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Report Summary 

This report is an environmental assessment of a proposal by Artec Pty Ltd (Artec)to upgrade its woodchip 

mill at Bell Bay.  

 

The proposal involves ongoing use of a ‘mobile’ diesel chipper in place of a previously approved static 

electric chipper, while continuing to use another electric chipper which has already been installed.  It also 

seeks to confirm its annual production limit as 600,000 bone dry metric tonnes of woodchips per annum. 

 

On 15 July 2022, the Executive Director, Environmental Assessments requested that the proponent submit 

additional information to address issues raised during the public inspection period and to meet other 

information requirements. Satisfactory additional information was submitted by the proponent on 

8 November 2022, in the form of a Supplement to the EIS. 

 

This report has been prepared based on information provided in the permit application (DA 2022-46), 

Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) and Supplement to the EIS. Relevant government agencies and the 

public were consulted, and their relevant submissions, representations and comments considered as part of 

the assessment. 

 

Appendix 1 contains details of matters raised by the public and referral agencies during the consultation 

process.   

 

Appendix 2 contains a table of the proponent’s management measures. 

 

Appendix 3 contains the environmental permit conditions for the proposal.  

 

The environmental conditions in Appendix 3 are a new set of operating conditions for the entire, 

intensified activity that will supersede the existing permit conditions. 
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1 Approval Process 

The Board of the Environment Protection Authority (the Board) received a Notice of Intent for the 

proposal on 1 March 2019. 

 

The proposal is defined as a ‘level 2 activity’ under clause 2(i), Schedule 2 of the Environmental Management 

and Pollution Control Act 1994 (EMPC Act), being a woodchip mill with a production capacity of more than 

1000 tonnes per year.  The proposal involves ongoing use of a ‘mobile’ diesel chipper in place of a 

previously approved static electric chipper, while continuing to use another electric chipper which has 

already been installed.  It also seeks to confirm its annual production limit as 600,000 bone dry metric 

tonnes of woodchips per annum. 

 

Section 25(1) of the EMPC Act required Council to refer the application to the Board of the Environment 

Protection Authority (the Board) for assessment. The application was received by the Board on 26 May 

2022.  

 

The Board required that information to support the proposal be provided in the form of an Environmental 

Impact Statement (EIS) prepared in accordance with guidelines issued on 15 April 2019. Several drafts of 

the EIS were submitted to the EPA for review against the guidelines before it was finalised and accepted on 

behalf of the Board on 10 January 2022. 

 

An application for a permit under the Land Use Planning and Approvals Act 1993 (LUPA Act) was submitted 

to George Town Council with the final EIS on 17 May 2022. 

 

The EIS was released for public inspection for 28 days on 4 June 2022. Advertisements were placed in the 

Examiner and on the EPA and George Town Council websites. The EIS was also referred to relevant 

government agencies for comment. No public representations were received during the public comment 

period. Two agency comments were received.  

 

On 15 July 2022, the Executive Director, Environmental Assessments requested that the proponent submit 

additional information to address matters raised. Satisfactory additional information was submitted by the 

proponent on 8 November 2022. 

 

The Executive Director (Environmental Assessments), Environment Protection Authority, has undertaken 

determination of the assessment under delegation from the Board. 
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2 SD Objectives and EIA Principles 

The proposal must be considered by the Board in the context of the objectives of the Resource 

Management and Planning System of Tasmania (RMPS), and in the context of the objectives of the 

Environmental Management and Pollution Control System (EMPCS).  Both sets of objectives are specified in 

Schedule 1 of the EMPC Act. 

 

The functions of the Board are to administer and enforce the provisions of the Act, and in particular, to use 

its best endeavours to further the RMPS and EMPCS objectives. The Board must assess the proposal in 

accordance with the Environmental Impact Assessment Principles defined in Section 74 of the EMPC Act. 
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3 The Proposal 

The Artec woodchip mill has been operating at the Bell Bay site (see Figure 1) since 2001, producing 

woodchips from both plantation and non-plantation eucalypt timber. The chips are transported by 

conveyer belt downhill from the site to the nearby port, where they are loaded on ships for international 

export. Annual production was increased to 400,000 tonnes via a PCE issued by the Board (PCE 6168) in 

2000 (DA 22/2000), and then to 600,000 tonnes via PCE 8055 in 2011 (DA 2011/24). 

 

Neither the 2011 assessment documentation nor PCE 8055 specified which type of tonnage (wet or dry) 

was being referred to. Correspondence between the EPA and Artec in 2020 confirmed that, based on the 

Development Proposal and Environmental Management Plan submitted in 2011 which referred in passing to 

‘dry tonnes’, the figure of 600,000 would be taken to refer to ‘bone dry metric tonnes’ (BDMt). The EIS for 

the current proposal states that BDMt is an industry standard unit of measurement for woodchips, 

referring to their mass when devoid of moisture, measured by weighing a sample before and after oven 

drying.  It reflects the economic value of the woodchip. The ratio of dry to green material can then be 

applied to a shipload of chips to determine its mass in BDMt, with the green material mass described as 

‘green metric tonnes’ (GMt). For the purpose of the EIS and articulating annual production, Artec uses an 

average figure of 1 GMt = 0.49 BDMt, meaning that 600,000 BDMt is equivalent to 1,224,500 ‘green metric 

tonnes’. 

 

The current proposal does not seek to increase this figure, but the EIS provides an opportunity to ensure 

that all environmental impacts of production at this level are clearly articulated and accounted for. 

 

Current site operations include an electric ‘static’ chipper located on Chipper Platform no 1, and a second 

diesel powered chipper located on Chipper Platform no 2 (Figures 2-6). The diesel-powered chipper is 

referred to in the EIS as a ‘mobile’ chipper as it could conceivably be moved around, the EIS states that it is 

in a fixed in position on a platform. The electric chipper produces the majority of product at the site from 

native (non-plantation) eucalypt, and the diesel chipper produces a smaller quantity of product from 

plantation eucalypt. PCE 8055 required/approved the installation of a second static chipper and the 

decommissioning of the mobile diesel chipper. The EIS indicates that the delay in the installation of the 

second static chipper has been a result of “structural changes in the industry and associated uncertainty in 

the forest products market over the last decade” requiring the Proponent to seek written approval from 

the Director to continue the use of the mobile chipper in the interim.  

