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6.7 Groundwater 

This section provides a summary of the assessment of potential groundwater impacts during construction 

and operation of the proposal and identifies mitigation measures to address these impacts. A detailed 

assessment of groundwater impacts is provided in the technical working paper – groundwater assessment 

(Appendix J).  

6.7.1 Methodology 

The groundwater assessment involved the following: 

• Desktop review and analysis to characterise the existing environment and identify potential groundwater 

risks 

• Review and analysis of groundwater levels and groundwater quality data to refine the understanding of 

potential groundwater issues identified in the desktop assessment and address any knowledge gaps  

• Assessment of potential construction and operational impacts on groundwater levels and quality, 

including: 

- Potential groundwater inflow rates to proposed cuttings and associated groundwater level 

drawdown was assessed using analytical equations. Details of the approach are provided in Section 

3.3 of Appendix J 

- Changes in groundwater levels based on criteria adopted in The NSW Aquifer Interference Policy 

(DPI, 2012) Minimal Impact Considerations  

- Groundwater quality in accordance with the ANZG (2018) Water Quality Guidelines, the Guidelines 

for Groundwater Quality Protection in Australia (Australian Government, 2013) and the Minimal 

Impact Considerations from the Aquifer Interference Policy (DPI, 2012) 

- Groundwater quality assessed against the neutral or beneficial effect (NorBE) principle due to the 

proposal residing within the Sydney Drinking Water Catchment.  

• Qualitative assessment of potential cumulative groundwater impacts, which may occur due to the 

proposal interacting with other approved or proposed proposals 

• Identification of appropriate treatment measures to mitigate potential impacts to groundwater levels, 

quantity and quality resulting from construction and operation of the proposal. 

6.7.2 Existing environment 

Groundwater systems and surface water interactions 

The following distinct groundwater systems are conceptualised to be present within the construction 

footprint (RTA/Parsons Brinckerhoff/Sinclair Knight Merz, 2011): 

• Semi confined sedimentary rock groundwater systems within Shoalhaven Group siltstone, lithic 

sandstone and conglomerate 

• Semi confined intrusive rock groundwater systems within fractured granite, and   

• Localised and relatively minor unconsolidated unconfined to semi confined alluvial groundwater 

systems. 

The degree and type of interaction between groundwater and surface water is largely dependent on 

topography, stream geomorphology and the underlying groundwater systems. Interactions are also 

dependent on seasonal variation, as the water table rises and falls in response to seasonal changes, and 

the fluctuations would be accentuated in particularly dry and wet years. 

It is likely that major watercourses in the study area receive groundwater flow during certain periods. 
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Existing registered bores 

There are 63 existing registered groundwater bores within the study area (Figure 4.3 of Appendix J). Nine 

are located within the construction footprint: 

• State bore I.D.s GW070637 and GW104752, which have a purpose of stock and domestic, respectively. 

GW104752 is located in the CRR construction footprint and GW070637 is located in the FBL 

construction footprint     

• State bore I.D.s GW111924 and GW111961, located in the FBL construction footprint, which have a 

purpose of monitoring  

• State bore I.D.s GW111531 (R2F construction footprint), GW111532 (R2F construction footprint) and 

GW111530 (L2R construction footprint) and GW111541 (CRR construction footprint), which have a 

purpose of monitoring and whose locations correspond to a proposal monitoring bore location.  

Groundwater levels 

Existing groundwater monitoring bores are shown in Figure 6-26. A detailed summary of groundwater 

levels for each of the identified groundwater monitoring bores is provided in Table 4-3 of Appendix J. 

Generally, groundwater levels range from shallow (0.5 metres Below Ground Level (BGL)) to moderate (i.e. 

about 18 metres BGL). Groundwater levels for each construction footprint are estimated below: 

• Little Hartley to River Lett groundwater levels range between 18 and seven metres below ground level  

• Cox River Road groundwater levels are around 2.63 metres below ground level 

• River Lett to Forty Bends groundwater levels range between 15 and 0.5 metres below ground level 

• Forty Bends to Lithgow groundwater levels are around 4.85 metres below ground level 

It is noted that relatively shallow groundwater depth measurements of less than two metres below ground 

level may not represent the water table and may be occurring due to semi confined flow conditions in the 

fractured granite which the bores monitor.  
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Figure 6-26 Existing proposal groundwater monitoring bores
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Groundwater flow directions 

Groundwater in the study area is conceptualised to generally flow from areas of relatively high elevation 

towards areas of relatively low elevation, before discharging to creeks as baseflow, or via 

evapotranspiration in areas of relatively low elevation where groundwater levels are close to the surface. 

