please delete it and any 
attachments and notify the sender immediately by reply email. WolfPeak takes all care to ensure that attachments are free from viruses or other 
defects. WolfPeak assume no liability for any loss, damage or other consequences, which may arise from opening or using an attachment. Consider 
the environment. Please don't print this e-mail unless really necessary. 
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The consent is available at the following link: https://www.planningportal.nsw.gov.au/major-projects/projects/nicb-
rankin-park-jesmond-bypass 
The IAPAR is available at the following link: https://www.planning.nsw.gov.au/assess-and-regulate/about-
compliance/inspections-and-enforcements/independent-audit-post-approval-requirements 
  
The audit is currently scheduled to occur on 21 May 2024 (with preparation of the audit report occurring thereafter) 
and pertains to post-approval requirements and compliance. 
  
In accordance with Section 3.2 of the IAPAR, I am consulting with Council on the scope of the audit.  
  
As you will see the required scope (outlined in Section 3.3 of the IAPAR) already covers an assessment of each relevant 
Condition of Approval along with all post approval documents prepared to satisfy the Conditions of Approval, including 
an assessment of the implementation of Environmental Management Plans and Sub-plans, complaints, incidents and so 
forth. These are included in the audit scope for this Project.  
  
I kindly request Council confirm if it any key issues it would like examined, relating to post-approval requirements and 
compliance that are not already called up by the scope in Section 3.3 of the IAPAR.   
  
Any questions please let me know. I look forward to hearing from you.  
  
Regards, 
  
  
Derek Low | Principal 
Execu�ve Director - Infrastructure & Environmental Assurance  
  

  

 
P: 1800 979 716 
M: 0402 403 716 
A: Gadigal Country - Suite 2, Level 10, 82 Elizabeth St, Sydney NSW 2000 
  
At WolfPeak, we live by our values and are commi�ed to building a be�er future by enabling prosperity, environmental protec�on and posi�ve 
stakeholder outcomes. In doing so, we acknowledge the Tradi�onal Owners of Country and all Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander people with 
whom we collaborate with, and respect their con�nuous connec�on to the land, waters and community. We commit to amplifying their voices in 
all aspects of our business and recognise their con�nued custodianship over the lands that have built modern Australia. 
  
This email is intended only for the addressee and may contain confidential information. If you receive this email in error, please delete it and any 
attachments and notify the sender immediately by reply email. WolfPeak takes all care to ensure that attachments are free from viruses or other 
defects. WolfPeak assume no liability for any loss, damage or other consequences, which may arise from opening or using an attachment. Consider 
the environment. Please don't print this e-mail unless really necessary. 
 

Disclaimer 

This information is intended for the addressee only. The use, copying or distribution of this message or any information it contains, 
by anyone other than the addressee is prohibited by the sender. Any views expressed in this communication are those of the sender, 
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except where the sender specifically states that the views are of Council. All information provided to us is treated in accordance with 
Lake Macquarie City Council’s Privacy Management Plan (www.lakemac.com.au/Privacy-Statement). Information provided in 
correspondence, submissions or requests (verbal, electronic or written), including personal information may also be made publicly 
available, including via Council’s website, in accordance with the Government Information (Public Access) Act 2009 (NSW).  
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P: 1800 979 716 
M: 0402 403 716 
A: Gadigal Country - Suite 2, Level 10, 82 Elizabeth St, Sydney NSW 2000 
 
At WolfPeak, we live by our values and are commi�ed to building a be�er future by enabling prosperity, environmental protec�on and posi�ve 
stakeholder outcomes. In doing so, we acknowledge the Tradi�onal Owners of Country and all Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander people with 
whom we collaborate with, and respect their con�nuous connec�on to the land, waters and community. We commit to amplifying their voices in 
all aspects of our business and recognise their con�nued custodianship over the lands that have built modern Australia. 
 
