Appendix A provides an overview of the BPSO MDP in relation to the relevant
sections of the Airports Act - specifically Sections 89( 1), 90 and 91 of the
Airports Act.

Major airport development must not be carried out except in accordance with an approved
major development plan etc.

ca)if: The proposed BPSO development

triggers an MDP assessment pursuant to

Section 89 of the Airports Act because

itis not authorised under Part 3 of

the Western Sydney Airport Plan and

the carrying out of the development is in accordance with Part 3 of the airport plan because the development cost exceeds
$25 Million.

i. the airport is Sydney West Airport; and

ii. the development is covered by Part 3 of an airport plan for the airport

The purpose of a major development plan in relation to an airport is to establish the details

of a major airport development that:
a) relates to the airport; and
b) is consistent with the airport lease for the airport and the final Master Plan for the airport. Section 2.2 and 9 (relates to Airport Plan)

A major development plan, or a draft of such a plan, must set out: _
a) the airport lessee company's objectives for the development; and Section 3.3

b) future needs of civil aviation users of the airport, and other users of the airport, will be Section 3

met by the development; and

c) a detailed outline of the development; and
ca) whether or not the development is consistent with the airport lease for the airport; and Section 2.3

d) if a final Master Plan for the airport is in force, whether or not the development is Section 2.2 and 9 (relates to Airport Plan)
consistent with the final Master Plan; and

2 and

e) if the development could affect noise exposure levels at the airport, the effect that the Sections 6 and 8.4
development would be likely to have on those levels; and

ea) if the development could affect flight paths at the airport, the effect that the Sections 6
development would be likely to have on those flight paths; and

f) the airport lessee company's plans developed following consultations with the airlines Sections 6
that use the airport, local government bodies in the vicinity of the airport and - if the airport

is a joint user airport — the Defence Department for managing aircraft noise intrusion in

areas forecast to be subject to exposure above the significant Australian noise exposure

forecast (ANEF) levels; and

g) an outline of the approvals that the airport lessee company, or any other person, has Division 5 - Sections 1,2 and 3
sought, is seeking, or proposes to seek under Division 5 or Part 12 in respect of elements of

the development; and Part 12 - Sections 6




Section 91 of Airports Act 1996 - Requirements

Relevance to the BPSO MDP

1 ga) the likely effect of the proposed developments that are set out in the major
development plan, or the draft of the major development plan, on:

Major Airport Development triggers (Section 89(1)
of the Airports Act 1996

BPSO MDP Elements

i) traffic flows at the airport and surrounding the airport; and

Section7

ii) employment levels at the airport; and

See Section 3.2

(a) Constructing a new runway Not applicable
(b) Extending the length of a runway Not applicable
(ba) Altering a runway (other than in the course of maintenance works) in any way that Not applicable

significantly changes:
i. flight paths; or

ii. the patterns or levels of aircraft noise

(c) Constructing a new building wholly or principally for use as a passenger terminal, where
the building’s gross floor space is greater than 500 square metres

Not applicable

in paragraph (h) (including plans for ameliorating or preventing environmental impacts); and

iii) the local and regional economy and community, including an analysis of how the See Sections 3.2 and 10
proposed developments fit within the local planning schemes for commercial and retail

development in the adjacent area; and

h) the airport lessee company's assessment of the environmental impacts that might Section 8

reasonably be expected to be associated with the development; and

j) the airport lessee company's plans for dealing with the environmental impacts mentioned Section 8

(d) Extending a building that is wholly or principally for use as a passenger terminal, where the
extension increases the building’s gross floor space by more than 10%

Not applicable

k) if the plan relates to a sensitive development, the exceptional circumstances that the
airport lessee company claims will justify the development of the sensitive development at
the airport; and

Not applicable

Should a child care centre be considered
on subsequent super-lot sites,
consideration will be given whether such
a use triggers ‘sensitive development’

(e) Constructing a new building, where:
i. the building is not wholly or principally for use as a passenger terminal; and

ii. the cost of construction exceeds $25 million or such higher amount as is prescribed

Yes — the development costs for the
BPSO Site Works, Warehouse, Bulky
Goods Development and Hotel is
approximately $120 million (see
Section 3.2)

(f) Constructing a new taxiway, where:

i. the construction significantly increases the capacity of the airport to handle movements
of passengers, freight or aircraft; and

ii. the cost of construction exceeds $20 million or such higher amount as is prescribed

Not applicable

|) such other matters (if any) as are specified in the regulations. None
2 Paragraphs (1) (a) to (k) (inclusive) do not, by implication, limit paragraph (1) (I). Noted
3 The regulations may provide that, in specifying a particular objective, assessment, outline Noted
or other matter covered by Subsection (1), a major development plan, or a draft of such a
plan, must address such things as are specified in the regulations.
4 In specifying a particular objective or proposal covered by paragraph (1) (a), (c) or (ga), a Section 10

major development plan, or a draft of a major development plan, must address:

a) the extent (if any) of consistency with planning schemes in force under a law of the state
in which the airport is located; and

b) if the major development plan is not consistent with those planning schemes, the
justification for the inconsistencies.