Hydraulic conductivity 

There is currently no hydraulic conductivity test data or results for the various proposals. 

Based on the groundwater system rock types and characteristics, hydraulic conductivity is inferred to be 

generally relatively low in the groundwater study area for rock groundwater systems. For rock groundwater 

systems, the bulk hydraulic conductivity is expected to typically be around 0.001 metres to day to 0.01 

metres per day but could vary outside this range by multiple orders of magnitude. 

There is potential for hydraulic conductivity to be relatively elevated for alluvial groundwater systems. 

Groundwater recharge and discharge 

Groundwater recharge in the study area is conceptualised to primarily occur through rainfall recharge.  

Groundwater discharge is conceptualised to occur as outflow to watercourses, through evapotranspiration 

in areas of relatively low lying land with shallow water table and at springs, slope breaks, and by 

groundwater extraction bores. 

Groundwater dependent ecosystems 

Existing groundwater dependent ecosystems are outlined in Section 6.1 Biodiversity. 

Groundwater quality 

Groundwater quality data is available for monitoring bores in the study area (refer to Figure 6-26) for field 

parameters, major ions and dissolved heavy metals, iron and manganese. Groundwater quality results are 

summarised in Table 6-84 based on whether the monitoring bore is located in granite or Shoalhaven Group 

(comprising siltstone, lithic sandstone and conglomerate). 

Table 6-84 Groundwater quality 

Parameters  Geology Description 

pH and 
conductivity 

Shoalhaven 
Group 

• Groundwater is characterised as fresh to brackish 

• pH ranged from 5.14 to 7.37, with an average value of 6.61. The 

sample with the minimum pH value of 5.14 (BH123) was outside of the 

ANZECC 2000 lowland rivers physical and chemical stressors guideline 

pH range of 6.5 to 8.5. 

Granite • Groundwater is characterised as fresh 

• pH ranged from 6.55 to 7.47, with an average value of 7.12. All samples 

were within the ANZECC 2000 lowland rivers physical and chemical 

stressors guideline pH range 

Cations and 
anions 

Shoalhaven 
Group 

• There is no dominant cation at BH22a. At BH23 and BH123 the 

dominant cation is sodium. At BH143 the dominant cation is calcium. 

The anions are dominated by sulfate except at BH143 where they are 
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Parameters  Geology Description 

dominated by bicarbonate. The overall water type is mixed (BH22a), 

sodium chloride (BH23 and BH123) or calcium bicarbonate (BH143). 

Granite • The dominant cation is calcium, the dominant anion is bicarbonate and 

the overall water type is calcium – bicarbonate. Exceptions include 

bores BH132 (no dominant cation) and BH147 (dominant anion was 

sulfate and overall water type was calcium carbonate). 

Dissolved 
heavy 
metals 

Shoalhaven 
Group 

• Dissolved manganese ranged from 0.183 milligrams per litre to 1.88 

milligrams per litre, with an average value of 0.93 milligrams per litre, 

indicating background concentrations of manganese 

• Dissolved iron ranged from 0.18 milligrams per litre to 40.6 milligrams 

per litre, with an average value of 11.21 milligrams per litre, indicating 

background concentrations of iron. 

Granite • Dissolved manganese ranged from 0.134 milligrams per litre to 1.11 

milligrams per litre, with an average value of 0.50 milligrams per litre, 

indicating background concentrations of manganese 

• Dissolved iron ranged from <0.05 milligrams per litre to 42 milligrams 

per litre, with an average value of 7.63 milligrams per litre (average 

calculation used 0.05 value for the <0.05 results), indicating background 

concentrations of iron. 

Groundwater contamination 

Potential areas of groundwater contamination are considered in Section 6.12 Contamination. 

6.7.3 Potential impacts 

Little Hartley to River Lett 

Potential for groundwater inflows, drawdown, and changes to flow regime 

For the purpose of the assessment of impacts to groundwater inflows, drawdown and changes in flow 

regime, the Little Hartley to River Lett alignment has been divided up into six sections as shown in Figure 

6-27. Of these six sections the only section where groundwater interception is predicted is L2R-2. The 

calculated drawdown extent for this section ranged from about 26 metres to 81 metres.  

The calculated groundwater inflow rates are low and the associated drawdown extents are sufficiently small 

that changes to groundwater flow regimes would be localised to the vicinity of the proposal, with no material 

changes to regional groundwater flow conditions likely. 

