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Glossary
Specific terms and acronyms used throughout this strategy are listed and described in the table below.

TERM DEFINITION

CEMP Construction Environmental Management Plan

Change Macquarie Dictionary:
A variation, adjustment, alteration, deviation or transformation to the 
project scope, construction methodology or design.

CIZ Construction Impact Zone

CNVIS Construction Noise and Vibration Impact Statement prepared in 
accordance with CoA E78.

CoA Conditions of Approval issued by the Minister for Planning and Public 
Spaces for SSI-10055, as modified on 13 August 2025 and presented 
in the consolidated conditions of approval for the project.

Consistent Macquarie Dictionary:
Agreeing or accordant; compatible; not self-opposed or self-
contradictory; constantly adhering to the same principles, course, etc.

Consistent with Means that carrying out the project (as approved) will comply with the 
terms of the approval despite the proposed change. (See Barrick 
Australia Ltd v. Williams [2009] NSWCA 275)

Compatible Macquarie Dictionary: 
Capable of existing in harmony. Capable of orderly, efficient integration 
with other elements in a system.

Division 5.2 Approval An approval under Division 5.2 of the NSW Environmental Planning 
and Assessment Act 1979 for State Significant Infrastructure / Critical 
State Significant Infrastructure.

EAD Environmental Assessment Documentation: Listed in CoA A1.

EIS Inland Rail – Albury to Illabo Environmental Impact Statement (ARTC, 
August 2022)

EPBC Act Approval An approval of a controlled action issued by the Australian Government 
Minister under Section133 of the Commonwealth Environment 
Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999.

EPL Environmental Protection Licence

m Metres

km kilometres

MNES Matters of National Environmental Significance protected by the Cth
Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999.

Modification of an Approval Section 5.25 of the NSW Environmental Planning and Assessment Act 
1979: Means changing the terms of the Division 5.2 approval, including 
revoking or varying a condition of the approval or imposing an 
additional condition on the approval.

PIR Albury to Illabo Preferred Infrastructure Report (ARTC, November 
2023)

SSI-10055 State Significant Infrastructure -10055 project application number as 
per the critical State Significant Infrastructure declaration.
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Purpose of Consistency Review
The purpose of this consistency review is to:

Describe the proposed change relative to the Division 5.2 Approval.

Assess the environmental impacts associated with the proposed change relative to the Division 5.2 
Approval.

Determine if the proposed change is consistent with the Division 5.2 Approval or whether further approval 
is required either for a modification application or a new project.
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1 Proposed scope of work
Table 1 outlines the proposed scope of work subject to this consistency review. 

Table 1 - Proposed Scope of Works

DETAILS

PROPOSED SCOPE OF 
WORKS

A minor adjustment to the Construction Impact Zone (CIZ) is proposed (proposed 
change) following ground truthing by a suitably qualified surveyor. The proposed 
change would facilitate approved construction activities as described in the 
Environmental Assessment Documentation (EAD) listed in Condition of Approval 
(CoA) A1 of the Division 5.2 Approval for the Albury to Illabo section of the Inland 
Rail program.

LOCATION (INCLUDING 
CHAINAGE/ GPS LOCATION)

The proposed change is located in Albury Station Yard within the Albury Local 
Government Area (LGA). 

Chainage (approx.): 646.005 – 646.020

GPS Location: 146°55’30”E, 36°5’0”S

DESCRIPTION OF 
PROPOSED CHANGE 

The proposed change consists a minor adjustment to the CIZ following ground 
truthing by a suitably qualified surveyor to enable approved project activities. The 
proposed CIZ is shown in Figure 1.

NEED FOR PROPOSED 
CHANGE

The proposed change is required to enable approved project activities as described 
in the EAD. As considered in Chapter 6 of the Inland Rail – Albury to Illabo 
Environmental Impact Statement (ARTC, August 2022) (EIS), the project’s preferred 
design option has been selected to reduce potential interaction with the North Signal 
Hut. 

