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SUMMARY

In 2002, Delta Electricity obtained approval for conversion of the wet slurry ash placement
process at Wallerawang Power Station to dry ash. The dry ash repository was established at the
Kerosene Vale open cut coal mine void site, on top of the original wet ash dam, Kerosene Vale
Ash Dam (KVAD). When the KVAD was full of ash, wet ash placement was directed to the
Sawyers Swamp Creek Ash Dam (SSCAD) from 1980, and ultimately the KVAD was capped
with clay so dry ash placement could be undertaken.

The dry placement is called the Kerosene Vale Ash Repository (KVAR). Stage 1 of the
placement was completed and capped in February 2009. Approval was obtained for further
placement in the Stage 2 Area at the KVAR in November, 2008. The Stage 2 Area is in two
parts: Stages 2A and 2B. Placement in the Stage 2A area began in April, 2009. Placement in the
Stage 2B Area began on 19" ] anuary, 2012.

Stage 2A of KVAR (KVAR2A) was subject to assessment under Part 3A of the Environmental
Planning and Assessment Act 1979 and was approved in November, 2008. As required by the
Approval Conditions, Delta Electricity prepared an Operation Environmental Management Plan
(OEMP) prior to the commencement of KVAR2A. As KVAR2A was nearing capacity, Delta
was required to develop a Construction Environmental Management Plan (CEMP) to develop
Section 2B. This was required as the OEMP for KVAR Stage 1 and 2 did not cover specific
construction activities required for ash placement in Section 2B.

The OEMP includes an Air Quality Management Plan, which contains monitoring and reporting
requirements, including the operation of seven dust deposition gauges in the vicinity of KVAR2.

In 2010, Malfroy Environmental Strategies Pty Ltd (M_E_S) was engaged by Delta Electricity to
review the air quality monitoring data collected during the first year of KVAR2 operations (April
2009 — March 2010) and to report on the results against the requirements of the OEMP (M_E S,
2012).

The current report presents the dust data collected in the second and third years of KVAR2
operations, from April 2010 to March 2012, and similarly reviews the results against the
requirements of the OEMP.

Conclusions and recommendations arising from the review of the air quality monitoring data
collected during the second and third years of KVAR2 operations appear below. In undertaking
this data review some comments and observations are made on the operation of the air quality
management plan.

1. Annual average dust deposition results in the second and third years of the Kerosene Vale
Ash Repository Stage 2 (KVAR?2) operations were below the criterion of 4 g/m*/month at 6 of
the 7 Operation Environmental Management Plan (OEMP) gauges.

2. Dust deposition results at the one gauge that exceeded 4 g/m?*/month in both 2010 — 2011
and 2011 — 2012 are unlikely to be related to KVAR2 operations.

3. A number of gauges in the OEMP network are poorly located for the purpose of identifying
impacts from KVAR?2 and as such consideration should be given to the reviewing the OEMP
dust gauge monitoring network.
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4. The dust gauge data from the first three years of KVAR2 operations do not indicate that
KVAR2 operations have resulted in dust deposition above the OEMP levels that trigger the
requirement to implement additional control measures.

5. The OEMP requirement that: If the 4 g/m’/month limit is exceeded by more than 2
g/m’/month a review of the effectiveness of the dust suppression regime and further mitigation
measures shall be undertaken, should be amended to require an assessment of the likely
contribution of KVAR?2 operations to the dust deposition levels prior to undertaking a review of
the control measures.

6. Should further, more detailed investigation into the potential impacts of KVAR2 and other
sources be required in the future, consideration could be given to installing directional dust
gauges in addition to the current standard dust gauges. Consideration could also be given to
microscopic examination of a representative number of collected samples.

7. No complaints regarding dust emissions from KVAR?2 were received by either Delta
Electricity or the KVAR2 site contractor during the second and third years of KVAR2
operations.

8. Itis not possible with the data available to make any comment regarding the OEMP
objective of zero visible dust events in vicinity of KVAR?2 operations, although the camera
installed at KVAR2 might be used to assess performance against this objective.

9. It is considered that the monitoring and reporting requirements of the OEMP are being met.

il
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1. INTRODUCTION

In 2002, Delta Electricity obtained approval for conversion of the wet slurry ash placement
process at Wallerawang Power Station to dry ash. The dry ash repository was established at the
Kerosene Vale open cut coal mine void site, on top of the original wet ash dam, Kerosene Vale
Ash Dam (KVAD). When the KVAD was full of ash, wet ash placement was directed to the
Sawyers Swamp Creek Ash Dam (SSCAD) from 1980, and ultimately the KVAD was capped
with clay so dry ash placement could be undertaken.

The dry placement is called the Kerosene Vale Ash Repository (KVAR). Stage 1 of the
placement was completed and capped in February 2009. Approval was obtained for further
placement in the Stage 2 Area at the KVAR in November, 2008. The Stage 2 Area is in two
parts: Stages 2A and 2B. Placement in the Stage 2A area began in April, 2009. Placement in the
Stage 2B Area began on 19" January, 2012. The locations of the various ash dams and
repositories are shown in Fugurel.
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Figure 1: Location of Stage 1, 2A and 2B operational areas in the Kerosene Vale Ash
Repository.

Stage 2A of KVAR (KVAR2A) was subject to assessment under Part 3A of the Environmental
Planning and Assessment Act 1979 and was approved in November, 2008. As required by the
Approval Conditions, Delta Electricity prepared an Operation Environmental Management Plan
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(OEMP) prior to the commencement of KVAR2A. As KVAR2A was nearing capacity, Delta
was required to develop a Construction Environmental Management Plan (CEMP) to develop
Section 2B. This was required as the OEMP for KVAR Stage 1 and 2 did not cover specific
construction activities required for ash placement in Section 2B.

Current KVAR Stage 2 activities are primarily being managed in accordance with the following
documents and associated sub-plans:

o Operational Environmental Management Plan (Parsons Brinckerhoff, 2008)
e  Construction Environmental Management Plan (Lend Lease and Delta Electricity, 2011)

The OEMP includes an Air Quality Management Plan, which contains monitoring and reporting
requirements.

In 2010, Malfroy Environmental Strategies Pty Ltd (M_E_S) was engaged by Delta Electricity to
review the air quality monitoring data collected during the first year of KVAR2 operations (April
2009 — March 2010) and to report on the results against the requirements of the OEMP (M_E S,
2012).

The current report presents the dust deposition data collected in the second and third years of
KVAR2 operations, from April 2010 to March 2012, and similarly reviews the results against the
requirements of the OEMP.

