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1 Introduction 
AK Saltwood Pty Ltd (the proponent) propose to recommence sand recovery operations at their 

property “Saltwood”.  

The Saltwood Sand Recovery Project (the project) is located on Saltwood Road, Pipers Brook, 

approximately six kilometres (km) east of Bellingham and nine km west of Bridport (Figure 1). Sand 

extracted from the site will be used for production of local concrete.  

A Development Proposal and Environmental Management Plan (DPEMP1) was prepared for the 

project by the previous owners (Kassem Holdings Pty Ltd) and submitted to the Tasmanian 

Environment Protection Authority (EPA) in July 2016. The project obtained approval from the Board 

of the EPA on 4 November 2016 (Permit Conditions – Environmental No. 9498) with a maximum 

annual extraction of 57,000 cubic metres per year. The project operated for three years under Kassem 

Holdings Pty Ltd.  

In 2019-2020, the project was sold to the Austrak Group but the company did not progress any 

operations at the site. In 2022, the Austrak Group sold the project to Pioneer Quarries Tas 4 Pty Ltd 

(Pioneer Quarries).  

Pioneer Quarries intended to recommence operations at the site and submitted a Notice of Intent 

(NOI) to the EPA in March 2023. In February 2024, Pioneer Quarries decided not to pursue operations 

and withdrew from the EPA assessment. Due to the local demand for sand, the proponent proposes 

to recommence operations at the site. 

During the first one to five years of the operation it is proposed to recover between 50,000 and 

100,000 cubic metres of sand per year (average of 75,000 cubic metres). It is anticipated that the 

annual volume of sand recovered and transported will gradually increase over time. The proposed 

maximum annual production of 150,000 cubic metres may never be achieved during the life of the 

project. 

This NOI has been prepared in accordance with the EPA NOI guidelines and the requirements of 

Section 27B (2) of the Environmental Management and Pollution Control Act 1994 (EMPC Act). The 

project is considered a Level 2 Activity under the EMPC Act. 

It is acknowledged that some of the project information used in the development of this NOI has been 

provided to the proponent from Pioneer Quarries and previous owners.  

An exploration licence application for the exploration release area ERA1208 (EL3/2024) and a mining 

lease application (MLA 2149P/M) was submitted to Mineral Resources Tasmania (MRT) on 4 

December 2023. Both applications are currently (as of August 2024) being processed by MRT. All sand 

extraction operations will occur within the proposed mining lease area.  

 
1Integrated Land Management and Planning (2016). Saltwood Road Sand Recovery – Development Proposal and 
Environmental Management Plan. Prepared for Kassem Holdings Pty Ltd, August 2016. 
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2 Contact details 
 
Table 1. Proponent information 

  

Name of proponent (entity name for permit) AK Saltwood Pty Ltd 

Name of proponent (trading name) AK Saltwood Pty Ltd ATF AJ & KL McCarthy Family Trust No.3 

Registered address 360 Saltwood Road, Pipers Brook TAS 7254 

Postal address of proponent 360 Saltwood Road, Pipers Brook TAS 7254 

ABN 42 483 755 185 

ACN 164 127 002 

Contact person for the operation Name:  Andrew McCarthy and Karyn McCarthy 

Mobile: 0418 317 060 AM or 0407 063 200 KM 

Email: rustmac360@bigpond.com 

Consultant contact details 

 

Company Name: Pinion Advisory 

Consultant: Cameron Everard 

Phone: 0437 786 043 

Email: ceverard@pinionadvisory.com 

 

3 Project name and location 
The project is referred to as the Saltwood Sand Recovery Project and is located on private land owned 

by the proponent, AK Saltwood Pty Ltd. 

Landowner titles include: 

1. Property ID: 6852204. Certificate of Title: 205447/1, 11011/1, 119674/1, 119671/1. 

2. Property ID: 1906357. Certificate of Title: 119675/1, 119676/1, 118848/1, 118849/1. 

Raw sand extracted from the active face (located in the northern part of the property) will be 

transported to the storage and screening area via an internal access road (refer to Figure 2 and Figure 

3). 