 

The use of the diesel chipper has been subject to Director approval which includes a requirement that the 

chipper be operated for a maximum of 120 hours per calendar month, with the hours of operation 

recorded and reported to the EPA once a week.  

 

The current proposal seeks to operate the ‘mobile’ diesel-powered chipper on an ongoing basis in tandem 

with the existing electric chipper, until such time as the previously approved second static chipper is 

installed (see Figure 5 for indicative static chipper layout). Once the second electric chipper is installed, the 

proposal seeks to operate the diesel chipper if at any time one of the electric chippers is under 

maintenance or repair. The existing 24 hour, six days per week permitted operation is proposed to be 

retained, but with the diesel chipper only able to be operated during daytime hours. 

 

The main characteristics of the proposal are summarised in Table 1, with Figures 7 and 8 showing the 

woodchip processing flow for both chipper platforms.  Detailed descriptions of the existing activity and 

proposal are respectively provided in Sections 2.2 and Section 2.3 of the EIS. 
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Table 1: Summary of the main characteristics of the proposal 

Activity 

Production of up to 600,000 bone dry metric tonnes of woodchips per annum, equivalent to 1,224,500 

green metric tonnes. 

Location and planning context 

Location 135 Mobil Road, Bell Bay 

Land zoning General Industrial, George Town Interim Planning Scheme 2013 

Land tenure Private freehold 

Existing site 

Land Use A woodchip mill since 2001, prior to which it was used as a sawmill and then for 

woodchip and log storage. 

Topography Generally level, having been built up previously with inert ferromanganese waste 

product from the adjacent TEMCO smelter.  Land slopes away steeply to the south 

from the southern boundary of the site, down towards the Tamar River. 

Geology and 

soils 

General area – Tertiary gravels, sands and clays, consisting of interbedded clay, 

conglomerate, lignite and basalt.  The activity site has been historically built up 

using inert ferromanganese waste product from the adjacent TEMCO smelter. The 

surface is now a combination of gravel and concrete hardstand. 

Hydrology There are no natural watercourses on the site. A stormwater pond in the north 

western corner of the site collects runoff from the two chipping platforms and 

stockpile areas, then drains to a vegetated gully to the west. The eastern log yard 

and entry road drain into a vegetated swale to the south, and then downslope. A 

steep vegetated slope to the south of the site leads down towards the Tamar 

River. 

Groundwater hydrology in the area consists of two aquifers, with flows generally 

following original surface contours towards the Tamar River to the south and east. 

The bores in the vicinity are privately owned and operated. 

Natural Values The site is highly disturbed with very little vegetation. There is remnant native 

vegetation to the south, beyond the woodchip mill site, on the bank sloping down 

towards the Tamar River where the existing conveyor belts are located.  The 

identified vegetation communities include a narrow band of dry eucalypt coastal 

forest (DAC), and a small patch of Melaleuca ericifolia swamp forest (NME), listed as 

a threatened community under the Nature Conservation Act 2002. 

Local region 

Climate Maximum average rainfall is approximately 1,079mm per annum.  Wind direction is 

predominantly westerly, with southerlies in the morning and north westerlies in 

the afternoon. 
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Surrounding 

land zoning, 

tenure and uses 

The majority of the Bell Bay industrial precinct is zoned General Industrial under 

the George Town Interim Planning Scheme 2013.  This land is generally under private 

tenure. 

Immediately south of the Artec parcel is a strip of land zoned Utilities, containing a 

railway line, with the remainder of the land to the south zoned Port & Marine, 

containing the port facility for the precinct, and owned by TasPorts. 

 

Proposed infrastructure 

Major 

equipment 

All infrastructure below is already on site, except where noted: 

• 1 x Static (electric) chipper (with an additional static chipper also approved 

but not yet installed) 

• Mobile (diesel) chipper 

• Excavators (used for log handling) 

• Wheel loaders (log handling) 

• Skid steer loader (Waste bark and wood handling) 

• Bulldozers (woodchip handling) 

• Belt conveyors (within main site) 

Other 

infrastructure 

Fixed conveyors to the south to transport chips to Bell Bay port 

Workshop housing maintenance activities and amenities 

Laboratory building for drying and weighing chips 

Office building 

Inputs 

Water 600 kL per year mains supply water per year for amenities and water sprayers 

Energy 2,250 MWh per year electrical power (mains supply) for electric chipper, 

reclaimer, and office 

Other raw 

materials 

450,000 L per year diesel fuel for mobile plant and diesel chipper. 

Wastes and emissions 

Liquid Stormwater runoff from all operational areas. 

Atmospheric Dust from internal and external traffic, blown woodfines from conveyor belts and 

stockpiles. 

Solid ~41,000 cubic metres per year of bark/wood waste (at current production level of 

400,000 BDMt). 

~8,000 tonnes per year of wood fines (at current production level) 

General refuse including food scraps, paper and packaging. 

General inert wastes such as metal waste to be collected periodically. 
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Controlled 

wastes 

~7000 L per year of waste mineral oil is generated from servicing equipment (at 

current production level of 400,000 BDMt). 

Noise From chippers, excavator on site, and vehicles on site and going to and from the 

site. 

Greenhouse 

gases 

Electricity for equipment, diesel for ‘mobile’ chipper and mobile plant. 

Estimated total emissions of 1596.5 t CO2e per annum. 

Construction, commissioning and operations 

Proposal 

timetable 

The EIS states the second static chipper is likely to be installed within 12 months 

(i.e., 2023), at which stage the mobile chipper would be retained for use in the 

event of a breakdown of the static chipper. 

Operating hours 

(ongoing) 

Whole facility: 

24 hours per day Monday to Saturday, excluding public holidays 

Mobile chipper: 

EIS proposes 0600 to 1800 hours Monday to Saturday.  