2. THE KVAR2 AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT PLAN

The key objective of the KVAR?2 air quality management plan is “to manage resources
effectively to ensure the prevention of conditions that may lead to visible dust emissions.” (PB

2009, p. 77)

The air quality management plan includes the following performance measures.

Targets:

e The local air quality in the vicinity of the KVAR is not impacted by Stage 2 operations;
e Zero incidence of dust-related complaints

Indicators:

e Zero visible dust events in vicinity of Kerosene Vale Ash Repository during Stage 2
operations

e Complaints register demonstrating zero occurrence of dust related complaints.

The Plan states that “Through the use of dust suppression equipment and the implementation of
air quality management procedures, dust events can be controlled.” (PB, 2009 p. 77)

The detailed list of management and mitigation measures in the Plan is included in Appendix 1.
These measures are monitored by Delta’s Ash Placement Contractor, Lend Lease Infrastructure
(LLI, formerly Conneq and Bilfinger Berger Services), and are reported at LLIs Monthly
Contract Review Meetings. The measures include:

e Moisture conditioning of ash;
e Covering of ash loads in trucks;
e Wheel and undercarriage washes;
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Temporary capping of ash faces not currently in use and where irrigation systems are not in
operation;

Routine maintenance of truck washes, and washout/surface drainage pits;

Routine washing of private haul roads within KVAR2;

Use of water cart, as required;

Dedicated sprinkler system;

Air quality monitoring

The air quality management plan includes the following monitoring requirements (PB, 2009):

2.2

A total of 7 deposition gauges shall be used to monitor dust emissions at the perimeter of the
ash repository area, and at key locations adjacent to residential properties and Wallerawang
Power Station. This includes the existing 5 dust deposition gauges and the installation of an
additional 2 dust deposition gauges

Note: The positioning of the additional 2 gauges has been reviewed by specialist consultants
based on a review of local weather patterns and the sensitivity of surrounding properties and
will be subject to landowner approval.

Samples shall be removed from the dust deposition gauges on a monthly basis by a NATA
approved laboratory and assessed for compliance with the appropriate air quality criteria.

The DECC amenity-based criteria for dust fallout is a maximum total dust deposition of 4
g/m*month (annual). The Stage 2 operations shall aim to achieve compliance with this limit.

If the 4 g/m*/month limit is exceeded by more than 2 g/m? a review of the effectiveness of the
dust suppression regime and further mitigation measures shall be undertaken including:

» increased application rates of the irrigation system at the ash working face

» increased application rates of water on haul roads, particularly during high wind
events

further reduction in the ash face working area belowl.5 hectares

» increased implementation of temporary capping such as PVA, lignosulphate or tar
where un-worked ash faces still exist

= the application of higher ash moisture rates through the silo humidifier.

Reporting

The air quality management plan includes the following reporting requirements (PB, 2009):

Delta Electricity shall issue a report to the DECC every 12 months from commencement of
operations. The report shall contain the location, frequency, rationale and the procedures
and protocols for collecting air quality samples as well as the parameters analysed and
methods of analysis.

The results and analysis of the monitoring data shall also be included and assessed against
the air quality criteria (4 g/m*/month) and the baseline data provided in Table D of Appendix
C. In the case of exceedences; the response taken must be documented within the report. Any
deviations from the proposed monitoring program must also be justified.
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o The Annual Environmental Management Report will be submitted to the Director-General
complete with air quality monitoring data gathered throughout the year.

3. THE MONITORING PROGRAM
3.1  OEMP dust gauge locations

The locations of the 5 dust gauges existing at the commencement of KVAR?2 operations in 2009
and 2 new dust gauge locations required by the OEMP are shown in Figure 2. The 2 new
gauges (31 and 32) are located in or near the residential area of Lidsdale and were installed in
October, 2010. Gauge 31 is located about 100 metres south of where planned at the time of
preparing the OEMP

The approximate distances of the gauges from the nearest KVAR2 boundary are shown in Table
1. With the exception of Gauge 29, all gauges are well beyond the perimeter of KVAR2 and
from Figure 2 it can be seen that, in some cases the gauges are nearby other potential dust
sources, such as disturbed areas, mining activities and other power station operations.

Table 1: Existing dust gauges — distances from KVAR2

Gauge Approximate distance (m)
number | from KVAR2 boundary

5 1,000

27 1,300

28 1,500

29 50

30 1,000

31 300

32 450
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3.2 KVAR2 on-site gauges

In addition to the gauges included in the OEMP, LLI, maintain a network of 8 dust gauges
located on the perimeter of KVAR2, inside the working-area of KVAR2 and one additional
gauge at the silo at Wallerawang Power Station where ash is conditioned and transferred to truck
for transport to KVAR2. The locations of these gauges are shown in Figure 3.

These gauges are primarily used for Workplace Health and Safety monitoring, and inclusion of
the results is not a project Approval Condition or a requirement of the OEMP, however these
data are considered in this report to provide a more comprehensive assessment of potential dust
impacts from KVAR2.
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Figure 3: Location of dust gauges operated in and on the perimeter of KVAR2 by the site
contractors.

Note that DM is located at the ash silo about 1,500m to the south-west at Wallerawang Power
Station. Gauges 3 and 8 were relocated at time of Stage 2B commencement April, 2012, as
indicated by the arrows.

3.3  Other Delta Electricity dust gauges

The existing OEMP dust gauges shown in Figure 2 and Table 1 form part of a broader regional
dust gauge network operated by Delta Electricity for several decades. The current Delta
Electricity dust gauge network is shown in Appendix 2 and data from the network are
considered in this report.

3.4 Anemometer

As was recommended in the 2009-10 Air Quality Review, a weather station, including an
anemometer and rain gauge, was installed at the KVAR2 site in July 2010 to provide relevant
climatic data to the site contractor. Prior to the availability of on-site data, the site contractor
made use of wind data collected at the Mt Piper ash disposal area about 7 km to the north-west of
KVAR2.
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3.5 Frequency and methods

Table 2 presents details regarding the installation and operation of the dust monitoring network
equipment.

The Delta Electricity and LLI gauges are maintained by, and samples analysed by ALS
(formerly ACIRL Ltd) who have NATA accreditation for the relevant Australian Standard.