The approved CIZ as shown in the Preferred Infrastructure Report (ARTC, 
November 2023) (PIR) excises the North Signal Hut, however in doing so the CIZ 
has also omitted working areas required for the removal redundant ancillary railway 
infrastructure (such as the disconnected external lever system), which is in turn 
required to enable the slew of the main and loop lines in Albury Yard and the
removal of the pedestrian bridge and associated staircase. 

CIZ extents are often identified via a desktop exercise with satellite imagery and not 
by on-ground survey. 

The proposed change is therefore considered necessary to accommodate approved 
construction activities and the on-ground survey, while maintaining the intent of 
excluding the North Signal Hut from the CIZ.

EQUIPMENT REQUIRED No change in equipment is required as a result of the proposed change. 

Equipment required for works in the vicinity of the proposed change would remain 
consistent with that of the approved project, as outlined in greater detail in Chapter 5 
of the endorsed Construction Noise and Vibration Impact Statement (CNVIS) for 
Albury Station Yard and Riverina Highway (6-0052-210-EEC-B0-AS-0001_0), and as 
addressed in any future CNVIS addendums.
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Figure 1 Proposed change mapped comparison with PIR CIZ

Figure 2 Proposed change in relation to mapped heritage curtilage extents
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2 Consistency review 

2.1 Environmental assessment

Table 2 - Environmental assessment

FACTOR Y / N DESCRIPTION

Are the proposed works outside the Construction Impact 
Zone (CIZ)? 

Y The proposed change consists a minor 
adjustment to the CIZ following ground 
truthing by a suitably qualified surveyor. 
The proposed change is required to enable 
approved project activities (including 
removal of redundant signalling 
infrastructure, such as the disconnected 
external lever system, and the pedestrian 
bridge and associated staircase) and whilst 
the proposed change would result in a 
change to the CIZ, the surveyed extent of 
the North Signal Hut would remain outside 
of the CIZ. This is considered consistent 
with the intent of the EAD for the purpose of 
reducing potential interaction with the North 
Signal Hut structure. 

Are the proposed works outside the Environment Protection 
Licence (EPL) footprint? 

Y The Martinus EPL (21984) footprint for the 
project aligns with the CIZ and would be 
updated along with the proposed CIZ
extent, should this consistency review be 
approved. 

Are the proposed works on land that require permission from 
a third party? (TfNSW/ Crown Lands/ property owner etc)

N The proposed CIZ extent falls within the 
ARTC leased corridor. 

Does the proposed scope require out of hours work?  N Work within the proposed CIZ extent is 
proposed to be carried out in standard 
construction hours in accordance with CoA 
E69 and E70. 

Any variation to the work hours outlined in 
with CoA E69 and E70; would be carried 
out in accordance with CoA E71 and E72.

Will the works impact on sensitive receivers (air quality/ 
noise/ visual)? 

N There would be no additional impact on 
sensitive receivers compared with the 
approved project as a result of the 
proposed change.

Any work within the proposed CIZ extent 
would be undertaken in accordance with 
the endorsed CNVIS for Albury Station 
Yard and Riverina Highway (6-0052-210-
EEC-B0-AS-0001_0) and approved 
Construction Environmental Management 
Plan (CEMP) and sub-plans. 

Is the proposed works area within non-native vegetation
(ecologist verified)

N The proposed change would not impact any 
non-native vegetation. 

Is any native vegetation clearing required that has not been 
offset as part of the project’s biodiversity offsets? 

N The proposed change would not impact any 
native vegetation. 

Are any known threatened species or heritage items records 
located within 50 m of the proposed works area? 

Y The proposed change is located within 
50 m of both threatened species and 
heritage items records. The proposed 
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FACTOR Y / N DESCRIPTION

change however consists a minor 
adjustment to the CIZ following ground 
truthing by a suitably qualified surveyor to 
enable approved project activities on 
adjacent sides and would not have any 
additional impacts compared with the 
approved project, including on threatened 
species or heritage items. 