Material changes of baseflows to water courses due to groundwater level drawdown would not occur. 
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Figure 6-27 Little Hartley to River Lett section for groundwater assessment
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Impacts to existing bores 

Impacts to existing bores are not anticipated. The zone of influence for groundwater impacts due to water 

table penetration is predicated to be 81 metres, there are no existing bores within this predicted zone of 

influence.   

Impacts to groundwater dependent ecosystems 

Impacts to groundwater dependent ecosystems are considered in Section 6.1 Biodiversity. 

Discharge of intercepted groundwater 

Discharge of groundwater intercepted by proposed road cuttings could potentially impact receiving 

environments if the groundwater quality differs significantly from that of the receiving environment water 

quality and the groundwater discharge rate is sufficiently high that when combined with the groundwater 

quality, resulting in a significant mass flux of a chemical substance to the receiving environment.  

Material impacts associated with discharge of groundwater to receiving environments are considered as 

unlikely to occur. This is because the calculated groundwater flow of 2.85 kilolitres per day (0.03 litres per 

second) would be insignificant compared to surface water flows and therefore groundwater would be 

markedly diluted by surface water flows.  

Coxs River Road 

Potential for groundwater inflows, drawdown, and changes to flow regime 

For the purpose of the assessment of impacts to groundwater inflows, drawdown and changes in flow 

regime, the Coxs River Road alignment has been divided up into five distinct sections as shown in   Figure 

6-28. Of these five sections, groundwater interception is predicted is at CRR-1, CRR-2 and CRR3. The 

calculated drawdown extent for this section ranges from about 13 metres to 53 metres. Estimated 

groundwater inflow rates for these sections is provided in Table 6-85. 

The calculated groundwater inflow rates are low and the associated drawdown extents are sufficiently small 

that changes to groundwater flow regimes would be localised to the vicinity of the proposal, with no material 

changes to regional groundwater flow conditions likely.  

Material changes to baseflows to water courses due to groundwater level drawdown would not occur. 

Table 6-85 Calculated groundwater inflows and drawdown extents for Coxs River Road 

Proposed 
section 

Estimated groundwater inflow rate 
(kL/day) 

Estimated groundwater level drawdown 
extent (metres) 

Low hydraulic 
conductivity 
scenario 

High hydraulic 
conductivity 
scenario 

Low hydraulic 
conductivity 
scenario 

High hydraulic 
conductivity 
scenario 

CRR-1 0.04 0.015 13 41 

CRR-2 0.06 0.27 16 50 

CRR-3 0.13 0.53 17 53 
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  Figure 6-28 Coxs River Road section for groundwater assessment
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Impacts to existing bores 

Household bore GW104752 is within the construction footprint and will likely require decommissioning; 

however if retained is not anticipated to be impacted by potential induced groundwater level drawdown 

resulting from the proposed works. Impacts to other existing bores are not anticipated. 

Impacts to groundwater dependent ecosystems 

Impacts to groundwater dependent ecosystems are considered in Section 6.1 Biodiversity.  

Discharge of intercepted groundwater 

Discharge of groundwater intercepted by the Coxs River Road proposal to receiving environments is not 

anticipated to cause material environment impacts because the calculated groundwater inflow rates are 

very low and discharged groundwater would be diluted by surface water. 

River Lett to Forty Bends 

Potential for groundwater inflows, drawdown, and changes to flow regime 

For the purpose of the assessment of impacts to groundwater inflows, drawdown and changes in flow 

regime, the River Lett to Forty Bends alignment has been divided up into three sections as shown in Figure 

6-29. Of these three sections, groundwater interception is predicted at R2F-2 and R2F-3. The calculated 

drawdown extent for this section ranged from about 17 metres to 85 metres. Estimated groundwater inflow 

rates for these sections is provided in Table 6-86. 

The calculated groundwater inflow rates are low and the associated drawdown extents are sufficiently small 

that changes to groundwater flow regimes would be localised to the vicinity of the proposal, with no material 

changes to regional groundwater flow conditions likely.  

Material changes to baseflows to water courses due to groundwater level drawdown would not occur. 

Table 6-86 Calculated groundwater inflows and drawdown extents for River Lett to Forty Bends 

Proposed 
section 

Estimated groundwater inflow rate 
(kL/day) 

Estimated groundwater level drawdown 
extent (metres) 

Low hydraulic 
conductivity 
scenario 

High hydraulic 
conductivity 
scenario 

Low hydraulic 
conductivity 
scenario 

High hydraulic 
conductivity 
scenario 

R2F-2 0.70 2.91 27 85 

R2F-3 0.17 0.65 17 54 
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Figure 6-29 River Lett to Forty Bends section for groundwater assessment
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Impacts to existing bores 

Impacts to existing bores are not anticipated. 