Table 2: Frequency of Measurements and Monitoring Methods

Frequency of NSW Approved Method (AM)and

Parameter .
measurement Australian Standard (AS)

e AM-1 Guide for the siting of sampling
units (AS 2922 — 1987)

Dust gauges Monthly e AM-19 Particulates — deposited matter —

gravimetric method

(AS 3580.10.1 1991)

The collected samples are analysed in the laboratory according to AS 3580 for:
e Insoluble solids: this is the matter that does not dissolve in water.

e Incombustible (ash)' content: this is the matter that remains after the sample has been
combusted in the laboratory.

Results for insoluble solids and incombustible material are expressed as g/m”*/month.

The insoluble solids and incombustible (ash) content of a collected dust sample can provide
information on possible sources of the dust but due to the time-scale over which data are
collected (monthly) and the fact that many disparate sources can contribute to deposited dust, it
is often not possible to use dust gauge data to positively identify the contributing sources.

4, RESULTS

In this section data are presented for the second and third years of ash placement in KVAR2:
e April 2010 — March 2011
e April 2011 —March 2012

4.1 OEMP gauges

Tables 3 and 4 present the monthly dust deposition results for the 7 OEMP gauges during 2010 -
2011 and 2011 — 2012, respectively.

In 2010 — 2011 annual average dust deposition at 6 of the 7> gauges in the OEMP network was
less than 3 g/m*/month.

The annual average dust deposition was greater than 6 g/m*/month at one Gauge (27). This was
the result of deposition at Gauge 27 being greater than 6 g/m*/month in six months of the year

! Ash content does not refer to coal ash, but could include ash from coal combustion and other mineral matter
derived from soil, for example.
2 Only 4 months of results available for gauges 31 and 32.
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and greater than 20 g/m”*/month in 3 months. As can be seen from Figure 2 and Table 1, Gauge
27 is located about 1,500m from KVAR2 on Wallerawang Power Station land and in close
proximity to a live coal storage area and adjacent to a public road. Dust deposition at Gauge 27
was higher, and often significantly and anomalously higher, than at the other 6 sites in 11 of the
12 months of the year. Given the location of Gauge 27 adjacent to a public road, human
interference in the operation of the gauge can not be rule out. It is considered unlikely that
KVAR?2 is the source of high dust deposition at Gauge 27. The results from Gauge 27 are
considered further in this section and also in Sections 6 and 7.

Results from Gauge 29, the closest of the gauges to KVAR2, exceeded 4 g/m*/month in 3
months, averaging 2.6 g/m*/month for the year. The average incombustible (ash) fraction of 0.7
was the highest of the OEMP gauges.

Deposition results for 4 months from the 2 new gauges (31 and 32) averaged 1.1 and 1.5
g/m*/month. The highest monthly result was 2.8 g/m*/month observed at Gauge 32 in February
2011.

Results for Gauges 5 and 30, to the north-west of KVAR2, were very low, averaging less than 1
g/m*/month for the year with a very low incombustible fraction of less than 0.5.

In 2011 — 2012 (Table 4), the annual average deposition rates were generally lower than in the
previous year. Excluding Gauge 27, the highest annual average was 2.1 g/m*/month (5 annual
averages were less than 2.0 g/m*/month) with only one individual monthly average deposition in
excess of 4 g/m*/month.

As was the case in the previous year, results from Gauge 27 were significantly and anomalously
high compared with results from the other gauges suggesting that results from this gauge should
be used with caution when assessing potential impacts from KVAR?2.

Full-year results for the 2 new gauges (31 and 32) were 1.0 and 1.6 g/m*/month, respectively.

As in the previous year, results for Gauges 5 and 30 were very low, averaging less than 1
g/m*/month for the year with a low incombustible fraction.

Results from Gauge 29 exceeded 4 g/m*/month in 1 month averaging 2.1 g/m*/month for the
year. The average incombustible fraction of 0.7 was again the highest of the 7 gauges.
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Table 3: Dust gauge data from the OEMP gauges for the second year of KVAR?2 operations (April 2010 — March 2011)
Insol — Insoluble solids, g/m*/month, Frac. — Incombustible (ash) fraction of insoluble solids.
Insoluble solid results of 0.1 g/m*/month are reported Limit of Detection, in which case ash fraction not determined.

Gauge 5 27 28 29 30 31* 32%
Month Insol. | Frac. | Insol. | Frac. | Insol. | Frac. | Imnsol. | Frac. | Insol. | Frac. | Imsol. | Frac. | Insol. | Frac.
April 0.4 0.3 33 0.3 0.9 0.7 1.0 0.7 0.8 0.3 - - - -
May 1.7 0.6 4.2 0.4 0.7 0.4 2.4 0.8 0.7 0.3 - - - -
June 39 0.9 24.6 0.4 0.9 0.4 2.7 0.8 0.2 0.0 - - - -
July 0.9 0.3 25.6 0.8 6.3 0.9 4.2 0.8 1.0 0.5 - - - -
August 0.2 0.5 13.7 0.7 2.0 0.7 1.4 0.6 0.7 0.3 - - - -
September 0.7 0.1 87.2 0.2 1.3 0.5 2.6 0.8 0.6 0.7 - - - -
October 0.1 - 4.2 0.4 1.9 0.6 4.1 0.8 0.1 - - - - -
November 0.1 - 7.4 0.5 0.4 0.3 2.0 0.7 0.5 0.2 - - - -
December 0.1 - 15.3 0.6 1.0 0.2 1.7 0.6 0.7 0.3 0.4 0.3 0.6 0.3
January 1.7 0.1 4.8 0.4 1.7 0.6 1.6 0.7 1.3 0.4 0.8 0.4 1.0 0.2
February 0.3 0.3 2.8 0.5 1.4 0.6 2.9 0.8 0.6 0.2 2.0 0.3 2.8 0.8
March 0.7 0.3 3.5 0.5 8.0 0.2 5.1 0.8 1.0 0.3 1.0 0.5 1.6 0.8

Average(1) 0.9 0.4 16.4 0.5 2.2 0.5 2.6 0.7 0.7 0.3 1.1 0.3 1.5 0.5
Average(2) 0.5 04 0.5 0.8 0.3 03 0.7
Months > 4 0 - 9 - 2 - 3 - 0 - 0 - 0 -
Months > 6 0 - 6 - 2 - 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 -

*

Commenced December, 2010

1. Average of monthly incombustible fractions
2. Average = total annual incombustible / total annual insoluble
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Table 4: Dust gauge data from the OEMP gauges for the third year of KVAR?2 operations (April 2011 — March 2012)
Insol — Insoluble solids, g/m2/month, Frac. — Incombustible (ash) fraction of insoluble solids.