 

 

Figure 1: Location of the Artec Bell Bay woodchip mill site (highlighted in red) (Figure 1 of 

the EIS). 
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Figure 2: Layout of the Artec Bell Bay woodchip mill, (excerpt of Site Location Plan, Drawing A201 of the EIS). 
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Figure 3: Aerial image of existing site layout of the Artec Bell Bay woodchip mill (Figure 2 of the EIS). 
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Figure 4: Static and mobile configuration plan for Artec Bell Bay woodchip mill (Drawing A202 of the EIS). 
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Figure 5: Static configuration plan for Artec Bell Bay woodchip mill (Drawing A203 of the EIS). 
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Figure 6: Stormwater plan for Artec Bell Bay woodchip mill (Drawing A204 of the EIS).
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4 Proposal Rationale and Alternatives 

Artec is already running a woodchip mill at the Bell Bay site. It is proposed to use the diesel chipper on a 

regular basis until the electric static chipper is installed. 

The EIS states that the project location is optimal for the activity: 

• It is located within a major industrial precinct with no nearby sensitive receivers; 

• Is directly adjacent to the rail line, allowing rail deliveries of logs to the site; 

• Is directly adjacent to a major deep water port, allowing direct conveying of woodchips from the site 

to ships; and 

• The electrical distribution network has capacity for the large onsite loads. 

The EIS states that there is no economically or operationally viable alternative to the project site for this 

activity. 
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5 Public and Agency Consultation 

No public representations were received. 

 

The EIS was also referred to a number of government agencies with an interest in the proposal. 

Submissions were received from the following: 

 

• TasPorts – noise limits and stockpile runoff management 

• TasRail – surface water management 

 

The following individuals also provided specialist advice on the EER/EIS: 

 

• Regulatory Officer, Environment Protection Authority 

• Scientific Officer (Air), Environment Protection Authority 

• Scientific Officer (Water), Environment Protection Authority 

• Scientific Officer (Noise), Environment Protection Authority 

 

A summary of the public representations and government agency/body submissions is contained in Appendix 

1 of this report. 

 

The Supplement to the EIS prepared by the proponent provides a response to relevant environmental issues 

raised during public consultation. 
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6 Evaluation of Key Environmental Issues 

The key environmental issues relevant to the proposal that were identified for detailed evaluation in this 

report were: 

 

• Noise emissions 

• Air emissions 

• Water quality 

 

Each of these issues are discussed in the following subsections.  
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6.1 Key Issue 1: Noise emissions 

6.1.1 Background 

Noise emissions from this proposal have the potential to cause environmental nuisance and harm to nearby 

sensitive receptors, particularly given the location of the site in Bell Bay Industrial Precinct (BBIP) one of 

the largest industrial sites in Tasmania. 

The BBIP supports a number of industrial activities and covers approximately 1000 hectares, with 

approximately 50% of this area developed to date. It is on a headland south-east of George Town and 

across the river from residential zones including Clarence Point and Beauty Point. The Artec site is on the 

southernmost point of the precinct (Figure 1), approximately 2 km from the nearest residences in George 

Town, 2.5 km from the nearest residences at Clarence Point and 2.7 km from Beauty Point. 

There is a history of industrial noise complaints, particularly at night time, from residences and visitor 

accommodation premises in the vicinity of Bell Bay, including across the Tamar River, at Clarence Point and 

Beauty Point. Due to the multiple industrial activities operating in Bell Bay, it can be a challenge to discern 

the source or sources of noise which may be causing the noise complaints. Atmospheric conditions which 

deflect noise from Bell Bay towards sensitive receptors on the other side of the river are known to occur, 

particularly at night. 

 

6.1.2 Description 

Site operations 

Although installation of two electric (static) chippers has previously been approved, the site currently 

operates with one electric chipper and one diesel-powered (mobile) chipper. It is noted the diesel chipper 

has previously been operated under a separate temporary authorisation from the Director. 

The current proposal includes continuing to run the diesel chipper at the site until the second electric 

chipper is installed. The EIS states that once this occurs the diesel chipper will only be used during periods 

of breakdown or maintenance of the electric chippers. 

Artec’s existing operating hours are 24 hours a day, Monday to Saturday, with a permitted maximum noise 

level of 40 dBA (time averaged A-weighted, measured) when measured at any noise sensitive premises. This 

noise level limit applies 24 hours a day. Section 2.2.2 of the EIS notes that the site rarely operates outside 

daytime hours with night-time operations (including chip processing) occurring on average once a month. 

The EIS states that the major sources of noise from the Artec woodchip mill are the chippers and 

associated equipment, as well as the large mobile plant used to handle logs and chips. Measured sound 

power levels indicate that the diesel chipper produces the most noise (127.6 dBA measured at the casing), 

followed by the electric chipper (119.3 dBA measured at the throat). The EIS notes the electric chipper is 

entirely enclosed in a concrete housing. A woodchip stockpile provides an acoustic barrier to sensitive 

receptor sites to the southwest, such as Beauty Point and Clarence Point. The EIS states that the stockpile 

is permanently present, with the lowest recorded height from the previous few years being 25 metres. 

Noise modelling 

An assessment of noise undertaken by Tarkarri in 2020 is provided in Appendix 4 with results summarised 

in section 6.2 of the EIS. 

The EIS presents the results of ambient noise monitoring at sensitive locations during both daytime and 

night time, noting that Artec rarely operates at night and was not operating during the nights that the noise 

levels were measured. These results indicate daytime noise levels of 44.0-58.8 dBA (LAeq, 10 min), and 

night time noise levels of 35.8-42.0 dBA (LAeq, 10 min). The EIS states the daytime noise environment was 

dominated by local sources such as traffic and wind, with industrial noises less audible, whereas at night-

time some general industrial noise from Bell Bay could be heard. 

Section 6.2.3 of the EIS presents noise contours and data for the operation of two electric chippers from a 

report prepared by Vipac in 2010 for a previous assessment. The data suggests noise emissions for the 

majority of sensitive receivers is likely to be below 40 dbA in worst case weather conditions for the use of 

two electric (static) chippers concurrently (refer table 2).  It is noted that the sensitive receivers presented 
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in the EIS from the 2010 assessment are not the same as those used for ambient noise monitoring and 

modelling presented in the 2020 noise assessment (Appendix 4 of the EIS).  

The noise assessment prepared for the EIS (Appendix 4) models the existing electric (static) chipper and 

existing diesel (mobile) chipper operating concurrently, both with and without the production woodchip 

pile along the southern boundary of the site (refer Figures 9 and 10, and Table 2). 