The proposed access route is approximately nine km long and traverses mostly through the 

proponent’s property. The access road also passes through a small section of Crown Land (ID: 

2543762, Title ref: 146177/1) currently managed by Department of Natural Resources and 

Environment Tasmania Property Services (NRE). The proponent is currently in negotiations with NRE 

to purchase this land (Ref 24/2397). The proposed storage and screening area is located within this 

parcel of land (Figure 2). 

The final section of the road (located between the storage area and Bridport Road) is managed by 

Sustainable Timber Tasmania (STT). Negotiations are underway with STT regarding the use of Emu 

Road. The proponent will apply and obtain an access licence from STT prior to the commencement of 

operations.
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Figure 1. Project location.
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Figure 2. Location of proposed mining lease, landowner boundary and access road.  
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Figure 3. Storage and screening area.
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4 Background of the project proponent and rationale 
A Development Proposal and Environmental Management Plan (DPEMP2) was prepared for the 

project by the previous owners (Kassem Holdings Pty Ltd) and submitted to the EPA in July 2016. The 

project obtained approval from the Board of the EPA on 4 November 2016 (Permit Conditions – 

Environmental No. 9498) and operated for three years under Kassem Holdings Pty Ltd.  

A planning permit was granted for the original project by the Dorset Council (reference DEV2016/70) 

on 4 November 2016. Preliminary discussions with the Dorset Council planning department and the 

proponent in November 2023 determined that a new permit application under the Land Use Planning 

and Approvals Act 1993 (LUPA Act) is required. As a part of this process, the council will likely refer 

the project to the Board of the EPA as a Level 2 activity for assessment.   

The proponent will draw on specialist consultants and sub-contractors to provide technical and 

operational expertise throughout various stages of the project including: 

1. Pinion Advisory (EPA, MRT, planning approvals and natural values assessment). 

2. Integrated Land Management and Planning (strategic technical advice). 

3. RJK Consulting Engineers (traffic impact assessment). 

4. G&A Willams (eagle survey and assessment). 

5. GeoTon Consultants (geological sampling and testing). 

6. Digga Excavations (operational input, sand recovery/screening and equipment contracting) 

The land is privately owned by the proponent and is primarily used for livestock grazing and 

intermittent cropping.  

The demand for sand for local concrete industries has triggered the necessity for the proponent to 

recommence the project. The customer base is located primarily in Launceston and Devonport, with 

the potential for export to Melbourne and Sydney from Bell Bay. 

5 Project description 
Table 2. Key project characteristics 

Project characteristic Description 

Activity 

 

The proposed project will commence with annual sand extraction of approximately 

50,000 - 100,000 cubic metres a year, an average of 75,000 cubic metres a year (for 

the first one to five years), with an estimated maximum annual sand production of 

150,000 cubic metres a year. However, the maximum annual production may never 

be achieved during the life of the project. 

Maximum disturbed 

area 

The proposed maximum disturbed area of land which may remain, at any time, 

without rehabilitation will be 10ha. 

 
2Integrated Land Management and Planning (2016). Saltwood Road Sand Recovery – Development Proposal and 
Environmental Management Plan. Prepared for Kassem Holdings Pty Ltd, August 2016. 
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Project characteristic Description 

Operating hours Standard operating hours for sand extraction, screening and truck movements 

include: 

• 7:00am to 7:00pm Monday to Friday. 

• 8:00am to 4:00pm on Saturday. 

• No sand extraction or screening operations will be conducted on Sundays 

or gazetted public holidays. 

Blasting No blasting activities will occur at the site. Sand will be screened but not washed 

prior to transport. 

Operational 

equipment 

Operational equipment includes: 

• Wheel Loader x 2. 

• Excavator x1. 

• Mechanical screener and output conveyor x 1.  

• Moxy dump truck x 1. 

• Transport/cartage (sub-contractor). 

Site personnel Site personnel includes: 

• Machine operators x 2. 

• Wheel Loader x 2. 

• Site officer x 1. 

• Cartage operators x 3-4 FTEs at full production (sub-contractors). 

 

Once all relevant EPA, MRT and planning approvals are in place, sand recovery operations will 

commence near the southern boundary of the mining lease (stage 1) and progress to stage 2 (Figure 

4).  