Impacts to groundwater dependent ecosystems 

Impacts to groundwater dependent ecosystems are considered in Section 6.1 Biodiversity. 

Discharge of intercepted groundwater 

Discharge of groundwater intercepted by proposed road cuttings to receiving environments is not 

anticipated to cause material environment impacts because the calculated groundwater inflow rates are 

very low (calculated maximum rate of 2.91 kilolitres per day, or 0.03 litres per second) and discharged 

groundwater would be diluted by surface water. 

Forty Bends to Lithgow 

Potential for groundwater inflows, drawdown, and changes to flow regime 

For the purpose of the assessment of impacts to groundwater inflows, drawdown and changes in flow 

regime, the Forty Bends to Lithgow alignment has been divided up into six sections as shown in Figure 

6-30.  

Of these sections, groundwater interception is predicted at all six sections. The calculated drawdown extent 

for this section ranged from about six metres to 50 metres. Estimated groundwater inflow rates for these 

sections is provided in Table 6-87. 

The calculated groundwater inflow rates are low and the associated drawdown extents are sufficiently small 

that changes to groundwater flow regimes would be localised to the vicinity of the proposal, with no material 

changes to regional groundwater flow conditions likely.  

Material changes to baseflows to water courses due to groundwater level drawdown would not occur. 

Table 6-87 Calculated groundwater inflows and drawdown extents for River Lett to Forty Bends 

Proposed 
section 

Estimated groundwater inflow rate 
(kL/day) 

Estimated groundwater level drawdown 
extent (metres) 

Low hydraulic 
conductivity 
scenario 

High hydraulic 
conductivity 
scenario 

Low hydraulic 
conductivity 
scenario 

High hydraulic 
conductivity 
scenario 

FBL-1 0.05 0.23 16 50 

FBL-2 0.05 0.24 16 50 

FBL-3 0.05 0.22 16 50 

FBL-4 0.001 0.01 6 20 

FBL-5 0.04 0.19 16 50 

FBL-6 0.04 0.21 16 50 
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Figure 6-30 Forty Bends to Lithgow section for groundwater assessment
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Impacts to existing bores 

Stock and domestic bore GW070637 is within the construction footprint and will therefore likely require 

decommissioning. Monitoring bores GW111924 and GW111961 are also within the construction footprint. 

Of these monitoring bores, bore GW111961 is on the periphery of the construction footprint and therefore 

may be able to be retained. However, monitoring bore GW111924 is not on the periphery of the 

construction footprint and therefore will likely require decommissioning.  

Other impacts to existing bores are not anticipated. 

Impacts to groundwater dependent ecosystems 

Impacts to groundwater dependent ecosystems are considered in Section 6.1 Biodiversity.  

Discharge of intercepted groundwater 

Discharge of groundwater intercepted by proposed road cuttings to receiving environments is not 

anticipated to cause material environment impacts because the calculated groundwater inflow rates are 

very low (calculated maximum rate of 0.24 kilolitres per day or 0.003 litres per second) and discharged 

groundwater would be diluted by surface water. 

Proposal wide impacts 

Changes to baseflow 

Material changes to baseflow to watercourses due to the proposal are not anticipated. This is because 

predicted changes to groundwater levels are small and localised to the vicinity of the proposal.   

Potential changes to groundwater quality 

Impacts to groundwater quality during construction are outlined below:  

• Groundwater systems could become contaminated if accidental spills or leaks of hazardous materials 

(such as fuels, lubricants and hydraulic oils) occur during construction or operation 

• If potential acid sulfate soil or rock is excavated and oxidised or if actual acid sulfate soil or rock is 

excavated and mobilised, some acidification could occur. Acidification could also occur due to 

oxidisation as a result of lowered groundwater levels. The acidification could also potentially mobilise 

heavy metals 

• The acidification could worsen the quality of groundwater which may flow into proposed road cuttings 

and subsequently be discharged to receiving environments.  If acid sulfate soil or rock material is used 

as fill, acidified leachate could migrate to the water table and beyond 

• Groundwater salinity could be increased if groundwater levels increase, and salts are mobilised that 

have natural accumulated in the soil.  

With the implementation of the mitigation measures outlined in Table 6-88, the risks of these impacts 

occurring is considered low. 

Potential groundwater contamination 

Potential groundwater contamination impacts are considered in Section 6.12 Contamination.  