Not applicable

(9) Extending a taxiway, where:

i. the extension significantly increases the capacity of the airport to handle movements of
passengers, freight or aircraft; and

ii. the cost of construction exceeds $20 million or such higher amount as is prescribed

Not applicable

5 Subsection (4 ) does not, by implication, limit Subsection (3).

Noted

(h) Constructing a new road or new vehicular access facility, where:

i. the construction significantly increases the capacity of the airport to handle movements
of passengers, freight or aircraft; and

ii. the cost of construction exceeds $20 million or such higher amount as is prescribed

Not applicable

6 In developing plans referred to in Paragraph (I)(f), an airport lessee company must have
regard to Australian Standard AS 2021-2000 (Acoustics - Aircraft noise intrusion — Building
Siting and Construction) as in force or existing at that time.

Section 6 and 8.4

() Extending a road or vehicular access facility, where:

i. the extension significantly increases the capacity of the airport to handle movements of
passengers, freight or aircraft; and

ii. the cost of construction exceeds $20 million or such higher amount as is prescribed

Not applicable

7 Subsection (6 ) does not, by implication, limit the matters to which regard may be had.

Noted

(k) Constructing a new railway or new rail handling facility, where:

i. the construction significantly increases the capacity of the airport to handle movements
of passengers, freight or aircraft

ii. the cost of construction exceeds $20 million or such higher amount as is prescribed

Not applicable

(1 Extending a railway or rail handling facility, where:

i. the extension significantly increases the capacity of the airport to handle movements of
passengers, freight or aircraft; and

ii. the cost of construction exceeds $20 million or such higher amount as is prescribed

Not applicable

(m) A development of a kind that is likely to have significant environmental or ecological impact The Project will not likely have any
significant environmental or ecological
impact

(n) A development which affects an area identified as environmentally significant in the The Project is not located within an area

environment strategy

which is identified as environmentally
significant

(na) A development of a kind that is likely to have a significant impact on the local or regional The Project is likely to have a positive
community impact on the local and regional
community, providing jobs and additional
services.
(nb) A development in relation to which the Minister has given an approval under section 89A Not applicable

(o) A development of a kind specified in the regulations

Not applicable
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34 Guideline D: Wind Turbine Farms

Glideline D provides guidance on the development of wind farms to manage the risk to civil aviation.
This guideline is not applicable to the proposed development.

35 Guideline E: Lighting in the Vicinity of Airports

Pilots rely on specific patterns of aeronautical ground lights during inclement weather, low light and at
night. Aeronautical ground lights, such as runway lights and approach lights, play a vital role in enabling
pilots to align their aircraft with the runway in use. They also enable the pilot to land the aircraft on the
appropriate part of the runway. Adverse impacts from ground lighting can often be associated with
outdcor advertising displays, sports field lighting and street lighting.

Guideline E provides guidance on managing the risk of lighting or light fixtures near airports that may
distract pilots. CASA Manual of Standards 13¢ sets out standards for the maximum intensity of light
sources around airports.

SEPP (Western Sydney Aerotropolis) (Part 3 Developrment Controls — Airport Safeguards — 23 Lighting)
is aligned with NASF Guideline E.

The Civil Aviation Safety Authority (CASA) has powers under the Civif Aviafion Act 71988 to requlate
potential sources of distractions from lighting. Under Regulation 94 of the Chivi! Aviation Reguiations
1988, CASA can require lights which may sause confusion, distraction or glare to pilots in the air, to be
extinguished or modified.

The Lighting Plan (see Figures 9 and 10) has been prepared to highlight the maximum lighting
intensities in areas surrounding the YWestern Sydney Airport.

There is a primary area which aligns with each of the propased runways for the Airport, and a wider
area within a2 & km buffer radius from the centre point of each runway. The wider area is not likely to be
the subject of Regulation 94 of the Crvil Avrafton Reguiations 1988,
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As can be seen in Figure 10, there is a small area in the northern section of the BRSO (containing the
proposed bulky goods development) that is located within Light Control Zone C (maximum 150¢cd).
There is also a section in the north and scuth of the BRSO located within Light Control Zone D
(maximum 430cd).