Modelling was undertaken for ‘worst case weather conditions’, i.e., cold clear nights where temperature 

inversions can develop, which the EIS states occur approximately 20% of the year in the Tamar Valley. 

 

 

Figure 9: SWL contours for static and mobile chipper operating with the woodchip pile absent in worst case 

weather conditions (Figure 12 of the EIS). 
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Figure 10: SWL contours for static and mobile chipper operating with the woodchip pile present in worst case 

weather conditions (Figure 14 of EIS).  

 

 

Table 2: Predicted sound pressure levels (dBA LAeq, 10 min) at five sensitive receptor sites in worst case weather 

conditions (i.e., night time) for various scenarios, with tonal adjustment where applicable (Table 9 of EIS). 

Table 2 indicates the following: 

• When compared with the permitted noise level of 40 dBA (time averaged A-weighted, measured) 

for current operations (PCE 8055), the modelled noise exceeded the permitted noise level for 

receiver 1 when the woodchip stockpile was present and for receivers 1, 2, 3 and 4 when the 

woodchip stockpile was absent. 

• The noise levels were at or below 40 dBA when both a stockpile and an acoustic barrier were 

modelled. 

• The noise levels from two electric (static) chippers operating concurrently were below 40 dBA 

(noting that no further information on the 2010 modelling of the two static chippers was provided 
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in the EIS and that the sensitive receiver locations were different from those used in the noise 

assessment submitted in appendix 4 of the EIS). 

Sensitive receptor 1 is located at Deceitful Cove to the north west. Modelling was also undertaken with a 

proposed earth bunding as an acoustic barrier to the west of the mobile chipper to mitigate noise 

emissions at Deceitful Cove at night time. The model achieved a 2 dB decrease in emissions with bunding. 

The EIS states that the mobile chipper will not be operated at night, and therefore that this barrier will not 

be required. 

The EIS concludes that noise from Artec site operations has the potential to adversely affect the amenity of 

local sensitive receptors. 

 

Current restrictions on chipper operations 

Environmental conditions for the existing activity (as per PCE 8055) restrict the operating hours of the 

chippers as follows: 

- The second static woodchipper must only be operated between 0700 and 1700 hours Monday to 

Saturday until an additional noise survey, is carried out during commissioning, after which the 

second static woodchipper may operate at any time Monday to Saturday, subject to any required 

noise mitigation measures. 

- A noise survey of the entire wood chipping activity must also be undertaken every three years after 

commissioning of the second electric (static) woodchipper. 

- Noise emissions from the activity, when measured at any noise sensitive premises in other 

ownership and expressed as a time averaged A-weighted sound pressure level, must not exceed 40 

dBA, with exceedance up to 5 dB(A) permitted for combined noise from the activity and normal 

ambient noise. 

As noted previously the operation of the diesel (static) chipper has previously been undertaken under a 

separate Director authorisation. 

The EIS states that the proponent is not seeking to change operations, other than to allow for ongoing use 

of a diesel (mobile) chipper until such time as the second electric (static) chipper is commissioned. The EIS 

argues that the current noise emission limit and operational hours (as per PCE 8055) are still suitable to 

minimise noise nuisance on sensitive receptors because: 

- Daytime concurrent operation of the static and mobile chippers is likely to be below 40 dBA; 

- The daytime limit (40 dBA) is lower than for any other regulated premises in the Bell Bay industrial 

precinct; 

- The night time limit (40 dBA) is lower than or equal to all other regulated premises in Bell Bay, 

with the exception of a single site much closer to George Town than Artec; 

- The site has never had a noise complaint recorded against it specifically. 

 

6.1.3 Management measures 

Section 9 of the EIS includes the following management measures: 

• A maximum of two chippers will be operated concurrently. (Commitment No. 3) 

• Between 1800 hours to 0600 hours two static chippers can only operate concurrently if the 

woodchip pile height is greater than 14m. (Commitment No. 4) 

• The mobile chipper will only be operated between 0600 hours and 1800 hours. (Commitment No. 

5) Once the second static chipper is installed, the mobile chipper will not be operated unless one 

static chipper is not operating, e.g., for maintenance or repair. 

• A noise survey of the entire site operation will be undertaken during commissioning of the second 

static woodchipper. (Commitment No. 6) 
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6.1.4 Public and agency comment and responses 

No public or agency comment was received on this issue. 

 

6.1.5 Evaluation 

The Environmental Guidelines for Wood Processing (EPA, 2018) advise that noise from wood processing should 

not be dominant or intrusive, nor be 5 db(A) or more above normal ambient noise for more than 10 minutes at 

any noise sensitive premises. These guidelines advise that the use of mobile woodchippers is likely to increase 

noise emissions and therefore should only be used on a short term basis. 

The EPA Board’s assessment of the Artec woodchip mill activity undertaken in 2011 included consideration 

of a second electric (static) chipper, with ongoing use of a diesel (mobile) chipper only when one of the 

electric (static) chippers was being serviced and therefore inactive. 

Although the EIS refers to PCE 8055 having lower daytime and night time noise limits than other premises 

in the BBIP, it should be noted that this is no longer accurate as a new woodchip mill has been approved at 

Bell Bay for Midway Tasmanian Ltd since the EIS was finalised. The Midway PCE included a daytime noise 

limit measured at noise sensitive premises of 37 dBA, an early morning/evening noise limit of 32 dBA and a 

requirement that noise emissions from the site must not be noticeable at any other time. 

Given the history of noise complaints being predominantly at night time, and the noise monitoring results 

presented in the EIS, it is accepted that for operation of both a static and mobile chipper, a daytime noise 

limit of 40 dBA is considered appropriate in the context of the commitment to commission the second 

static chipper and the ongoing noise issues in the BBIP. 

The EPA Board has previously considered the challenge of managing noise levels across Bell Bay and is 

waiting on the outcome of a precinct wide assessment of noise issues. In the meantime, the Board’s interim 

policy position on noise emissions in the BBIP is that where new noise limits are required, these limits; 

should not be any higher than existing activities, ideally should not compromise the acoustic environment at 

sensitive receptors, and should be conservative, particularly for night time operations. Current noise limits 

on existing activities are not considered adequate justification for similar limits on new activities if lower 

limits can reasonably be achieved. 