The proposed CIZ extent is located within 
the Albury Railway Station and Yard State 
Heritage Register (SHR) curtilage and 
would involve an adjustment of the CIZ 
surrounding the North Signal Hut (refer to 
Figure 2), which is identified as a 
contributory structure for the State Heritage 
listing and is individually listed on the Albury 
Local Environmental Plan 2010 (referred to 
as ‘Albury signal box’).

Whilst the proposed change would result in 
a change to the CIZ within the Albury 
Station and Yard SHR curtilage, this is 
considered consistent with the intent of the 
EAD for the purpose of reducing potential 
interaction with the North Signal Hut, as the 
surveyed extent of the structure would 
continue to remain outside of the proposed 
CIZ extent. 

The proposed change does not affect the 
project’s ability to comply with the CoA and 
would be managed in accordance with the
mitigation measures outlined in the 
approved Construction Cultural Heritage 
Management Plan and Construction Noise 
and Vibration Management Plan. 

Has the proposed works area been surveyed for heritage? Y The proposed change has been considered 
as part of the EAD, including Technical 
Paper 2 (Aboriginal heritage) and Technical 
Paper 3 (Non-Aboriginal heritage) of the 
EIS.  

An AHIMS basic search was undertaken for 
the full extent of the Albury Precinct on 2 
July 2025 (refer to Appendix B), which 
returned no results for known Aboriginal 
heritage sites or places. 

As described above, the proposed change 
is located within SHR curtilage, however 
remains consistent with the intent of the 
EAD for the purpose of reducing potential 
interaction with the North Signal Hut. 

Does the proposed scope require traffic management? N The proposed change would not involve 
any changes to traffic management 
requirements and would be managed in 
accordance with the approved Construction 
Traffic, Transport and Access Management 
Plan. 

Is the works area within 40 m of a waterway or water body? N The proposed change is not located within 
40 m of any mapped waterway or 
waterbody. The closest watercourse is 
Mudges Canal, an underground stormwater 
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FACTOR Y / N DESCRIPTION

drain approximately 50 m east of the 
proposed change.

Will the works require material to be temporarily or 
permanently stockpiled outside a designed ancillary facility? 

N The proposed change would not generate 
any additional material and would not 
impact stockpile management for the 
project.

Will the proposed scope impact operations? N The proposed change relates to the 
construction phase of the project and would 
not impact operations.

Are the works minor in nature and comprise activities 
described generally consistent with that detailed in the project 
as approved under the Environmental Planning and 
Assessment Act 1979? 

Y The proposed change consists of a minor 
adjustment to the CIZ following ground 
truthing by a suitably qualified surveyor to 
enable approved project activities, as 
described in the EAD. 

The proposed change would not result in 
any additional environmental impacts and 
would not impact the project’s ability to be 
managed in accordance with the Division 
5.2 Approval.

Are the proposed works to be undertaken in accordance with 
the Project Approval, EPL, CEMP and Subplans? 

Y The proposed change consists of a minor 
adjustment to the CIZ following ground 
truthing by a suitably qualified surveyor. 
The proposed change would be undertaken 
in accordance with the Project Approval, 
EPL, CEMP and Subplans. 

2.2 Matters of National Environmental Significance (MNES) assessment 

The following matters of national environmental significance (MNES) and impacts on Commonwealth land 
presented in Table 3 are required to be considered for the proposed works. A review of the Protected 
Matters Search Tool (refer to Appendix A) for the proposed change, along with a 5 km buffer, was 
undertaken on 24 September 2025, to support consideration of potential impacts on MNES and 
Commonwealth land.

Table 3 - MNES assessment

FACTOR IMPACT 
(YES/NO)

CONSISTENT? 

Any impact on a World Heritage property? No No World Heritage properties identified 
within 5 km of the proposed change.

Any impact on a National Heritage place? No No National Heritage places identified 
within 5 km of the proposed change.