NSW API minimal impact consideration assessment summary 

Predicted groundwater level reductions are less than the NSW Aquifer Interference Policy minimal impact 

considerations. The beneficial use category of groundwater sources is not anticipated to be lowered 

beyond 40 metres of the proposal, which is an AIP water quality criterion. It is not anticipated that an 

Aquifer Interference License will be required for the proposal.  
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Sydney Drinking Water Catchment NorBE assessment 

In the context of the Sydney Drinking Water Catchment, with adoption of recommended mitigation 

measures outlined below, the proposal is assessed as likely to have a neutral impact on groundwater 

quality.  

6.7.4 Safeguards and management measures 

Table 6-88 Safeguards and management measures – groundwater 

No Impact Environmental 
safeguards 

Responsibility Timing Reference Locations 

GW01 Evaluation of 
hydraulic 
conductivity 
test data 

Once groundwater 
monitoring bores 
associated with the 
current geotechnical 
drilling program have 
been installed and slug 
tested, the hydraulic 
conductivity assumptions 
adopted for the 
Groundwater report 
(Appendix J) will be 
reviewed in light of the 
test data. If test data 
shows hydraulic 
conductivity to deviate 
significantly from the 
assumed values in this 
report, then re-
assessment of potential 
groundwater impacts and 
groundwater inflow rates 
will be required.  
A hydrogeologist will 
review the hydraulic 
conductivity test data 
once available and 
determine whether re-
assessment of potential 
groundwater 
impacts/groundwater 
inflow rates with revised 
hydraulic conductivity 
assumptions is required. 

Transport Prior to 
construction 

Appendix 
J 

All 

GW02 Groundwater 
monitoring 
program 

Groundwater monitoring 
will be undertaken to 
acquire appropriate 
baseline data and to 
provide a basis by which 
the proposal impact on 
groundwater can be 
monitored. This would 
include: 

Transport Prior to 
construction 

Appendix 
J 

All 
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No Impact Environmental 
safeguards 

Responsibility Timing Reference Locations 

• Reviewing groundwater 

level measurement by 

data logger at all 26 

scheduled proposal 

monitoring bores 

(currently in process of 

being installed as part 

of geotechnical 

investigations)  

• Prior to commencement 

of construction, a 

groundwater quality 

sampling round should 

be undertaken at the 26 

scheduled proposal 

groundwater monitoring 

bores. The analytes 

should comprise field 

parameters, major ions 

(chloride, sulphate, 

sodium, potassium, 

magnesium, calcium, 

carbonate and 

bicarbonate) and 

dissolved heavy metals 

(arsenic, cadmium, 

chromium, copper, lead, 

mercury, nickel, zinc, 

iron and manganese). 

GW03 Construction 
groundwater 
monitoring 

During the construction 
phase, the following 
groundwater monitoring 
should occur: 

• Continuation of 

groundwater level 

measurement by data 

logger at all 26 

scheduled proposal 

monitoring bores. The 

data should be 

downloaded and 

reviewed quarterly.  

• Quarterly groundwater 

quality sampling rounds 

at select (locations and 

quantity to be confirmed 

at end of baseline 

period, prior to 

Transport Construction Appendix 
J 

All 
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No Impact Environmental 
safeguards 

Responsibility Timing Reference Locations 

construction) proposal 

monitoring bores. The 

tested analytes should 

be the same as those 

outlined in Section 6.3.1 

of Appendix J. The data 

should be reviewed 

after each sampling 

round. 

GW04 Operational 
groundwater 
monitoring 

During the operational 
phase the following 
groundwater monitoring 
should occur: 

• Continuation of 

groundwater level 

measurement by data 

logger at all 26 

scheduled proposal 

monitoring bores. The 

data should be 

downloaded and 

reviewed quarterly.  

• Quarterly groundwater 

quality sampling rounds 

as per the construction 

period monitoring 

regime. The data 

should be reviewed 

after each sampling 

round. After one a year 

the data should be 

reviewed, and a 

decision made as to 

whether monitoring 

should continue. 

Contractor Construction Appendix 
J 

All 

 

Other safeguards and management measures that would address groundwater impacts are identified in 

sections 6.1 Biodiversity, 6.6 Soils and Surface Water and 6.12 Contamination. 
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6.8 Hydrology and flooding 

This section provides a summary of the assessment of potential hydrology and flooding impacts during 

construction and operation of the proposal and identifies mitigation measures to address these impacts. A 

detailed hydrology and flooding assessment is provided in the technical working paper – hydrology and 

hydraulic assessment (Appendix K).  