uge 5 27 28 29 30 31 32
Month Insol. | Frac. | Insol. | Frac. | Insol. | Frac. | Insol. | Frac. | Insol. | Frac. | Insol. | Frac. | Insol. | Frac.
April 0.1 - 4.0 0.3 1.2 0.6 1.6 0.8 0.2 0.5 2.9 0.3 1.0 0.6
May 1.0 0.4 5.9 0.6 1.3 0.5 5.5 0.8 0.6 1.0 0.8 0.5 1.7 0.8
June 0.5 0.2 2.0 0.7 1.2 0.8 2.6 0.7 0.8 04 0.3 0.3 1.0 0.7
July 0.1 - 39 0.9 0.8 - 2.0 0.7 0.7 0.1 0.4 1.0 1.8 0.8
August 1.4 0.6 53 0.8 2.1 0.7 3.7 0.8 1.0 0.2 0.6 0.5 33 0.8
September 0.6 0.7 10.2 0.7 2.7 0.6 3.1 0.8 0.7 0.3 0.3 0.3 2.4 0.7
October 1.1 0.2 3.0 0.5 2.1 0.6 1.6 0.8 0.9 0.6 0.9 0.4 2.6 0.7
November 0.9 0.2 22.7 0.5 1.9 0.6 2.3 0.7 0.8 04 2.3 0.5 1.4 0.6
December 0.5 0.0 2.6 0.7 1.9 0.6 1.4 0.6 0.3 0.3 0.1 - 0.5 04
January 1.0 0.7 5.5 0.6 0.8 0.5 0.7 0.7 0.3 0.3 1.7 04 1.2 0.7
February 0.5 0.2 2.8 0.3 0.2 0.5 0.3 0.3 0.1 - 0.3 0.3 1.7 04
March 1.2 0.5 4.4 0.7 0.8 0.6 0.9 0.6 - - 0.8 0.5 0.7 0.4

Average(1) 0.7 0.4 6.0 0.6 1.4 0.6 2.1 0.7 0.6 0.4 1.0 0.5 1.6 0.6
Average(2) 04 0.6 0.6 0.7 04 0.5 0.7
Months > 4 0 - 6 - 0 - 1 - 0 - 0 - 0 -
Months > 6 0 - 2 - 0 - - 0 - 0 - 0 -

1. Average of monthly incombustible fractions
2. Total annual incombustible / total annual insoluble

10
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Figure 4 shows the annual average deposition rates of the incombustible (“ash’) component of
the deposited dust at the 7 OEMP gauges and 15 other Delta deposition gauges in the region over
6 calendar years (and first 4 months of 2012). The “ash” component is plotted on the
understanding that if emissions from KVAR2 were impacting in the local area, these impacts
would show up in increased deposition of incombustible (ash) material. As would be expected,
results show year-to-year variation. The relatively high deposition rates in 2009 at all gauges in
the region are due to the exceptional dust storms which occurred over south eastern Australia in
September of that year As reported in the previous year’s report (M_E S, 2012) and shown in
Table 7, dust deposition during several dust storms significantly elevated annual dust deposition
rates.

Excluding the unusual 2009 averages, Figure 4 indicates that in most years, the deposition of
incombustible material is less than approximately 1 g/m*/month at most sites and that results in
2010 — 2012 were similar to, or lower, than those from between 2006 — 2008, prior to the
commencement of KVAR2.

Figure 4 also shows that a number of gauges show consistently higher rates of incombustible
material depositions than the bulk of the gauges, and in particular:

e Gauge 25 is notable as it is located within about 100m of KVAR2, but not included in the
OEMP network, and adjacent to the Wallerawang coal haul road. Vehicle generated dust
from this road (due to re-suspension of fugitive ash particles) would appear to be the
probable source of the high deposition rates at this gauge relative to other sites in the
network;

e Gauge 27, an OEMP gauge, has previously been discussed as being over 1km from the
KVAR?2 site, and probably impacted by activities unrelated to KVAR2;

e (Gauge 24 is located nearby significant mining operations and the Mt Piper ash storage area
(see Appendix 2 for location);

e Gauge 29 is the OEMP gauge nearest KVAR?2 and Figure 4 indicates deposition of
incombustible material was lower in 2010 — 2012 compared with 2006 — 2008. As shown in
Tables 3 and 4, a high proportion of the deposition at Gauge 29 is incombustible.
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Figure 4: Annual deposition of the incombustible (ash) fraction of total dust deposition at the 7 OEMP gauges and 15 other Delta
Electricity gauges.
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4.2 KVAR2 on-site gauges

While the OEMP does not require that results from LLI’s on-site gauges be included in the
annual report, the results for the second and third years of operation are included in Tables 5 and
6, respectively, for completeness. These data demonstrate that gauges located at the perimeter of
KVAR?2 and to the west of the site (1, 4 and 7) nearer residential areas, recorded annual average
deposition rates below 4 g/m*/month in both years, with very few individual monthly results
above 4g/m*/month.

Gauge 9 is located adjacent to the ash loading silo at Wallerawang Power Station, about 1,500m
from KVAR?2, and it would appear to be influenced by the ash transfer operations at the silo.
This is indicated by the high average ash fraction of 0.8 compared with the other sites, which
despite being located on or adjacent to the ash placement area, are influenced by other dust
sources with a lower incombustible (ash) fraction.

The highest on-site monthly deposition rates generally occur at Gauges 3, 5, 6 and 8, which from
Figure 3 can be seen to be located well inside the perimeter of KVAR2.

5. COMPLAINT REGISTERS

Both Delta Electricity and LLI maintain registers which record the details of any complaints
received by members of the public and a description of any investigation and corrective action
taken in response to the complaint.

No complaints were received by either organisation in relation to KVAR2 operations in the 2
years covered by this report (2010 - 11, 2011 - 12).

Since the commencement of KVAR2, Delta Electricity has not received any complaints directly
related to emissions from the facility. There was one complaint in May 2009, which was
documented in the previous report, regarding ash trucks operating on the coal haulage road with
ash uncovered and therefore a potential source of dust in the ambient environment.
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Table 5: Dust gauge data from the on-site gauges for the second year of KVAR2 operations

(April 2010 — March 2011).