6 Proposed location of the project 
The subject land is zoned Agriculture under the Tasmanian Planning Scheme – Dorset. The project is 

categorised as an extractive industry and is considered a discretionary use class within the Agriculture 

zone under the Tasmanian Planning Scheme – State Planning Provisions (Section 21).  The project area 

has a land capability classification of 7 - Land with very severe to extreme limitations that make it 

unsuitable for agricultural use.3 

 
3 ListMap. Land Capability Classification. Accessed 16/01/2024. 
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Figure 4. Site layout and proposed mining plan. 
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7 Stakeholder consultation 
Preliminary consultations have commenced between the proponent and consultant with key 

stakeholders as a part of preparations for this NOI. Preliminary planning advice has been sort from the 

Dorset Council. A planning application for the project will be lodged with the Dorset Council in due 

course.  

Immediate neighbours (C, D and E; Figure 1) and the wider community will be informed of the 

proposed project during the EPA assessment process.  

The following stakeholders will be consulted during the EPA assessment and approvals process and 

throughout the life of the project (where required): 

• Environment Protection Authority. 

• Mineral Resources Tasmania. 

• Aboriginal Heritage Tasmania. 

• Department of State Growth, Dorset Council and George Town Council regarding the traffic 

assessment. 

• Department of Natural Resources and Environment Tasmania (Property services) regarding 

the purchase of Crown Land (Ref: 24/2397).  

• Sustainable Timber Tasmania to obtain an access licence to use Emu Road. 

• Any other landowners that border the project site or access road (e.g. Dorset Field and Game). 

8 Physical environment 
The project is located on a grazing property owned by the proponent in northeast Tasmania 

approximately 1.5 km inland from the coast.  

The land is low lying with sand dunes to approximately 12 metres high. Topsoil depth is minimal but 

supports a highly diverse mosaic of coastal native vegetation. Highly developed farmland (used for 

grazing) borders the southern boundary of the project area (Figure 2).  

Apart from some natural wetlands, there are no obvious drainage features within the project area (i.e. 

creeks and drainage channels are absent).4 

 
4 ECOtas (2016). Ecological Assessment of Proposed Sand Extraction Operation, Saltwood Road, Northeastern Tasmania. 
Report by Environmental Consulting Options Tasmania (ECOtas) for Kassem Holdings Pty Limited, 24 March 2016. 
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9 Key issues 

9.1 Environmental issues 
Environmental impact assessment studies were conducted for the project as part of the DPEMP5 and 

are summarised below. 

9.1.1 Natural values 

A detailed ecological assessment6 was conducted within the project area for the previous proponent. 

Due to the extended period since the last assessment, an updated natural values assessment and 

survey was conducted by Pinion Advisory in December 2023.7 

A natural values assessment will be conducted in any proposed disturbance area that was not included 

in the December 2023 survey. The assessment will be undertaken in spring 2024 to coincide with peak 

flowering times. 

The project is not located within an existing reserved area (e.g. National Park, State Reserve, Regional 

Reserve, Nature Reserve, Forest Reserve or Conservation Area). Single Tree Plain Conservation Area 

is located to the north and east of the project area but will not be impacted. 

9.1.1.1 Vegetation types 

The project site is situated within a mosaic of low coastal vegetation communities with a diverse range 

of plants and habitats.  

Within the proposed mining lease area, TASVEG 4.0 categories include Freshwater aquatic herbland 

(AHF) and Freshwater aquatic sedgeland and rushland (ASF). These communities are listed as 

threatened native vegetation communities (TNVC) under Schedule 3A of the Tasmanian Nature 

Conservation Act 2002 (NC Act). 

Disturbance of these wetland communities will be avoided, both to prevent impacts to the listed 

threatened vegetation community, and to preserve habitat for the green and gold frog (Litoria 

raniformis) which was observed at the site and is listed as vulnerable under both the Tasmanian 

Threatened Species Protection Act 1995 (TSP Act) and Commonwealth Environment Protection and 

Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 (EPBC Act). Provided that wetlands are sufficiently protected from 

the proposed sand extraction works by the establishment of buffers, project operations are not 

expected to negatively impact the species. 

A small patch of Eucalyptus ovata forest and woodland (DOV) occurs near the southern boundary of 

the proposed mining lease area, immediately west of the current access point. This vegetation 

community is listed as threatened under the TSP Act and critically endangered under the EPBC Act. 