Data presented in the EIS indicates the potential for noise impacts to sensitive receivers, and noise emission 

limits are necessary to manage the risk of impacts. N1 limits night time (1800 – 0700 hours) noise 

emissions to 35 dBA while the daytime limit of 40 dBA remains unchanged from PCE 8055. Noise 

modelling provided in the EIS indicates that these limits are achievable, noting that the EIS does not 

propose to use the mobile chipper at night. Condition N2 is a standard condition imposed to ensure that 

unnecessary noise from dropping logs is avoided. 

It is currently unknown if two static chippers can operate at night time and comply with 35 dBA. While 

noise modelling done to date indicates that the operation of two electric (static) chippers is likely to be less 

noisy than the operation of one electric and one diesel chipper, the data presented in Table 2 on the use of 

two electric chippers is not current and may not be representative of contemporary operations. It is likely 

that the use of two static chippers at night time will be able to meet the noise requirements, however it has 

not yet been shown in the data provided. Condition N3 requires a noise impact assessment after 

completion of commissioning of the second static chipper. Condition N4 sets out the noise survey 

requirements in relation to any change in the activity and Condition N5 defines the noise survey method 

and reporting requirements in the context of the BBIP. 

Although the EIS proposes 0600 – 1800 Monday to Saturday operating hours, the EPA Noise Specialist 

indicates that low frequency noise is likely to be an issue between 1800 and 0700 (night time) within the 

BBIP. Condition OP1 restricts operating hours to 0700-1700, Monday to Saturday for production of wood 

chips using a mobile wood chipper, loading of product and heavy machinery operated on top of the wood 

chip piles. The commitment to operate the diesel chipper during daytime hours only is supported, as it has 

not been demonstrated that this chipper can operate at night time without causing an environmental 

nuisance. It is noted that other activity onsite can commence earlier. OP1 allows the existing static chipper 
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to operate at night. This is considered appropriate as the chipper is enclosed in a concrete bund and 

currently operates at night. OP1 also allows two static (electric) chippers to be operated at night subject 

to the results of a noise impact assessment required by N3 and implementation of noise mitigation 

measures. 

OP1 does not restrict hours for vehicle movement to and from the Land and loading of vehicles with 

wood waste which allows flexibility for collection of wood waste. The collection of wood waste does not 

involve operation of heavy machinery other than a single excavator and trucks, which is considered 

reasonable for an industrial area.  

The ongoing use of a mobile chipper is not considered best practice and does not align with the 

Environmental Guidelines for Wood Processing (EPA, 2018). OP2 requires a review of site operations within 

one year, which must include a statement to confirm intention to install the second static chipper. The 

statement must include confirmation, with timeframes when the mobile chipping equipment will be replaced 

with the static chipper. Condition OP3 requires the maintenance of a log book for operation of the diesel 

chipper to keep an accurate daily record of use. 

OP4 requires that no more than two chippers may operate onsite at any one time. This is based on the 

noise assessment presented in Appendix 4 of the EIS that indicates that the noise emission limits in PCE 

8055 cannot be maintained if more than two chippers operate at the same time. This is relevant during 

both daylight and night time hours. OP4 also requires that the operation of the mobile chipper must cease 

within two years unless otherwise authorised in writing by the Director. 

The height of the woodchip stockpiles is accepted as providing significant noise attenuation to sensitive 

receptors. The noise assessment provided with the EIS recommends that “both chippers should only be 

run at night when woodchip stockpiles exceed a height of 14 m”. The noise contours presented in Figure 9 

and Figure 10 indicate that without the stockpile noise levels at sensitive receivers may exceed 40dBA 

Condition OP4 requires the stockpile height must be maintained at 14m at all times noting there is the 

ability for the Director to vary this requirement with sufficient justification. 

In the interest of continuing to align with best practice and to provide guidance for the future of the 

operation the proponent is made aware of their obligations under Environmental Guidelines for Wood 

Processing in condition OI3. 

 

6.1.6 Conclusions  

The proponent will be required to comply with the following conditions: 

N1 Noise emission limits 

N2 Log drops 

N3 Noise impact assessment 

N4 Noise survey requirements 

N5 Noise survey method and reporting requirements 

OP1 Operating hours 

OP2 Review of Site Operations 

OP3 Operations Logbook 

OP4 Woodchipper Operation 

OI3 Environmental Guidelines for Wood Processing  
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6.2 Key Issue 2: Air emissions 

6.2.1 Description 

The major sources of air emissions from the activity are dust from traffic on unsealed roads, wood fines 

produced during chipping, and emissions from diesel engines in mobile equipment and the mobile chipper. 

Dust and wood fines can cause an environmental nuisance to sensitive receptors or smother delicate 

ecosystems. 

The EIS states that only a small amount of dust is produced on the site, and as only green timber is chipped, 

the associated wood fines have a high moisture content and so are less dispersive than dry wood fines. 

Diesel emissions result in fine particles, nitrous oxides, sulphur oxides, volatile organic compounds, carbon 

monoxide and hydrocarbons, which can adversely affect air quality and human health.  The EIS estimates 

current diesel usage to be 450,000 L per year and indicates that approximately 43% of this is used by the 

diesel chipper. Therefore, ongoing and increased use of the chipper will result in increased emissions of air 

pollutants. 

Although burning is not proposed in the EIS, it is noted that disposal of wood wastes by burning could 

cause environmental nuisance to neighbours and adversely affect air quality. 

6.2.2 Management measures 

Section 6.1.4 of the EIS describes a number of management measures used onsite to minimise air emissions, 

specifically: 

- separation of the majority of wood fines from the product woodchips via screens, then conveyed 

to an enclosed overhead bin for storage prior to removal offsite (Commitment 1); 

- wood fine loads will be covered when transported from the site (Commitment 2);  

- watering of internal roads during dry and windy conditions; 

- minimising areas of exposed soil within the site; 

- when operationally and commercially viable, replacing the mobile chipper with the new static 

electric chipper; 

- servicing and maintaining mobile plant 

6.2.3 Public and agency comment and responses  

No comments were received on this issue. 