Insol — Insoluble solids, g/mz/month, Frac. — Incombustible (ash) fraction of insoluble solids

uge 1 2 3 4 5
Month Insol. | Frac. | Insol. | Frac. | Insol. | Frac. | Insol. | Frac. | Insol. | Frac.
April 0.1 - 0.4 0.3 11.6 0.8 2.3 0.5 10.2 0.4
May 1.0 0.8 2.0 0.7 2.2 0.8 1.6 0.7 259 0.5
June 32 0.5 1.0 0.5 0.5 0.6 1.2 0.3 4.7 0.6
July 0.5 0.4 1.6 0.6 19.0 0.8 1.5 0.6 32 0.4
August 4.1 0.8 1.1 0.7 5.9 0.9 0.8 0.5 1.7 0.5
September 2.0 0.8 7.3 0.7 34 0.6 2.5 0.6 6.4 0.5
October 11.0 0.8 2.4 0.8 1.9 0.8 3.0 0.5 50.4 0.5
November 32 0.8 0.6 0.7 1.3 0.8 2.7 04 11.6 0.8
December 2.7 0.7 0.3 0.3 1.6 0.6 1.3 0.2 14.2 0.7
January 3.6 0.9 1.2 0.8 0.1 - 0.2 - 3.1 0.7
February 3.6 0.9 2.5 0.8 5.9 0.7 3.0 0.7 6.3 0.7
March 0.8 0.6 3.1 0.9 1.2 0.8 1.4 0.7 29.2 0.6

Average(l)

Average(2) 3.0 0.7 2.0 0.6 4.6 0.7 1.8 0.5 13.9 0.6
Months > 4 2 - 1 - 4 - 0 - 9 -
Months > 6 1 - 1 - 2 - 0 - 8 -

1. Average of monthly incombustible fractions

2. Weighted average = total annual incombustible / total annual insoluble

Table 5 (continued): Dust gauge data from the on-site gauges for the second year of KVAR2
operations (April 2010 — March 2011).
Insol — Insoluble solids, g/mz/month, Frac. — Incombustible (ash) fraction of insoluble solids

auge 6 7 8 9
Month Insol. | Frac. | Imsol. | Frac. | Imsol. | Frac. | Insol. | Frac.
April 10.8 0.5 2.2 0.7 1.7 0.6 6.9 0.9
May 2.9 0.4 1.8 0.7 4.3 0.7 7.5 0.9
June 3.7 0.5 0.3 0.3 0.2 0.0 5.6 0.9
July 7.3 0.6 2.1 0.8 1.1 0.5 6.4 0.8
August 7.2 0.7 32 0.8 5.0 0.9 5.6 0.8
September 4.0 0.8 1.0 0.7 5.2 0.8 4.2 0.9
October 5.1 0.3 3.6 0.8 5.5 0.9 6.4 0.9
November 11.5 0.5 2.8 0.8 1.5 0.7 4.5 0.8
December 12.2 0.3 3.6 0.8 1.8 0.6 4.4 0.8
January 4.2 0.5 1.6 0.8 0.3 0.7 2.5 0.7
February 5.1 0.5 4.9 0.8 7.8 0.9 10.8 0.3
March 6.5 0.8 3.2 0.8 0.9 0.8 8.8 0.8

Average(1)

Average(2) 6.7 0.5 2.5 0.7 2.9 0.7 6.1 0.8
Months > 4 9 - 1 - - 11 -
Months > 6 6 - 0 - 1 - 6 -
l. Average of monthly incombustible fractions

2. Weighted average = total annual incombustible / total annual insoluble
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Table 6: Dust gauge data from the on-site gauges for the third of KVAR?2 operations (April
2011 — March 2012).
Insol — Insoluble solids, g/mz/month, Frac. — Incombustible (ash) fraction of insoluble solids

auge 1 2 3 4 5
Month Insol. | Frac. | Insol. | Frac. | Insol. | Frac. | Insol. | Frac. | Insol. | Frac.
April 1.6 0.3 2.9 0.9 1.6 0.8 2.6 0.6 15.0 0.6
May 32 0.7 34 0.9 5.2 0.9 2.6 0.7 10.9 0.7
June 1.0 0.6 1.5 0.9 1.4 0.9 1.3 0.6 7.6 0.7
July 2.1 0.6 1.4 0.8 1.7 0.9 8.2 0.8 2.5 0.8
August 4.7 0.8 1.2 0.8 7.4 0.9 2.4 0.8 23.8 0.7
September 2.9 0.7 0.9 0.8 1.4 0.8 2.4 0.8 10.6 0.7
October 4.8 0.9 0.8 0.6 1.7 0.8 1.1 0.6 28.2 0.7
November 0.1 - 0.3 0.7 - - 0.7 0.6 28.3 0.6
December 2.0 0.9 0.9 0.9 - - 0.8 04 5.0 0.6
January 2.1 0.9 1.0 0.8 - - 0.8 0.4 5.0 0.6
February 17.1 0.4 1.7 0.8 - - 1.7 0.3 6.3 0.4
March 3.6 0.3 0.7 04 - - 2.6 0.7 15.3 0.2

Average(1)

Average(2) 3.8 0.6 1.4 0.8 2.9 0.9 2.3 0.6 13.2 0.6
Months > 4 3 - 0 - 2 - 1 - 11 -
Months > 6 1 - 0 - 1 - 1 - 9 -

1. Average of monthly incombustible fractions
2. Weighted average = total annual incombustible / total annual insoluble

Table 6 (continued): Dust gauge data from the on-site gauges for the third year of KVAR2
operations (April 2011 — March 2012).
Insol — Insoluble solids, g/m*/month, Frac. — Incombustible (ash) fraction of insoluble solids

uge 6 7 8 9
Month Insol. | Frac. Insol. | Frac. Insol. | Frac. Insol. | Frac.
April 0.5 0.2 0.9 0.6 0.1 - 2.0 0.7
May 7.0 0.5 3.5 0.8 34 0.8 13.9 0.9
June 0.8 0.6 1.2 0.8 2.8 0.9 4.7 0.9
July 0.7 0.6 2.0 0.8 10.5 0.9 194 0.9
August 13.0 1.0 3.1 0.8 3.7 0.9 17.7 0.9
September 34 0.6 2.0 0.7 2.0 0.9 9.7 0.8
October 3.8 0.8 3.0 0.8 0.9 0.9 1.8 0.7
November 5.1 0.8 1.8 0.8 - - 4.8 0.9
December 2.7 0.4 1.2 0.8 - - 2.0 0.8
January 2.7 0.4 1.3 0.8 - - 2.1 0.8
February 7.2 0.6 0.9 0.8 - - 4.6 0.8
March 0.9 0.6 0.3 0.3 - - 0.7 0.7

Average(1)
Average(2) 4.0 0.6 1.8 0.7 33 0.9 7.0 0.8
Months > 4 4 - 0 - 1 - 7 -
Months > 6 3 - 0 - 1 - 4 -
l. Average of monthly incombustible fractions
2. Weighted average = total annual incombustible / total annual insoluble
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6. AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT PLAN REQUIREMENTS

Although addressed, at least in part, in previous sections, this section explicitly addresses the
specific requirements of the KVAR2 OEMP and Air Quality Management Plan.