Any impact on a wetland of international importance? No The proposed change is located 
upstream of seven wetland of 
international importance (Ramsar 
Wetlands). The proposed change is 
localised in nature and would not result in 
any downstream impacts on Ramsar 
Wetlands.

Any impact on a listed threatened species or communities? No Three threatened ecological communities 
and 45 threatened species were identified 
as likely to occur within the feature area, 
or within the 5 km buffer (refer to 
Appendix One). The proposed change 
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FACTOR IMPACT 
(YES/NO)

CONSISTENT? 

would not result in any increased impacts 
to native flora or fauna compared with the 
approved project.

Any impacts on listed migratory species? No Nine migratory species were identified
where individuals or habitat may occur
within the feature area, or within the 5 km 
buffer (refer to Appendix One). The 
proposed change would not result in any 
increased impacts to native flora or fauna 
compared with the approved project.

Any impact on a Commonwealth marine area? No No Commonwealth marine areas 
identified within 5 km of the proposed 
change.

Does the proposal involve a nuclear action (including uranium 
mining)?

No The proposed change does not involve a 
nuclear action.

Additionally, any impact (direct or indirect) on Commonwealth 
land?

No The proposed change is confined to the 
Main South line rail corridor and would not 
directly or indirectly impact any 
Commonwealth land identified within 5 
km.

2.3 Consistency review

Table 4 - Consistency Review

CONSISTENCY QUESTION DISCUSSION CONSISTENT?

Are the proposed works being carried out as part of an 
approved project?  E.g. Are works “generally in accordance 
with” project documents and plans, where relevant?

The proposed change consists of a 
minor adjustment to the CIZ following 
ground truthing by a suitably qualified 
surveyor to enable approved project 
activities.

Yes

Is the modification such a radical transformation of the 
project as a whole, as to be, in reality, an entirely new 
project? 

No, the proposed change consists a 
minor adjustment to the CIZ following 
ground truthing by a suitably qualified 
surveyor to enable approved project 
activities. The proposed change 
would not result in a radical 
transformation when considered in 
the context of the project.

Yes

Are the proposed works a modification that is considered 
“consistent with” the project as approved?  This will require 
the work in question to have environmental impacts 
contemplated by the approval (such as EA / EIS, CEMP, 
spoil management plan, heritage management plan or the 
like), including documents forming part of the approval, or as 
a minimum, very few additional impacts.

The proposal is “consistent with” the 
project as approved and would not 
result in additional environmental 
impacts. 

Yes

When considering all previous consistency assessments and 
the potential cumulative impacts, are the proposed works 
still considered ‘consistent with’ the project as approved? 

The proposed change, when 
considered alongside all previous 
consistency assessments and the 
resultant potential cumulative 
impacts is still considered ‘consistent 
with’ the project as approved.

Yes

Do the proposed works require a modification to a condition 
of approval for the proposed project? 

The proposed change would be 
carried out in accordance with the 

Yes
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CONSISTENCY QUESTION DISCUSSION CONSISTENT?

conditions of approval for the 
approved project and therefore would 
not require a modification.

3 Conclusion
Based on the consistency review above, the proposed change is considered necessary to the overall project 
for the safe and operational use of the rail corridor. The proposed scope of works are considered to be 
consistent with the approved project and generally in accordance with the definition of low impact works as 
described in the CSSI Conditions of Approval. 

Further to the details provided in Table 3, the proposed activity is considered:

  Consistent with the Ministers Conditions of Approval, and the Statement of Commitments/mitigation 
measures.

Not consistent with the Ministers Conditions of Approval, and the Statement of Commitments/mitigation 
measures.  A Modification to the project approval must be prepared and submitted to the Department of 
Planning Infrastructure and Environment for approval.
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Appendix A EPBC Act Protected Matters Report and Search Extent

EPBC Act Protected Matters mapped search extent for search conducted 24 September 2025

EPBC Act Protected Matters 5km mapped buffer extent for search conducted 24 September 2025
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Appendix B AHIMS basic search results
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