 
5 Integrated Land Management and Planning (2016). Saltwood Road Sand Recovery – Development Proposal and 
Environmental Management Plan. Prepared for Kassem Holdings Pty Ltd, August 2016. 
6 ECOtas (2016). Ecological Assessment of Proposed Sand Extraction Operation, Saltwood Road, Northeastern Tasmania. 
Report by Environmental Consulting Options Tasmania (ECOtas) for Kassem Holdings Pty Limited, 24 March 2016. 
7 Pinion Advisory (2024). Saltwood Sand Recovery Project, Natural Values Assessment, Launceston, TAS, March 2024. 
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This vegetation community is outside of the proposed extraction area and will not be impacted by the 

project.     

Other TASVEG 4.0 vegetation communities present within the proposed mining lease area include 

Eucalyptus amygdalina coastal forest and woodland (DAC), Coastal grasses and herbfield (GHC), 

Sand/Mud (OSM), Acacia longifolia coastal scrub (SAL), Leptospermum lanigerum scrub (SLL), Wet 

heathland (SHW), Modified agricultural land (FAG) and Plantations for silviculture (FPL). None of these 

vegetation communities are listed as threatened under the TSP Act or EPBC Act.  

With the sand extraction project targeting areas of deep dune sand, the clearing and disturbance of 

remnant native vegetation will be avoided wherever possible. Prioritising the protection of the 

threatened native vegetation communities will be achieved by implementing a minimum 20m buffer 

to further protect these areas during sand recovery operations.  

The majority of the proposed access road follows an existing cleared boundary buffer which passes 

through mapped zones of modified land including TASVEG mapping units for Modified agricultural 

land (FAG), Regenerating cleared land (FRG), Eucalyptus amygdalina coastal forest and woodland 

(DAC), Coastal heathland (SCH) and Wet heathland (SHW).   

9.1.1.2 Threatened flora 

The field assessment (conducted on the 6th and 20th December 2023) identified 103 flora species 

within the surveyed area, none of which were confirmed to be listed as threatened under either the 

TSP Act or EPBC Act.8 

The northern extent of the proposed new access road follows the cleared boundary buffer which 

separates the property from Single Tree Plain Conservation Area, with a deviation to shortcut the 

northeastern corner of the property. A population of Xanthorrhoea grasstrees was observed in this 

area of the property, with groupings at the side of the established boundary buffer, and individual 

plants present in the segment shortcutting the property corner. Some individual plants were identified 

as Xanthorrhoea australis, which is not a listed threatened species, though the presence of threatened 

grasstree species including Xanthorrhoea arenaria may be possible, despite a lack of flowering 

material required to make a definitive identification. The removal of grasstrees for the construction 

of the new access track will be avoided where possible, with adjustment made to push the route closer 

to the northeastern corner to avoid impacting Xanthorrhoea plants.  

9.1.1.3 Threatened fauna 

The survey identified 12 fauna species as being present within the proposed mining lease area and 

access road, including species listed under the TSP Act and EPBC Act.  

Evidence of Tasmanian devil (Sarcophilus harissii) was confirmed by a scat observed on the proposed 

new access road route, and old dasyurid scats observed through the dunes. The Tasmanian devil is 

listed as endangered under both the TSP Act and EPBC Act.  It is likely the dunes in the proposed 

 
8 Pinion Advisory (2024). Saltwood Sand Recovery Project, Natural Values Assessment, Launceston, TAS, March 2024. 
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mining lease form part of the foraging habitat for dasyurid species in the area, with burrowing and 

foraging habitat present within patches of remnant vegetation outside of the unconsolidated sand.  

The proposed new access road route avoids a section of low-lying ground along the northern boundary 

for approximately the first 800m from the current access point. This area is prone to waterlogging, 

with the proposed route instead favouring a sandy ridge running parallel to the northern boundary 

that provides burrowing habitat. Native vegetation on the northern side of this ridge consists of DAC, 

with a scrubby understory dominated by Lomandra longifolia tussocks. Several active and inactive 

burrows were observed in this pocket of remnant vegetation. Wombat scats present throughout the 

area indicated that many of the burrows are likely occupied by this species, though presence of other 

burrow-dwelling species including Tasmanian devil and spotted-tailed quoll is likely. Patches of 

remnant vegetation such as this likely provide significant habitat to burrowing species present in the 

area, with much of the land to the north unsuitable for burrows due to unconsolidated dune sand or 

poorly drained low-lying wetlands, and land to the south cleared for agriculture. 