6.8.1 Methodology 

The flooding and hydrology assessment involved the following: 

• Undertaking a desktop review of available literature, databases, aerial photography, topographic 

mapping and existing land use to aid in interpreting the existing hydrological conditions of waterways 

and floodplains within the respective study areas 

• Analysing of LiDAR terrain data to determine the stormwater sub-catchment areas upstream of the 

proposed alignment 

• Developing a detailed hydrological model using TUFLOW and Australian Rainfall and Runoff 2019 

(ARR2019) guideline data and methods for comparison with the previous study’s results as well as the 

new ARR2019 Regional Flood Frequency Estimation method. The hydrological model was run for a 

range of rainfall events, ranging from relatively frequent (ten per cent Annual Exceedance Probability 

(AEP)) to extreme (Probable Maximum Flood (PMF)), including a Climate Change estimate as per 

Transport’s guideline Climate Change Adaptation for the Road Network 

• Developing two hydraulic computer models to analyse the flood behaviour under pre and post-

construction conditions to check flood immunity and impacts of the proposal. 

6.8.2 Existing environment 

Catchment overview 

Most of the proposal lies within the floor of Hartley Valley, a rural landscape of mainly open pastureland. 

The overall catchment upstream of the proposal is approximately 100 square kilometres in area, with steep 

bushland and cliffs in the upper reaches draining to flat open pasture. Runoff from the catchment travels 

past the Great Western Highway into Coxs River, one of the main inflow sources of Warragamba Dam. 

Waterways 

Key waterways within the study area include: 

• River Lett is located near the village of Hartley. Where this waterway crosses the proposal, near the 

existing Great Western Highway, the river is confined within steep embankments and set deeply within 

the terrain. The riverbanks are thickly vegetated, and the existing two-span highway bridge 

(approximately sixty one metres long) is above flood level for all but the largest floods 

• Boxes Creek is a tributary of River Lett crosses the highway about four hundred metres west of the 

River Lett crossing. It has a sizable catchment of almost six square kilometres, part of which extends to 

the steep terrain of Hassans Walls. A four-cell box culvert (2.74 metres wide by 2.74 metres high) 

conveys Boxes Creek flows across the highway. Boxes Creek joins River Lett just downstream of the 

highway, upstream of an old timber bridge which formed the River Lett crossing of the Old Great 

Western Highway 

• Rosedale Creek is a minor waterway that crosses the proposal near its eastern end. Its upstream 

catchment is about two square kilometres, consisting of bushland in its steep upper regions and rural 

land-use in its valley floor. This catchment has approximately ten small dams which may influence the 
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hydrological response depending on their water level when a rainfall peak arrives. There is also a 

somewhat larger dam downstream of the highway which collects runoff from the catchment prior to 

discharging to the main tributary of this part of Hartley Valley originating at Mount Victoria (Butlers 

Creek). A two-cell box culvert (3.6 metres wide by 2.4 metres high) conveys Rosedale Creek flows 

across the highway. 

Catchment areas for the main waterways are listed in Table 6-89.  

Table 6-89 Catchment Areas of the Main Waterways 

Waterway Catchment Area (hectares) 

River Lett (at the Great Western Highway) 9,240 

Boxes Creek (at the Great Western Highway) 590 

Rosedale Creek (at the Great Western Highway) 210 

Flood conditions 

River Lett and Boxes Creek 

River Lett and Boxes Creek have a steep longitudinal profile with flow in both River Lett and Boxes Creek 

confined within steep banks. Modelling shows that floodwater does not overtop the Great Western Highway 

under existing conditions in the one per cent Annual Exceedance Probability (AEP). The results show that 

Blackmans Creek Road causeway at Boxes Creek overtops in the smallest flood analysed (ten per cent 

AEP). 

The Probable Maximum Flood (PMF) results for River Lett and Boxes Creek show overtopping of the 

highway at both waterways. Even though the PMF flooding is large, flows are still confined to the 

waterways without breakouts across floodplains. This is due in part to the steep nature of the terrain. 

Rosedale Creek 

Modelling of existing conditions within Rosedale Creek shows flat water within the dams that form part of 

the upstream catchment, but outside of these dams the watercourses are very steep. Floodwater was 

shown to build up at the upstream (southern) end of the existing main culvert crossing Great Western 

Highway. Floodwater does not overtop the highway in the one per cent AEP, however it does overtop the 

highway in the PMF. 