6.2.4 Evaluation 

There are minimal exposed surface areas on the site, and any such surfaces are generally highly compacted, 

so dust is unlikely to be a major issue. The proposed measures to minimise and manage wood fines 

described in the EIS are supported.  Conditions A1 and A2 require that dust and other potential types of 

air emissions from the activity are minimised and vehicles loads are covered. 

The diesel chipper contributes substantially to the quantity of diesel used on site and therefore installation 

of the second static electric chipper would reduce emissions from diesel use. 

It is noted that diesel emissions are unlikely to be a significant source of pollution but should be managed 

and minimised. The requirement to commit to timeframes for installation of the second electric chipper 

required by OP2 (key Issue 1 – Noise) is considered sufficient in this regard. 

The EIS does not mention wood burning, but disposal of wood wastes by burning has been known to occur 

at wood processing activities in the past.  Condition A3 has been included to prohibit burning of any wood 

waste on site.  

6.2.5 Conclusions  

The proponent will be required to comply with the following conditions: 

A1 Control of atmospheric emissions 
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A2 Covering of vehicles 

A3 Restrictions for burning on-site 

OP2 Review of site operations 
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6.3 Key Issue 3: Water quality 

6.3.1 Description 

Stormwater runoff from the site has the potential to carry pollutants such as sediment, nutrients, wood 

waste, hydrocarbons (e.g., if fuel or oil has been spilt) and, if softwood has been processed, resin acids. 

Resin acids are found in tree resins, that are released from wood and bark, specifically softwoods. They are 

not soluble in water and are a potential water pollutant in high concentrations. 

Uncontrolled release of polluted stormwater has the potential to negatively impact water quality in the 

Tamar River and adversely affect aquatic flora and fauna. Under the State Policy on Water Quality 

Management 1997, the Protected Environmental Values of the Tamar River include protection of modified, 

non-pristine aquatic ecosystems, recreational water quality and aesthetics, and industrial water supply. 

Firefighting wastewater is a potential source of contamination as it may contain chemicals or residues which 

can have ecological and human health impacts. 

The site has previously been levelled, and natural drainage is not evident.  The EIS includes a Stormwater 

Treatment Assessment which reviews the adequacy of the current stormwater treatment measures on the 

Artec mill site. 

The site is generally level with a surface area of approximately 10.5 hectares, with inert ferromanganese 

waste product previously used as fill overlying gravels, sands and clays.  The fill is compacted, but overall, 

the site is naturally well drained.  There are channels and pipes capturing stormwater from the main 

working areas and stockpiles and diverting it to a stormwater treatment pond located in the northeast 

corner of the site (see Figure 6). The EIS states that the pond is approximately 5 ML in volume and 

therefore provides approximately 200 days retention of average stormwater flows. It has been designed to 

detain a 72 hour ARI 20 storm event in addition to standard retention capacity and was rehabilitated in 

2018 by digging out sediment and reforming the spillway as a weir. Discussions with the proponent on site 

indicate that discharge from the stormwater pond is infrequent and it is noted that, should the pond 

discharge, any stormwater would flow into a stormwater drain on the TasRail easement adjacent to the 

site.  

The EIS also states that an inspection of the pond has revealed that it is necessary to raise the discharge 

weir height by approximately one metre to achieve design capacity and that these works are proposed to 

be undertaken in the near future. 

The site also contains a vegetated swale drain capturing water from the southeast corner of the site and 

channelling it into bushland to the south, with check dams incorporated to capture sediment which is 

regularly removed. The EIS states that modelled pollutant reduction for this swale meets the stormwater 

quality targets for sediment and phosphorous reduction, but not for nitrogen.  However, it also concludes 

that the dense vegetation present between the site and the river provides additional pollutant reduction. 

The EIS states that groundwater on site consists of two aquifers one within 2 – 6 m of the surface, and a 

lower water table at 15 – 30 m depth (Section 5.3.3 of the EIS). Monitoring of groundwater is undertaken 

on neighbouring sites. Pollution to groundwater is considered low risk, assuming the stormwater 

management system is maintained effectively.  

6.3.2 Management measures 

Sections 6.3.4, 7.2 and 9 of the EIS state that a number of management measures are in place and will 

continue, specifically: 

- water quality monitoring at the stormwater treatment pond discharge point every six months for 

BOD, suspended solids, oil/grease and pH; 

- inspection of pond walls and the pond discharge point for erosion every six months; 

- removal of sediment buildup from the pond once a year; 

- inspection and cleanout of gross pollutant traps and swales every three months; 

- inspection and maintenance of onsite wastewater treatment systems as per manufacturer’s 

requirements. 
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- The height of the discharge weir in the stormwater treatment pond will be raised. 

6.3.3 Public and agency comment and responses 

Two agency submissions from TasPorts and TasRail were received. TasPorts commented that runoff from 

woodchip stockpiles is not captured or treated within the site and has the potential to exit The Land and 

flow downhill to the port. 

TasRail also raised concerns that discharge from the stormwater pond is being directed into a drain in the 

TasRail corridor. In the submission, TasRail noted they had no record of an agreement to authorise 

discharge to TasRail land, which flows towards Bell Bay. TasRail also noted that water near the existing 

chipper platform was being directed across TasRail land towards a known landslip area. 

The Supplement to the EIS states that discussions between the proponent and TasRail to resolve the issues 

raised are ongoing. Since submission of the comments, a channel drain has been dug along the rail corridor 

deflecting any stormwater that does not reach the pond, away from the rail corridor into existing onsite 

stormwater infrastructure. It is also likely that a licence agreement to discharge stormwater into the drain 

in the TasRail corridor will be required, however this matter is outside the scope of the EPA assessment. 

 

6.3.4 Evaluation 

The Tamar River is a well flushed estuary with substantial tidal flows. However, with multiple industrial 

activities discharging into the river at various locations, pollutant discharge from each activity still needs to 

be minimised to protect ecological values. 

The existing monitoring of pollutants in discharged stormwater (specifically pH, suspended solids, biological 

oxygen demand and hydrocarbons) is considered appropriate for continuing operation and will be required 

by condition M2. 

There are no known specific performance requirements for resin acids. The EIS states that a review of 

current Australian practice has been undertaken and not found any standard approach to managing this 

pollutant.  

Condition M1 specifies process requirements for sampling and measurements and condition M3 specifies 

actions to be taken if emission limits are exceeded. 