The primary risks to dasyurid species relate to the construction and operation of the proposed new 

access road, including the clearing and conversion of suitable burrowing habitat, and ongoing roadkill 

risks from truck traffic. Wherever possible, removal of native vegetation and burrows within this patch 

should be avoided to maintain burrowing habitat for threatened species. If removal of native 

vegetation within this patch cannot be avoided, a pre-clearance survey may be required in accordance 

with Survey guidelines and management advice for development proposals that may impact on the 

Tasmanian devil.9  

In June 2023, an Eagle Nest Survey and Assessment10 for the Tasmanian wedge-tailed eagle (Aquila 

audax subsp. fleayi) was conducted at the project site. The assessment found no nests for the species. 

The proposed sand recovery project is not expected to have a significant negative impact to any 

threatened fauna species, provided buffer zones are established to protect wetland habitat. The loss 

of active dunes is unlikely to result in significant habitat loss for dasyurid species, which are likely to 

utilise the dune area for foraging only, as the unconsolidated sand is unsuitable for burrowing.  

Following sand recovery operations, the disturbed area will be reformed and rehabilitated back to 

native vegetation to a level that is congruent with the surrounding landscape. Rehabilitation works 

will be guided by the Tasmanian Quarry Code of Practice.11 Over the long-term, it is likely that the final 

rehabilitated area will provide greater value in terms of biodiversity than the large area of existing 

sand dune.  

 
9 Natural and Cultural Heritage Division (2015). Survey Guidelines and Management Advice for Development Proposals that 
may impact on the Tasmanian Devil (Sarcophilus harrisii). Department of Primary Industries, Parks, Water and Environment. 
10 G&A Williams (2023). Eagle Nest Survey and Assessment for the Tasmanian Wedge-tailed Eagle (Aquila audax subsp. 

fleayi). June 2023. 
11 Environment Protection Authority (2017). Quarry Code of Practice 3rd Edition, EPA Tasmania, Hobart, Tasmania. 
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The ecological assessment12 concluded that if suitable mitigation strategies are developed and 

implemented, a permit under the TSP Act or a referral under the EPBC Act should not be required. 

9.1.1.4 Weed species 

Declared weeds present at the project site will be managed under the general biosecurity duty 

obligations under the Biosecurity Act 2019, which supersedes the Weed Management Act 1999. Sea 

spurge (Euphorbia paralias) was observed within the dune area and is listed as a Weed of National 

Significance (WONS). No mapped weed infestations are present in TASVEG 4.0 mapping of the project 

area. Ground-truthing confirmed that weed species were present in isolated outbreaks, with no 

notable infestations observed.   

9.1.2 Traffic 

Raw sand extracted from the active face will be transported to the storage and screening area via the 

internal access road using a Moxy dump truck (refer to Figures 2 and 3). 

Raw sand will be screened to remove debris and stockpiled. All debris collected from the screening 

operations will be returned to the recovery area for rehabilitation purposes. Trucks transporting sand 

to customers will enter and exit the storage and screening area from Emu Road, off Bridport Road 

(Figure 2). 

Within the first one to five years, the average annual cartage will be approximately 75,000 cubic 

metres (between 50,000 to 100,000 cubic metres) or 105,000 tonnes (conversion factor of 1.4 tonnes 

per cubic metre of sand). Based on a truck haul of approximately 35 tonnes per load and 300 days per 

year (based on 50 weeks a year at 6 days a week), total cartage rates will be approximately 3000 loads 

or 6000 movements per year and equals 10 loads per day. Up to five site personnel, equivalent to 10 

light vehicle movements per day is also expected.    

At maximum production (150,000 cubic metres or 210,000 tonnes), total annual cartage is estimated 

to be approximately 6,000 loads or 12,000 movements (based on 35 tonnes per load). Annually, this 

is equivalent to 20 loads per day (based on 300 days a year). However, the maximum annual 

production may never be achieved during the life of the project. 