The remainder of the BP3SQO is not located within a Light Control Zone but falls within the 6 km lighting
intensity radius (wider area). Therefore, consideration needs to be given to the potential impacts of
lighting and reflectivity distractions for pilots, with the Commonwealth needing fo be consulted on the
installation and operation of external lighting associated with construction lighting.

All lighting being constructed as part of the MDP will be designed and constructed in accerdance with
the standards set in CASA Manual of Standards 139.

3.6 Guideline F: Protected Airspace

Guideline F provides guidance for managing intrusions into the operational airspace of airports by
buildings, cranes, trees and other tall structures,

The operational airspace of Airports is the volume of airspace above a set of imaginary surfaces, the
design of which is determined by criteria estaklished by the International Civil Aviation Organisation.

Linder the Airports Act 1996 and the Airports (Protection of Airspace) Regulations 1996, the airspace
arcund specific Airports may be declared as Prescribed Airspace. This protects the airspace to allow
aircraft to arrive and depart safety.

Frescribed Airspace is the airspace above either an Obstacle Limitation Surface (OLS) or Procedures
for Air Navigational Services — Aircraft Operations (PANS-OPS) surface.

A discussion on the GLS and PANS-OPS is provided in the subseguent sections.

3.6.1 Obstacle Limitation Surface

The Western Sydney Airport OLS is shown in Figure 11. The OLS is required and defined under the
CASA MOS Part 139 — Aerodromes (Chapter 7 Division 2). These are established in accerdance with
International Civil Aviation Organization {ICAO) specifications.
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3.6.2 PANS-OPS

The design of a full set of FANS-OPS for Western Sydney Airport Stage 1 and long-term cperations will
be required following the formal flight path design before the start of operations. Once designed, the
FANS-OPS will be protected under the Airspace Protection Regulations.

As the PANS-OPS has neot been developed, it has not been considered as part of this assessment.

3.7 Guideline G: Protecting Aviation Facilities

Communication, navigation and surveillance facilities are crucial to the safety of aviation. Airservices
rely on these to ensure the safety of aircraft oparations.

NASF Guideline G provides land use planning guidance to better protect such facilities. These include
the control tower and wind indicators.

The Western Sydney Airpert Plan recognises that other safety-cntical surfaces are expected to he
defined and protected to prevent interference to, or distortion of, signals from ground-based air
navigation equipment.

The indicative airport layouts set out in the Airport Plan allow for all other necessary onsite protections
as currently envisaged, Mo facilities are identified within close proximity to the MDP Site Boundary.

3.8 Guideline H: Helicopter Landing Sites

Guideline H provides guidance on protecting strategically important Helicopter Landing Sites (HLS)
from proposed development. The guideline defines an HLS as “an area (net located on an aerodrome)
wholly or partly used for the arrival or departure of helicopters.”

There are no existing or proposed Helipads within the vicinity of the BPSO development site.

3.9 Guideline I: Public Safety Areas

Public Safety Areas are areas of land at the end of a runway within which development should be
restricted to control the number of people on the ground at risk of death or injury inthe evert of an
aircraft accident on take-off or landing. These generally cover an area where the risk per year resulting
from &n aircraft crash to a representative individual ('individual risk’) is of the order of 1 in 100,000

MNASF Guideline |, Managing the Risk in Public Safety Areas at the Ends of Runways, has recently been
endorsed. The Guideline suggests two methods suitable for a planning-led approach to the assessment
of the PSA:

« UK NATS Methodology

s Queensland State Planning Policy.

Initially, Vvestern Sydney Airport dtilised the Queensland State FPlanning Folicy method, far restricting
development at the end of each runway in the Initial Indicative Airport Layout for Stage 1 (Airport Plan).
This has been updated in the SEPP (Precincts — VWestern Parkland City) 2021 Public Safety Area Map
(see Figure 14) to represent the PSA risk contours (UK NATS Methadology).

Detailed guidelines are contained within the SEPP {Western Sydney Aerotropolis) (Part 3 Development
Controls — Airport Safeguards — 29 Public Safety).
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3 Built Form

Thg‘a character of the Business Park
w;!'l' vary between the commercial
development in the Inner Commercial
ore and larger business, industrial,
aviation support and bulky retail

related uses located on the periphery.
Each precinct has a distinct character

i Iting from the natural and physical
straints, transport and road network
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5 Utilities and
Infrastructure






6 Environmental
considerations ‘






















v

Western
Sydney
Airport

WSA Co Limited
ABN 81618 989 272
PO Box 397 Liverpool NSW 1871

westernsydney.com.au

n Western Sydney Airport
£2 fiywsa

m Western Sydney Airport
Western_Sydney_Airport