This email is intended only for the addressee and may contain confidential information. If you receive this email in error, please delete it and any 
attachments and notify the sender immediately by reply email. WolfPeak takes all care to ensure that attachments are free from viruses or other 
defects. WolfPeak assume no liability for any loss, damage or other consequences, which may arise from opening or using an attachment. Consider 
the environment. Please don't print this e-mail unless really necessary. 
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APPENDIX D – INSPECTION PHOTOS  
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5 Northern interchange.  

Erosion and sediment 

controls in place and 

functioning.  

 

6 Northern interchange.  

Erosion and sediment 

controls in place and 

functioning.  

 

7 Northern interchange / 

Cut 5.  

Erosion and sediment 

controls in place and 

functioning. Good 

boundary controls in 

place.  

 

8 Northern interchange.  

Erosion and sediment 

controls in place and 

functioning. Noise 

walls being erected.  
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9 Northern interchange.  

Erosion and sediment 

controls in place and 

functioning.  

 

10 George McGregor 

Park.  

Tree protection in 

place.  

 

11 George McGregor 

Park.  

Erosion and sediment 

controls in place and 

functioning. 
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12 George McGregor 

Park.  

Erosion and sediment 

controls in place and 

functioning. 

 

13 Lookout Road.  

Erosion and sediment 

controls in place and 

functioning. 
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APPENDIX E – AUDITOR DECLARATION  

 

 



 
Independent Audit Report Declaration 

 

Page 1 of 1 

Project Name: Newcastle Inner City Bypass – Rankin Park to Jesmond 

Consent Number: SSI 6888 

Description of Project: Newcastle Inner City Bypass about 3.4 kilometres in length between Rankin Park and 
Jesmond 

Project Address: Land in the suburbs of Cardiff Heights, Elermore Vale, Jesmond, Kotara, Lambton, 
New Lambton, New Lambton Heights, North Lambton, Rankin Park and Wallsend 

Proponent: Transport for NSW 

Title of Audit Independent Audit No. 4 

Date: 19 March 2024 

 

I declare that I have undertaken the Independent Audit and prepared the contents of the attached Independent Audit 
Report and to the best of my knowledge: 

i. the audit has been undertaken in accordance with relevant condition(s) of consent and the Independent Audit 

Post Approval Requirements (Department 2020); 

ii. the findings of the audit are reported truthfully, accurately and completely; 

iii. I have exercised due diligence and professional judgement in conducting the audit; 

iv. I have acted professionally, objectively and in an unbiased manner; 

v. I am not related to any proponent, owner or operator of the project neither as an employer, business partner, 
employee, or by sharing a common employer, having a contractual arrangement outside the audit, or by 
relationship as spouse, partner, sibling, parent, or child; 

vi. I do not have any pecuniary interest in the audited project, including where there is a reasonable likelihood or 
expectation of financial gain or loss to me or spouse, partner, sibling, parent, or child; 

vii. neither I nor my employer have provided consultancy services for the audited project that were subject to this 
audit except as otherwise declared to the Department prior to the audit; and 

viii. I have not accepted, nor intend to accept any inducement, commission, gift or any other benefit (apart from 
payment for auditing services) from any proponent, owner or operator of the project, their employees or any 
interested party. I have not knowingly allowed, nor intend to allow my colleagues to do so. 

Notes: 

a) Under section 10.6 of the Environmental Planning and Assessment Act 1979 a person must not include false or 
misleading information (or provide information for inclusion in) in a report of monitoring data or an audit report 
produced to the Minister in connection with an audit if the person knows that the information is false or 
misleading in a material respect. The proponent of an approved project must not fail to include information in (or 
provide information for inclusion in) a report of monitoring data or an audit report produced to the Minister in 
connection with an audit if the person knows that the information is materially relevant to the monitoring or audit. 
The maximum penalty is, in the case of a corporation, $1 million and for an individual, $250,000; and 

b) The Crimes Act 1900 contains other offences relating to false and misleading information: section 307B (giving 
false or misleading information – maximum penalty 2 years imprisonment or 200 penalty units, or both) 

 
 

Name of Auditor: Derek Low 

Signature: 

 

Qualification: Master of Environmental Engineering Management 

Exemplar Global Auditor Number 114283 

Company: WolfPeak Pty Ltd 

 