The proposed increase of the stormwater pond weir height in order to improve retention capacity is 

supported. Otherwise, the existing stormwater pond is considered adequate to service the majority of the 

site. Condition SW1 requires that settling ponds be designed and maintained appropriately, and condition 

SW2 requires treatment of polluted stormwater prior to discharge from the Land. Condition SW3 

requires stormwater discharged from the land to meet the limits specified in M2.  

Condition WW1 requires that any potentially contaminated wastewater arising from firefighting must be 

treated on the Land to the satisfaction of the Director or removed by an approved person. 

There is potential for resin acids to cause pollution to surface and ground water, however currently no 

softwood is processed on site and softwood processing is not proposed as part of this assessment. PCE 

10145 defines product quantities as hardwood only, noting that a change to softwood may require 

assessment of measures to mitigate impacts to surface and groundwater. Condition G3 requires the 

proponent to seek written approval from the Director should a change in characteristics of material used in 

the course of the activity be proposed. 

 

6.3.5 Conclusions  

The proponent will be required to comply with the following conditions: 

M1 Samples and measurements for monitoring purposes 

M2 Stormwater monitoring requirements 

M3 Exceedance of emission limits 
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SW1 Design and maintenance of settling ponds 

SW2 Stormwater 

SW3 Stormwater discharge 

WW1 Firefighting wastewater 

G3 No changes without approval 
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7 Evaluation of Environmental Issues 

In addition to the key issues, the following environmental issues are considered relevant to the proposal and 

have been evaluated in this section:  

 

1. Waste management 

2. Dangerous goods and hazardous substances 

3. Biodiversity and natural values 

4. Greenhouse gases and ozone depleting substances 

5. Fire risk 

6. Decommissioning and rehabilitation 

 

General conditions 

The following general conditions will be imposed on the activity: 

 

Q1 Regulatory limits 

G1 Access to and awareness of conditions and associated documents 

G2 Incident response 

G3 No changes without approval 

G4 Change of responsibility 

G5 Change of ownership 

G6 Complaints register 

G7 Annual Environmental Review 

G8 Notification Prior to commissioning 

G9 Commencement 
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Issue 1: Waste management 

Potential impacts 

The woodchip mill produces a number of waste materials/ by products including: 

- Approximately 7,000 litres per year of waste mineral oils (predominantly engine and hydraulic 

from machinery operation; 

- Approximately 33,000 cubic metres of bark and 8,000 tonnes of wood fines (likely to be up to 

49,500 cubic metres and 12,000 tonnes respectively if production reaches 600,000 bone dry 

metric tonnes per year); 

- General waste from office operation; 

- Dilapidated or redundant equipment; 

- Sludge from stormwater systems. 

Inappropriate storage, handling or disposal of wastes may contaminate soil, surface water or 

groundwater.  Wood waste stockpiles also have the potential to pose a fire risk. 

In addition to this section, handling and management of liquid hydrocarbons is discussed further under 

Issue 2 and fire risk under Issue 5. 

Management measures proposed in EIS 

The EIS includes a Solid Waste Management Plan (Appendix 5), which specifies the following 

management measures: 

- debarking of logs at harvest site prior to transport to woodchip mill, reducing the amount of 

bark waste produced at the mill; 

- management of the bark pile directly adjacent to the chipper, using an excavator for maintenance 

of the pile and loading into bin trailers for daily removal offsite; 

- screening of wood fines from chips and conveying to a receiving hopper to enclosed bin trailers 

for daily removal offsite; 

- continual maintenance of chipper cutting knives to minimise production of wood fines; 

- 6 monthly inspection of wood waste storage areas, ensuring storage volumes are not excessive; 

- provision of all bark and wood fines waste to third parties for reuse, e.g., for feedlot bedding, 

boiler fuel, ground works rehabilitation, soil amelioration and other agricultural uses; 

- engagement with wood waste receivers to ensure forward capacity for daily reception of wood 

waste; 

- management of fire risk (see discussion under Issue 5 below); 

- planned construction of a new fines hopper and overhead storage bin with the second static 

chipper, increasing the ability to load out fines from the site; 

- storage of waste oils in a bunded storage container for collection by a licensed waste contractor; 

- disposal of office waste by a licenced contractor; 

- recycling of equipment by third parties for metal retrieval. 
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The Management Plan notes that there is little or no available space at the Artec site to stockpile wood 

waste, necessitating regular collection. The plan includes contingency measures in case of a shortfall 

between site production and removal, including investigating an offsite stockpile location, which would 

need further approvals.  It clarifies that there are no plans for long term storage of solid wastes at the 

Artec site. The EIS states there has been a consistent demand for wood waste and Artec therefore does 

not anticipate a need to store or dispose of such waste. 

Public and agency comment 

No public comment received regarding waste management. 

Evaluation 

Wood fines and wood waste are the most significant sources of waste from the operation of the activity.  

Reuse as proposed in the EIS and currently undertaken by Artec is preferable to landfill disposal or 

burning. The Solid Waste Management Plan demonstrates that Artec has agreements in place with 

receivers of wood waste by products for regular removal of wood waste for reuse purposes. While it is 

noted that Artec does not currently have a site ready for storage of wood waste should these 

agreements fall through, it is accepted that the demand for wood waste is strong. It is also noted that 

wood waste could be backhauled to customers in the south of Tasmania and excessive stockpiling of 

wood waste is not considered likely. 

Measures proposed for managing other types of solid waste are appropriate. Condition WM1 requires 

that solid waste produced from the activity must be managed in accordance with the supplied Plan, or 

subsequent versions thereof as approved by the Director. 

Conclusion and conditions 

The proponent will be required to comply with the following conditions: 

WM1  Solid waste management 

OI1 Waste management hierarchy 
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Issue 2: Dangerous goods and hazardous substances 

Potential impacts 

As described under Issue 1 above, several thousand litres of waste mineral oil are generated per year 

from operation of the activity.  In addition, the following substances are used and stored onsite: 

- 30,000 litres of diesel near the site entrance in a self-bunded, containerised tank; 

- 2,000 litres of mineral oil in the workshop; 

- ~320 litres of other oils and lubricants in the workshop. 