The key objective of the KVAR?2 air quality management plan is “to manage resources
effectively to ensure the prevention of conditions that may lead to visible dust emissions.” (PB,

2009 p. 77)

While not specifically included in the M_E S reporting brief, during an inspection of KVAR2
and surrounding areas on the 27" April, 2010, the range of management measures included in the
OEMP to minimise dust emissions were observed to be operating and no visible dust was being
generated by KVAR?2 operations.

The OEMP includes the following performance measures:

Targets:

e The local air quality in the vicinity of the KVAR 1is not impacted by Stage 2 operations;
e Zero incidence of dust-related complaints

Indicators:

e Zero visible dust events in vicinity of Kerosene Vale Ash Repository during Stage 2
operations

e Complaints register demonstrating zero occurrence of dust related complaints.

With respect to the first target, data presented in Section 4 demonstrated that Stage 2 operations
are not adversely impacting on dust deposition levels in the vicinity of KVAR?2.

As noted in the previous section, both Delta Electricity and LLI have systems in place to receive,
record and respond to complaints. During the first three years of operation of KVAR2 no
complaints related to dust emissions from the facility were received by either Delta Electricity or
the site contractors.

It is not possible with the data available to make any comment regarding the indicator of zero
visible dust events in vicinity of KVAR?2 operations, although as discussed in the next section, the
camera installed at KVAR2 might be used in the future to assess performance against this
objective.

Air quality monitoring

The OEMP specifies 5 existing dust gauges and 2 new gauges. With the installation of Gauges
31 and 32 (Figure 2) in October, 2010, all 7 gauges are operational.

The OEMP adopts the aim of complying with the 4 g/m*/month (as an annual average) amenity
limit. As documented in Tables 3 and 4 and Table 7 dust deposition at 6 of the 7 OEMP gauges
was less than the 4 g/m*/month (annual) in the second and third years of operation.

Dust deposition at Gauge 27 exceeded 4 g/m*/month (annual) in both years and exceeded 6
g/m*/month in 2010 - 2011 but as discussed previously, and further in the next section, elevated
OEMP dust gauge results are not necessarily caused by emissions from KVAR2 and some of the
OEMP gauges, in particular Gauges 27 and 28, are poorly located for the purpose of identifying
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impacts from KVAR2. The elevated results recorded at Gauge 27 are most unlikely to be
significantly affected by emissions from KVAR2.

Reporting

The OEMP includes reporting requirements, such as location frequency, rationale and the
procedures and protocols for collecting air quality samples as well as the parameters analysed
and methods of analysis. These requirements have been addressed in Section 3 of this report.

The reporting requirement for the OEMP data to be assessed against the 4 g/m*/month criterion
has been addressed immediately above and in Section 4.

The OEMP also requires the data to be assessed against the baseline data provided in Table D of
Appendix C (of the air quality assessment). Table 7 reproduces the data from the referenced
Table D and adds more recently collected data to it, including data from the first three years of
KVAR2 operations (April 2009 — March 2012).

Table 7 demonstrates that average dust levels at the OEMP gauges vary from year-to-year, as
expected.

For 4 of the 5 gauges operating prior to the commencement of KVAR2, deposition rates in the
first year of KVAR2 were within the range recorded in previous years, while deposition in the
subsequent 2 years was generally lower than prior to commencement of KVAR2. The results do
not indicate any adverse change due to KVAR2 operations, particularly at Gauge 29 which is
closest to KVAR2. Results from Gauge 29 during toperation.

As discussed above, Gauges 27 and 28 are poorly located for the purpose of identifying impacts
from KVAR2. The elevated results recorded at Gauge 27 are most unlikely to be significantly
affected by emissions from KVAR2.

Table 7: Annual average dust deposition recorded by OEMP gauges

Year Dust Gauge, Annual average g/m’*/annual average
DG5S DG27 | DG28 | DG29 | DG30 | DG31* | DG32
2002 - 1.7 2.2 1.2 0.8 - -
From 2003 - 1.3 2.1 7.4 0.8 - -
Table D. 2004 - 1.8 1.3 5.3 0.7 - -
Calendar | 2005 - 5.7 2.0 4.9 1.0 - -
years 2006 1.2 3.2 4.9 3.0 1.0 - -
Jan — Jun 2007 1.0 3.9 1.8 3.0 1.1 - -
Calendar | 2007 2.7 5.0 1.1 3.7 1.0 - -
years 2008 1.0 2.8 1.8 2.6 1.2 - -
2009 - 2010 1.4 10.3 2.6 2.7 1.0 - -
(Excluding dust storms)
KV[.&RZ 2009 - 20g10 3.9 14.4 4.6 4.1 2.7 - -
April - .
March (Including dust storms)
2010 -2011 0.9 16.4 2.2 2.6 0.7 1.1 1.5
2011 -2012 0.7 6.0 1.4 2.1 0.6 1.0 1.6

* Last 4 months on the year only
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7. DISCUSSION

Dust gauges are often positioned adjacent to dust generating activities to assess possible nuisance
impacts at nearby receptors. As a passive collection system they are inexpensive to install and
maintain but are subject to a number of limitations:

e They are more effective in collecting coarse particles than fine particles;

e Results are often influenced by things like insects, bird droppings and occasionally human
interference;

e The collection period of a month makes the assessment of short-term, individual events
impossible;

e Without further analysis, it is difficult, if not impossible, to use dust gauge results to
discriminate between a number of possible sources.

Notwithstanding these limitations, dust gauge data, have the potential to provide some relevant
information regarding the potential dust impacts arising from KVAR2 when used cautiously.

It is noted that in relation to dust gauge samples, “ash” refers to the incombustible, inorganic
fraction of the sample and the “ash” fraction of a sample can not be directly related to coal-ash.
This point was illustrated in the previous report (M_E S, 2012) using data from September 2009,
during which time the KVAR?2 dust gauge results were clearly influenced by the regional dust
events. The ash fractions of the samples collected during this month were generally high at
about 0.8, indicating the dominance of inorganic, crustal material. KVAR2 Gauge 9, which is
located near the ash silo at Wallerawang Power Station, shows ash fractions of 0.8, or higher, in
most months and in this case the high ash content is probably due to fugitive ash emissions from
the transfer process. The emissions are the inorganic, incombustible remains following coal
combustion. This point is considered further later in this discussion, but here it is noted that a
high “ash” fraction does not necessarily indicate ash from coal combustion.