6.8.3 Potential impacts 

Construction 

Hydrology and drainage 

Key activities during construction of the proposal that may impact the nature of surface water hydrology 

(volume, rate, timing, duration, velocity, etc.) associated with stormwater discharges include:  

• Vegetation clearance (of trees, understory and ground cover) and reduced infiltration associated with 

soil compaction and paving within the road corridor 

• Temporary dewatering of groundwater ingress to construction excavations 

• Temporary and permanent alteration or impedance of existing drainage paths and waterways which 

have the potential to result in localised increases in flow velocities around instream features 
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• Attenuated or delayed discharge of stormwater captured in temporary construction sediment basins and 

permanent water quality basins  

• Reuse of stormwater captured in temporary construction sediment basins and permanent water quality 

basins 

• Construction of bridge abutments on watercourse banks 

• Temporary access tracks across watercourses 

• Use of haul roads 

• Stockpiling and ancillary storage facilities. 

Potential surface water quality contaminants during construction include sedimentation from earthworks 
and chemicals and fuels associated with operating machinery, road surfacing and landscaping. The erosion 
and sedimentation control strategy and water quality protection from hazardous material spills during 
construction is described in Section 6.12 Contamination. 

The proposal would cross several local drainage lines. During construction there is a potential for drainage 

lines to be temporarily blocked or diverted. Blocking or diversion of drainage lines may result in localised 

areas of flooding on the upstream side of the proposal and may prevent flows from reaching downstream 

receiving waters or dams. Diversion of drainage lines may also create localised areas of flooding and 

scour. These temporary impacts are expected to be minor and would be managed through the 

implementation of standard construction techniques. 

Operation 

Flooding impacts 

The proposed road alignment was modelled to determine how key aspects of the design that could affect 

flood behaviour (such as the road embankments, basin embankments, bridges, and culverts) interact with, 

and potentially impact on, flood conditions along the proposed alignment. 

Potential flooding impacts associated with the proposal would be confined to River Lett (including Boxes 

Creek) and Rosedale Creek. There are no other upstream catchments along the proposed alignment that 

are large enough to produce flooding. 

The flood analysis results show that the proposal may impact on localised areas, however these are all 

within land already flooded in present day conditions. This is due to the relatively steep terrain which acts to 

confine the flood extent in proposed conditions to minor increases. 

River Lett and Boxes Creek 

Modelling results show that flood behaviour for floods up to the one per cent AEP would be unchanged. 

There would potentially be two areas of localised flood level increase:  

• Upstream of the proposed Great Western Highway River Lett bridge  

• Upstream of the Kelly Street service road stub.  

Flood velocity changes would be negligible. No dwellings would be impacted by the proposal in the one per 

cent AEP. 

Inundation duration increases would be negligible due to the minor changes in flood levels. Upstream of the 

proposed River Lett bridge, the results show a 50 millimetre increase in flood level in a six hour duration 

event. The timespan of this additional 50 millimetre rise and fall is approximately 20 minutes. There are no 

consequences for 20 minutes for up to 50 millimetres of additional flood level to occur on a creek bank in a 

one percent AEP flood. 

The PMF results show significant flood level increases within River Lett of up to one metre. However, due 

to the steep riverbanks, the flood extent would not widen by any significant distance, and there would be no 
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fundamental change in flow behaviour, such as flow breakouts. The Kelly Street service road stub would 

slow upstream flows with a subsequent velocity increase downstream. Moving this road stub eastwards 

may improve flooding conditions at this location, and would be considered during detailed design. 

At Boxes Creek, the PMF flood levels show an increase of up to 5.5 metres. Floodwater may build up at 

this location due to the proposed alignment being higher than the existing conditions, however it would not 

overtop the higher proposed road. All Boxes Creek flows would be conveyed through an existing culvert 

that would be extended under the proposed road alignment. The flood level increase would dissipate to 

zero due to the steep gradient of Boxes Creek within a distance of about five hundred metres from the 

Boxes Creek culvert. No dwellings are within the potentially impacted area, and due to the steep terrain the 

additional area of flood extent would be a maximum distance of 40 metres, and mostly less than 20 metres 

compared to existing conditions. 

Although the results show that the proposal alters the flooding behaviour at Boxes Creek in the PMF, in the 

Design Flood Event (and even the Climate Change estimate of 0.2 per cent AEP) there would be no 

change to flooding conditions. The PMF is an estimate of the most extreme flood possible. Its average 

recurrence interval is approximately ten million years compared to one hundred years for the Design Flood 

Event. It is not practical nor advised to use such an extreme flood event for design. The PMF should only 

be used in the design of critical infrastructure such as dams, or to define the extent of flooding in order to 

place infrastructure outside the floodplain, such as with tunnel portals susceptible to inflows. 