A targeted traffic assessment13 was completed in 2016 for the previous DPEMP (based on extraction 

of 50,000 cubic metres a year) and found that the proposed cartage operation would not have an 

adverse impact on the road network or road safety conditions. 

An updated traffic impact assessment and report will be completed based on the revised annual 

production rates and proposed alignment of the access road. Department of State Growth, Dorset 

Council and Georgetown Council will be consulted regarding potential impacts to traffic. 

 
12 Pinion Advisory (2024). Saltwood Sand Recovery Project, Natural Values Assessment, Launceston, TAS, March 2024. 
13 RJK Consulting Engineers (2016). Traffic Impact Assessment – Sand Recovery Operation - Traffic Impact Assessment, 
Saltwood Road. Prepared by RJK Consulting Engineers, May 2016. 
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9.1.3 Noise 

Project operations include noise emitting activities such as sand extraction, screening, loading and 

transporting sand product.  

Noise emissions will not exceed limits stipulated in the Quarry Code of Practice14 for sensitive areas 

(e.g. homes). Limits include: 

• the A-weighted 10 minute L90, excluding noise from the quarry, plus 5 dB(A), or 

• the following levels: 

o 45 dB(A) from 0700 to 1900 hours (daytime). 

o 40 dB(A) from 1900 to 2200 hours (evening). 

o 35 dB(A) from 2200 to 0700 hours the following day (night time). 

when measured as a 10 minute Leq. 

The proposed access road has been aligned through the proponent’s property (Figure 2). This will 

reduce impacts from noise to local residents, as trucks will not need to use Saltwood Road.  

9.1.4 Air emissions 

Project operations will result in some minor dust emissions during times of extracting, loading and 

transporting sand but off-site impacts are likely to be low. Analysis of the sand shows a consistent 

particle size distribution with extremely few ultrafine particles.15 

Operations such as extracting, screening, stockpiling and loading of sand is generally isolated from 

sensitive receptors that may be impacted by dust emissions. The two closest sensitive receptors are 

owned by the proponent. Three other neighbours are located more than 3.5km from the storage and 

screening area.  

As the proposed access road will consist of gravel and sand unpaved roads, in dry conditions, there is 

the potential for increased dust emissions during transport. The proposed access route (Figure 2) will 

avoid three properties located on Saltwood Road (Figure 1). A natural vegetation barrier located along 

the eastern boundary of the proposed access road (and property boundary) will provide a further 

buffer and reduce dust emissions from the access road. A Moxy dump truck will be used to transport 

sand from the active face to the storage and screening area. The truck will be covered and not 

overloaded to reduce dust emissions. A speed limit of 40km/hr will apply to the access road. 

The Quarry Code of Practice requires that dust should not be visible crossing the boundary of the 

premises.16 

Part 3 of the Environment Protection Policy (Air Quality) 2004 maintains that emissions from point and 

diffuse sources should not cause harm to environmental values, including: 

 
14 Environment Protection Authority (2017). Quarry Code of Practice 3rd Edition, EPA Tasmania, Hobart, Tasmania. 
15 Material Test Report, Saltwood Dune Sand, Boral Construction Materials Group Pty Ltd, Launceston Laboratory. 
16 Environment Protection Authority (2017). Quarry Code of Practice 3rd Edition, EPA Tasmania, Hobart, Tasmania. 
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• The life, health and well-being of humans. 

• The life, health and well-being of other forms of life, including the present and future health, 

wellbeing and integrity of ecosystems and ecological processes. 

• Visual amenity. 

• The useful life and aesthetic appearance of buildings, structures, property and materials.  

9.1.5 Acid sulphate soils 

The potential for acid sulphate soils in the project area was previously assessed as a part of the 

DPEMP17 and summarised below. 

The underlying marine terraces present at the project site consist of sand with differing levels of clay, 

silt and organic matter. Overlaying dunes consist of beach sand with the presence of some shell grit 

but low levels of clay or silt. 

Breakdown of organic matter in saturated conditions and in the presence of iron and sulphates (salts) 

can form metal sulphide minerals. In these conditions, Potential Acid Sulphate (PAS) soils are possible. 