Related to the above discussion is the OEMP’s requirement that:

If the 4 g/m*/month limit is exceeded by more than 2 g/m*/month a review of the effectiveness of
the dust suppression regime and further mitigation measures shall be undertaken...

This requirement appears to be based on the simplistic assumption that any measured increase in
dust deposition at OEMP gauges is the result of emissions from KVAR2. A diverse range of
sources (including regional dust storms, as noted above) can contribute to dust gauge results and,
as noted previously, some OEMP dust gauges are poorly located for the purpose of identifying
impacts from KVAR2. Care must be exercised in attempting to relate dust deposition results to
potential dust sources. The contributing source, or sources, to an elevated result can not always
simply or easily be determined. It follows that prior to reviewing the effectiveness of the
(KVAR?2) dust suppression regime that some effort should be made to determine the likely
contribution of KVAR?2 operations to the dust event(s).

As noted above dust gauges are most commonly used adjacent to, or in close proximity to,
potentially “dusty” activities. With respect to the location of the OEMP gauges it should be
noted that data obtained from gauges located at some distance from KVAR?2 are unlikely to
provide robust, useful information regarding potential impacts from the KVAR2. Of the existing
7 OEMP gauges it is considered that Gauge 29, which is adjacent to KVAR2 and Gauges 31 and
32 (Figure 2) are likely to provide information which is useful in assessing potential impacts

18



Kerosene Vale Ash Repository Stage 2 — Air Quality Review - April 2010 — March 2012

from KVAR2. In 2010 —-2011 and 2011 — 2012 the annual average deposition at these 3 sites
was, at most, 2.6 g/m*/month and exceeded 4 g/m*/month in only 4 individual months. The
trigger threshold of 6g/m*/month was not exceeded in any single month during the reporting
period for Gauges 29, 31 and 32.

It is considered that OEMP Gauges 5, 27, 28 and 30 are too far away to provide data relevant to
assessing KVAR2 impacts. Gauge 5 might be considered to provide “background” data, but the
only use for gauge locations 27 and 28 should be to monitor potential dust deposition from
Wallerawang Power Station’s operations, including the coal stack. The elevated results recorded
at Gauge 27 are often associated with a relatively low “ash” fraction and are most unlikely to be
related to KVAR?2 operations, but as discussed in Section 4, may well be significantly influenced
by human interference.

Results for Gauges 5 and 30 in 2010 — 2011 and 2011 — 2012 were very low, averaging less than
1 g/m*/month in both years.

Dust data from the first three years of operation of KVAR2 showed no indication of an increase
in dust deposition levels when compared with data collected in the years immediately preceding
KVAR2 operations, particularly at Gauge 29, the closest to KVAR2. If considered necessary,
further information on the contribution that ash particles from KVAR2 make to dust deposition
beyond the site’s perimeter could be provided by the use of microscopic examination of a
number of collected samples. Such examination could distinguish crustal material and “ash”
resulting from coal combustion, the latter being characterised by spherical particles of varying
diameter. Consideration could also be given to installing directional dust gauges, as well as
standard dust gauges, at OEMP sites to provide additional information on potential dust sources.

While a number of results from the KVAR2 on-site gauges recorded annual results equal to and
above 6 g/m”*/month, it should be noted that these gauges are positioned primarily for monitoring
Work Place Safety requirements and are located well within the perimeter of KVAR2. Results
from gauges located on the perimeter of the site (2, 1, 4, 7) were less than 4g/m*/month, on
average, indicating that elevated dust levels were not leaving the site (in these directions). It is
also of note that the average ash fraction of the on-site gauges of approximately 0.6 to 0.8,
indicates that sources with a significant combustible fraction contribute to the dust results on
KVAR2.

When the dust gauge material is analysed on a monthly basis for insoluble solids, ash and
combustible fractions, the analysts provide a description of the collected material, based on
visual inspection including colour, size (fine, coarse etc) and if possible the composition of the
collected material, which might typically include the following: bugs, organics, plant material,
spiders, bird droppings — as well as the more generic “dust”. The colour of the collected dust is
variously described as black, brown, grey and green (perhaps due to biological activity). If coal-
ash from KVAR2 were making a significant contribution to deposited dust levels, it might be
expected that the collected ash would be described as grey (the colour of the coal-ash varies from
light to dark grey), on a regular basis.

LLS Gauge 9 is located at the ash transfer facility at Wallerawang Power Station — and 20 of the
24 monthly samples in 2010-11 and 2011-12 included “grey” as a descriptor, suggesting coal-ash
may be contributing at this site —and this possibility is supported by the high “ash” fraction of
about 0.8 at this site compared with other sites. Of the LLS gauges located at KVAR2, 79 out of
192 monthly samples (about 40%) included “grey” as a descriptor. The OEMP Gauge 29 is
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closest to KVAR2 and 20 of the 24 samples (83%) included “grey” as a descriptor compared
with 43 out of 128 (34%) for the remaining 6 OEMP gauges.

Finally, as commented upon during the previous annual report, the images collected from the
camera installed at KVAR?2 could be very useful in confirming or dismissing KVAR?2 as a
source of visible dust emissions. Should visible dust emissions be confirmed, data collected at
the weather station on KVAR?2, installed in July 2010, would be useful in recording the
conditions under which dusting occurs, which then might enable effective corrective measures to
be implemented. It suggested that the collected camera images and weather data be routinely
reviewed to ensure that the instruments are working satisfactorily. It is also noted that another
camera has been installed at the ash transfer silo at Wallerawang Power Station.

8. CONCLUSIONS and RECOMMENDATIONS

1.  Annual average dust deposition results in the second and third years of the Kerosene Vale
Ash Repository Stage 2 (KVAR?2) operations were below the criterion of 4 g/m*/month at
6 of the 7 Operation Environmental Management Plan (OEMP) gauges.

2. Dust deposition results at the one gauge that exceeded 4 g/m2/month in both 2010 — 2011
and 2011 — 2012 are unlikely to be related to KVAR2 operations.

3. A number of gauges in the OEMP network are poorly located for the purpose of
identifying impacts from KVAR2 and as such the OEMP dust gauge monitoring network
should be reviewed.

4. The dust gauge data from the first three years of KVAR?2 operations do not indicate that
KVAR2 operations have resulted in dust deposition above the OEMP levels that trigger
the requirement to implement additional control measures.