As discussed above, there is an existing culvert proposed to be extended that would be the sole source of 

conveyance for floodwater at Boxes Creek. This increases the sensitivity of culvert blockage and 

embankment stress during an extreme flood event. During detailed design, the height of the proposed road 

embankment at this location would be reviewed or alternative designs considered to eliminate or reduce 

this potential PMF impact. Additional flood modelling would also be undertaken during detailed design to 

assess the revised design. If residual risk of embankment stress remains following design review and 

further modelling, a dam safety check would be undertaken and further mitigation such as a debris catch 

upstream would be considered. 

Rosedale Creek 

Modelling results show that flood behaviour for floods up to the one per cent AEP would be unchanged. 

There is one area of potential localised flood level increase, at the upstream (southern) end of the extended 

Rosedale Creek culvert beneath Great Western Highway. The results show a potential flood level increase 

at this location of about 100 millimetres. The flood extent would extend in the order of several metres 

because the land is relatively steep. Most of the land potentially affected by this flood level increase is 

flooded under existing conditions. This affectation is mainly on private property pastureland between the 

existing highway embankment and the base of the adjacent dam embankment, approximately 50 metres in 

width and about 70 metres in length. 

The one per cent AEP results show that the potential inundation duration increase at the upstream end of 

the Great Western Highway culvert at Rosedale Creek would be about 30 minutes for the 100 millimetres of 

flood level increase to rise and fall. 

The PMF results show a potentially small upstream flood level increase of about 20 millimetres because 

floodwater overtops the highway in both existing and proposed conditions. Under proposed conditions, any 

floodwater that may overtop the highway would be diverted westwards along the proposed carriageways 

across the ridge into the next sub-catchment. This proportion of the PMF flow would reach Butlers Creek 

via paddocks to the west. 

This flow overtopping and diversion would only occur in an extreme flood event. In the one per cent AEP 

(and even the climate change estimate of 0.2 per cent AEP) there would be no change to flooding 

behaviour other than the localised flood level increase at the culvert inlet. 
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Climate change 

Flood level results for River Lett show that the nominated climate change event may result in an overall 

flood level increase of about 700 millimetres in the river (proposed minus existing, both under an increased 

rainfall intensity scenario). The potential flood level increase due to the proposal under the climate change 

scenario would be similar in pattern to the one per cent AEP, but amplified along the river to about twice the 

length. The predicted effects of climate change would not alter the potential flood risks associated with the 

proposal. 

The Rosedale Creek flood level results show that the nominated climate change event may lead to an 

overall flood level increase of about 400 millimetres at the upstream end of the Great Western Highway 

culvert at Rosedale Creek. The flood level increase due to the proposal is similar in pattern to the one per 

cent AEP but would be amplified by about 40 millimetres. The predicted effects of climate change would not 

alter the flood risks for the proposal. 

6.8.4 Safeguards and management measures 

Table 6-90 Safeguards and management measures – hydrology and flooding 

No Impact Environmental safeguards Responsibility Timing Reference Locations 

HF01 Operational 
flooding 
impacts 

All cross-drainage structures 
including culverts and bridges 
would be constructed to cater 
for the 100 year ARI local and 
regional storm events to 
minimise upstream afflux. 

Contractor Detailed 
design 

Appendix 
K 

All 

HF02 Operational 
flooding 
impacts 

During detailed design, the 
height of the proposed road 
embankment adjacent to Boxes 
Creek would be reviewed or 
alternative designs considered 
to eliminate or reduce potential 
PMF impact.  

Contractor Detailed 
design 

Appendix 
K 

River Lett 
to Forty 
Bends 

HF03 Operational 
flooding 
impacts 

Additional flood modelling would 
be undertaken during detailed 
design. If residual risk of 
embankment stress remains 
adjacent to Boxes Creek, a dam 
safety check would be 
undertaken and further 
mitigation such as a debris 
catch upstream would be 
considered. 

Contractor Detailed 
design 

Appendix 
K 

River Lett 
to Forty 
Bends 

HF04 Operational 
flooding 
impacts 

An eastwards shift of the Kelly 
Street service road will be 
considered during detailed 
design to mitigate potential 
flooding impacts at this location. 

Contractor Detailed 
design 

Appendix 
K 

River Lett 
to Forty 
Bends 

Other safeguards and management measures that would address hydrology and flooding impacts are 

identified in section 6.15 Sustainability, greenhouse gas and climate change.  