If these soils are exposed to air, by excavation, disturbance or lowering of the water table, the metal 

sulphide minerals will oxidise and sulphuric acid is produced. The soil is now Actual Acid Sulphate 

(AAS) soil and once the natural capacity of the soil to neutralise the acid is exceeded any water runoff 

in contact with the soil will become acidic. 

PAS soils are best managed by avoiding any disturbance to the soil and the water table, e.g. working 

at least 1m above the PAS soil layer. 

An acid sulphate soil management plan was completed for the previous project proponent in January 

201718. The plan provides mitigation and monitoring strategies to manage PAS soils and proponent 

commitments. The plan will be reviewed and updated considering any project changes. 

9.1.6 Surface water management 

The proposed operational areas of the project site consist of sand dunes, with little or no topsoil. Areas 

in between dunes are low lying with sandy grey soil with low coastal scrub. 

To minimise the likelihood of seasonal inundation occurring at the active working surface, a minimum 

1m layer of sand will be retained. Due to the coarse nature of the dune sand present at the site, rainfall 

is likely to infiltrate through the sandy profile rather than runoff. 

9.1.7 Progressive rehabilitation 

Where migrating sand has been recovered the area will be progressively rehabilitated in stages with 

native coastal vegetation to stabilise the area and minimise further erosion. 

Progressive rehabilitation activities include: 

 
17 Integrated Land Management and Planning (2016). Saltwood Road Sand Recovery – Development Proposal and 
Environmental Management Plan. Prepared for Kassem Holdings Pty Ltd, August 2016. 
18 Integrated Land Management and Planning (2017). Saltwood Sand Recovery Project Acid Sulphate Soil Management Plan. 
Prepared for Kassem Holdings Pty Ltd, January 2017. 
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• Remove unused access roads and working pads. 

• Recontour slopes to a safe and natural level.  

• Spread retained vegetation materials over the working surface. 

• Broadcast selected native seed to new surface. 

• Targeted planting of selected native species to stabilise problem erosion areas and areas 

where natural recruitment is slow. 

Progressive rehabilitation activities will be conducted in consultation with MRT and the EPA.  

If sand recovery operations cease, the proponent will be responsible for the safe and effective 

decommissioning of the site. If required, this may include (but not limited to) the removal of all site 

infrastructure, recontouring the land to a safe and/or acceptable profile and re-establishing native 

vegetation where practical. Decommissioning and rehabilitation activities will comply with all relevant 

statutory and legal obligations. 

Other potential issues such as fire risk, dangerous goods and environmentally hazardous materials can 

be managed with standard onsite environmental management procedures.  

9.2 Aboriginal cultural heritage 
In 2016, an aboriginal heritage survey and report19 was undertaken at the project site by Cultural 

Heritage Management Australia (CHMA). Findings from the report are summarised below.  

• No sites or artefacts with Aboriginal heritage significance were found in the stages 1 and 2 of 

the project area. 

• A search of the Aboriginal Heritage Register (AHR) shows that there are no registered 

Aboriginal sites that are located either within, or in a four km radius of the project. 

• The reason cultural heritage is absent is the landscape has been recently modified by the 

migrating dunes. 

• Given that the proposed activity will be confined entirely to the mobile sand dunes, it is 

assessed that there is a very minimal risk that Aboriginal resources will be impacted by the 

project. 

• On this basis, it is recommended that there are no requirements for any further Aboriginal 

heritage studies associated with the project. 

• If an item potentially having cultural value is uncovered during the course of the works, a 

unanticipated discovery plan should be followed. 

9.3 Health issues 
The extraction, screening and loading of sand during project operations will be located away from 

sensitive residential receptors and therefore unlikely to result in any impact on public health. 

 
19 Cultural Heritage Management Australia (CHMA) (2016). CHMA ‐ An Aboriginal heritage assessment for the Proposed 
Saltwood Sand Mine Project ‐ North East Tasmania. 



 

Page | 17  
 

 

The proposed access road follows the northern, eastern and then southern boundary of the Saltwood 

property as presented in Figure 2.  

The proposed access route provides: 

• a buffer along the eastern boundary fence from the public and neighbours. 

• reduced truck movements through the centre of the Saltwood property and farm, resulting in 

greater on-farm safety. 

• a route which follows mostly existing firebreaks and previously cleared areas, although some 

small areas of vegetation may require clearing. 