5. The OEMP requirement that: If the 4 g/m’/month limit is exceeded by more than 2
g/m’/month a review of the effectiveness of the dust suppression regime and further
mitigation measures shall be undertaken, should be amended to require an assessment of
the likely contribution of KVAR?2 operations to the dust deposition levels prior to
undertaking a review of the control measures.

6.  Should further, more detailed investigation into the potential impacts of KVAR2 and other
sources be required in the future, consideration could be given to installing directional dust
gauges in addition to the current standard dust gauges. Consideration could also be given
to microscopic examination of a representative number of collected samples.

7.  No complaints regarding dust emissions from KVAR2 were received by either Delta
Electricity or the KVAR2 site contractor during the second and third years of KVAR2
operations.

8. It is not possible with the data available to make any comment regarding the OEMP
objective of zero visible dust events in vicinity of KVAR2 operations, although the camera
installed at KVAR2 might be used to assess performance against this objective.

9.  Itis considered that the monitoring and reporting requirements of the OEMP are being
met.
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10. APPENDIX 1: THE AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT PLAN
Prepared by Parsons Brinckerhoff for Delta Electricity.
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muddy veiles is drawn from the repository sr2a and
deposited on the haul roads.

Aowaber cad shall bo wsed fo yrdedake dusd suppression
astivilios throughnout the mposdory sde, as required.

A dedisaled water sevmbler and sorfporirrigstion system
shall b inskafied fa cover the active ash plagement area.
The: sysiem will 2o in glacs prior 1o the commencement of
ash placement scivites and will 02 operated o e enlie
daily operating cenad o when 15 minule wind speed
thresholds exceed 5 melnes per seoond.

Nale! Applicalion rivles and {he covgrags area shall have
the capaciy to ensure that no visiche emissons from e
MEQOSEItaTy 8n3a Doour.

Iey the evenl of wsible dus! emissions Forn the repositony
aread, personnel shall nolify the: Sile Manager or Repository
Tearn L eader mmediabely, who will immediataly direct the

waber car aparator bo spray the area and review the localion

and application rate of the spnnkler system.

A falal of 7 deposition gauges shall be used to monitor dust

ocmissions at the perimeter of the aeh repository area, amd al

ey locations adiacenl Lo residential properlss and
Wallerawang Powesr Slafion, Thes moludes (he oxistng 5

dusl deposition gauges and the installaten of an additional 2

dust deposition gauges.

Naoba: The pestioning of the additional 2 gauges has bewen
reviewad by spedialist consulRants based an & review of
lzcal weather gatlerms and he sensitivity of surrounding
propertees and will e subject b ndowner approval, Rofar
1o Figure 6-5 Tor furher delails

Eerasprms W,

i Sdage
D atear Ervercoomeniol Marig

Aihe [ e tary
nerl Flan

Sourca of ; : ; S
rexLiirement Freguency Relevant roecaords - Responsibilitg
DEMP As requred itz mapechan Canlraclar
b chlist
QEMP Az roquired Site inspection Cantracion
cnecklist
GNP S mmnuired Site inspeciion Cantracior
chekist
OFEMP A roequines Site inspaction Confractar
checklist
CDEMP Exztablishmant Air meadonng Delfr Flecdricity
prar i recands Specialist
cammsznrnent of consultant
operations
Mcnthly to
contribute to
bazalae data and
mgxhly el
fex mesilor
nperatians
2 TTHSAEA PRS2 Rowis Paps T3
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ik Karnsene Vile Slage 7 &sh Hepesiloy
Cperatlion Envriamenlal Management Flan
Relavant P Source ol : P d Res -
aspectimpact Managmnent and mitigation measures requirament Frequerncy chevant recards espons|bility
Birqualily mondoring @ Swenples enat be mmovied from the dus! degasiton gaiges  DEMP Rezelhly Alr ronitoring Delta Etgstrily
on a manthly 3sis by 2 HATA approved biboratony and report Specalist
azseesed lor compliancs with the appropriale @i guality consultant
criteria.
»  The DECC amenty-hased entena for dest falleud i@ 2 OEMP Dngning Mir monitering Delts Elaciricily
madmum ledal dust depesiton of £ gimmanth {annual). rpErds Cantractor
The Stage 2 operslions shal @im to acheye compliancs
wills tha demit.
Air quElty monitering = iithe 4 gim¥month ik is exsoeded by mars than 2 g 8 CEMP Cngoing Air mesdloring D“-"“’_E!Eff"m"-'
reviewr of the effeclivensss of the dug! suppression regime racords Conlraclos
and lurther mitigation measures shall e undertsken,
mncluding:
+  imereased appEcation rales of the rigation system at
|he ash working fa:
+  increased application rates of wates on baul roads,
paricularly during high wind events
v frlher ieduction in the ash face working aes balow
1 5 heclares
v incroased implementation of mporary capping zuch as
PYA, lanesulphate o far wheie un-worked ash faces
gl exist
+  the application of higher ash moisiure rates through e
sila hurnidifier
Reportng = [elta Eloctriciy shall issue a repst o the DECC every 12 Cof 1.3 Annually from Repor 10 DECT Delta Electnery
mantha from commencement of oparations. The report shall cemmencement of Specialst
contain the location, frequency. rabionale and the opeTiiong Cangultard
procedures and protocols for collecling air qualiy sarnples
as well a5 the pararmeters analysed and methods of
arabysis,
PE 211E5RAA FRBE2E RevE Faga A
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Fi Lo
o Kerosens wWale Slage 2 &R Hrp:uill.'ll.-
Cmeration Ervenamental Mavapemenl Sk
Ralewvant o Source of -
aspactimpuct Mananamaont and mitigation neasunes P R—— Fraguancy Relevant records  Responsibdlity
Reporting ® [ he resulis and analysis of he monitzing dala shall alsa b CoA 7.3 Annually Fom Report o DECE Ml Eberctricity
included and assessed agaeasl he air qualily cntena commencomenl of Spuecializt
(4 gimAmonth) and the baseline 213 prowided in Uabe Dol operations Cansadiant
Appendie G, |0 the case of excerdances; the mspunse
takrn must be documentzd within the report. Any devialons
fror th proposed maenitonsg program must stze be
pisldied.
»  The Annual Environmental Managemenl Report w be Cof s Annually Anral Della Elecirizily
eubmitied io the Direcior-Geenersl complele with air qualiy Environmenial
mnioring data gathered throsghou the yesr Manageme:nl
Report
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11. APPENDIX 2: THE REGIONAL DUST GAUGE NETWORK

BGAE
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