• a more permanent and effective firebreak (and fire access for the landowner) along the 

eastern boundary fence. 

• a route mostly located on private land with no public access or traffic permitted on the 

property. 

• no residential neighbours (located on Saltwood Road) will be impacted by truck movements. 

Five residential properties are located near the project (refer to Figure 1). These include:  

A. 3730 Bridport Road, proponent/landowner. 

B. 360 Saltwood Road, proponent/landowner. 

C. 3754 Bridport Road, neighbour (located ~3.7km west of the storage area). 

D. Lot 1 Bridport Road, neighbour (located ~4.1km east of the storage area). 

E. 2898 Bridport Road, neighbour (located ~4.2km east of the storage area). 

The two closest residences (A and B) are owned by the proponent. No significant public health issues 

associated with the project are likely. 

9.4 Economic and social issues 
Based on the available resource at the site, the project will continue for at least 15-20 years, providing 

income to local machine operators and contract truck workers, and provide a local source of sand for 

industry and construction projects. 

No negative economic or social issues are anticipated due to the project. 

10 Surveys and studies 
Several historical and current assessments have been undertaken for the project. These studies will 

be reviewed and updated where required. 

Current studies 

• Eagle Nest Survey and Assessment – Prepared by G&A Williams, June 2023. 

• Natural Values Assessment – Proposed mining area and access road route. Prepared by Pinion 

Advisory, March 2024. 

• Traffic Impact Assessment – Saltwood Sand Project. Proposed for September 2024. 
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Historical studies 

• Ecological Assessment - Ecological Assessment of Proposed Sand Extraction Operation, 

Saltwood Road, Northeastern Tasmania. Prepared by Environmental Consulting Options 

Tasmania (ECOtas), March 2016. 

• Material Test Report – Saltwood Dune Sand – Boral Construction Materials Group 

• Pty Ltd – Launceston Laboratory, 2016. 

• Aboriginal Heritage Assessment – Saltwood Sand Mine Project. Prepared by Cultural Heritage 

Management Australia, April 2016. 

• Traffic Impact Assessment – Sand Recovery Operation - Traffic Impact Assessment, Saltwood 

Road. Prepared by RJK Consulting Engineers, May 2016. 

• Acid Sulphate Soil Management Plan - Saltwood Sand Recovery Project. Prepared by 

Integrated Land Management and Planning, January 2017. 

Each of these historical documents are on EPA record as part of the DPEMP. 

11 Proposed timetable 
A case for assessment will be prepared and submitted to the Board of the EPA by late 2024. Sand 

recovery will commence once all regulatory approvals from the EPA, MRT and Dorset Council are 

granted. 

12 Other considerations 

12.1 Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 
The project is not likely to significantly impact any matters of national environmental significance 

protected under the Commonwealth EPBC Act.  

As discussed in Section 9.1.1.3, the ecological assessment concluded that if suitable mitigation 

strategies are developed and implemented, a permit under the Tasmanian TSP Act or a referral under 

the EPBC Act should not be required. As a result, it is unlikely that the project will be referred to the 

Commonwealth Department of Climate Change, Energy, the Environment and Water for approval 

under the EPBC Act. 

12.2 Land Use Planning and Approvals Act 1993  
A new permit application under the Land Use Planning and Approvals Act 1993 (LUPA Act) is required 

and will be submitted to the Dorset Council planning department in due course. 

In summary, the status of the proposal under the LUPA Act is as follows: 

A. A permit application is required under the LUPA Act.  

B. A single permit application will be lodged with the Dorset Council.  

C. The permit application will be made under section 57 of the LUPA Act and is considered a 

discretionary use class.  
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D. The proposed project is situated on land zoned as Agriculture, of which, extractive industries 

are consistent within this land zone. Rezoning of land will not be required.  

E. A new permit application will be lodged under the LUPA Act. 

As the proposal is deemed a Level 2 activity it must be assessed by the Board of the EPA under the 

EMPC Act. Sand extraction activities undertaken at the site will comply with the provisions outlined in 

the Quarry Code of Practice.20 

 
20 Environment Protection Authority (2017). Quarry Code of Practice 3rd Edition, EPA Tasmania, Hobart, Tasmania. 
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