If inappropriately contained, handled or disposed of, chemicals and fuels used on site may contaminate 

soil, surface water and groundwater, and cause harm to flora and fauna particularly in the aquatic 

environment. 

Management measures proposed in EIS 

The EIS states that: 

- The diesel fuel stored onsite will be in a fit-for-purpose, self-bunded fuel tank with 100% storage 

volume capacity (existing); 

- Storage of waste oils onsite in a 1000L bunded container; 

- Other hazardous substances are stored in the workshop in a bunded area and managed 

according to the National Standard and National Code for Managing Risks of Hazardous 

Materials; 

- Spill kits are held in the tanker during refuelling and in the workshop; 

- In the event of a spill, any contaminated soil and absorbent material would be contained in a 

suitable receptacle and collected for disposal by a registered waste contractor; 

- The workshop has a concrete floor which would minimise the impact of any spills of materials 

during handling in that environment; 

- Water quality testing of the pond for oil and grease will continue.  The existing limit of 10mg/L 

applying to hydrocarbons in any stormwater discharge has not been breached since testing began 

in 2012. 

Public and agency comment 

No comments were received in relation to dangerous goods or hazardous substances. 

Evaluation 

The proposed management measures are considered appropriate to minimise potential for 

environmental harm from hazardous materials.  It is noted that the proposal does not itself result in a 

substantial change in the quantity or type of hazardous materials stored onsite, other than a possible 

increase in waste mineral oil generated from the activity if the existing approved maximum production 

limit is reached. 

Conditions H1 and H2 require all environmentally hazardous materials held on the Land to be kept 

within containment systems such as impervious bunded areas or spill trays, appropriate to the volume of 

material stored. Condition H3 requires that spill kits appropriate for the types and volumes of materials 

held on the Land be kept in appropriate locations and maintained. 

Conclusion and conditions 

The proponent will be required to comply with the following conditions: 
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H1 Storage and handling of hazardous materials 

H2 Handling of hazardous materials – mobile 

H3 Spill kits 
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Issue 3: Biodiversity and natural values 

Potential impacts 

The woodchip mill site is located in an industrial precinct and has been cleared of native vegetation for 

some time.  There is a narrow band of black peppermint forest and woodland to the south of the site, 

with a record of a white-bellied sea eagle nest approximately 450 metres to the southeast of the Artec 

site, dating back to 1985.  It is not known if this nest is active. 

Management measures proposed in EIS 

The EIS states that any weeds found on site will be sprayed every six months. 

Public and agency comment 

No representations or comments were received in relation to biodiversity and natural values. 

Evaluation 

No works are proposed within areas supporting native vegetation.  The mobile chipper would not be 

visible from the sea eagle nest due to topography and the height of the existing woodchip stockpiles.  

Noise, light and traffic have the potential to impact on native fauna in the area but given that the mobile 

chipper is proposed primarily to operate in the day, when noise levels are already high and in keeping 

with previous activity of the site, it is considered unlikely that the proposal will result in any additional 

impact. 

The proposal to spray any weeds found on site every six months is supported and condition FF1 

requires that the Land be kept substantially free of weeds, to avoid spreading weeds to other areas.  

Machinery washdown is more appropriate to a site supporting natural values and having large vehicles 

and machinery entering from other areas which may support weeds and is not required in this case. 

Conclusion and conditions 

The proponent will be required to comply with the following conditions: 

FF1  Weed management 
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Issue 4: Greenhouse gases and ozone depleting substances 

Potential impacts 

The existing and proposed operation of the woodchip mill produces direct greenhouse gas emissions 

from diesel usage, and indirect emissions from electricity usage. The proposed use of the diesel chipper 

will result in more diesel emissions than the already approved second static (electric) chipper. 

The EIS quantifies the annual current emissions from the activity as: 

- 1,214 tonnes of CO2e from current diesel use 

- 382.5 tonnes of CO2e from electricity use (likely to increase once the static chipper is installed). 

These figures do not include consideration of transport of material to or from the site. 

Management measures proposed in EIS 

The EIS proposes the following management measures: 

- Servicing and maintenance of equipment to minimise emissions; 

- When operationally and commercially viable, the mobile chipper will be replaced with the new 

electric chipper as previously approved. 

Public and agency comment 

No representations or comments were received in relation to greenhouse gases and ozone depleting 

substances. 

Evaluation 

As discussed in relation to Key Issue 2 – Air Quality in section 6 of this report, the EIS estimates that 

current diesel usage is 450,000 L per year and indicates that approximately 43% of this is used by the 

diesel chipper. 

Given that Tasmania’s energy supply is largely renewable, and that a second electric chipper has 

previously been approved but not yet installed, the proposed ongoing use of the diesel chipper does 

result in an increase in greenhouse gas emissions compared to the scenario of installation of the second 

electric chipper.  The EIS makes it clear that Artec does propose to install the second electric chipper in 

the foreseeable future. 

Conclusion and conditions 

No specific conditions are imposed. 
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Issue 5: Fire risk 

Potential impacts 

Woodchip, wood waste and wood fines stockpiles pose a potential fire risk, with the capacity for 

spontaneous combustion if the heat produced by decomposition exceeds the ignition temperature of the 

product.  In addition to being a safety and commercial risk, fire then has the potential to produce air 

pollution, or to cause further fire in nearby vegetated areas, harming native ecosystems. 

Wastewater generated as a consequence of firefighting has the potential to contain high levels of 

contaminants which may impact on surface or groundwater quality. 

Management measures proposed in EIS 

The EIS states that the following management measures will be implemented to minimise fire risk: 

- Checking and minimising fuel loads in vegetated areas every six months; 

- Ensuring appropriate firefighting equipment is kept on site and staff are trained in emergency 

procedures and the correct use of the equipment; 

- Inspecting and maintaining firefighting equipment every six months; 

- Maintenance of fire hydrant system in accordance with AS1851:2012; 

- Dampening of wood waste from log sprayers; and 

- Ensuring all hazardous and flammable materials are stored in accordance with relevant standards 

and regulations. 

The Solid Waste Management Plan provided as part of the EIS discusses fire risk from wood waste, and 

states that the risk of spontaneous combustion is considered very low, as demonstrated by the fact that 

this is has never occurred during the history of operations of the mill, and is not known to have 

occurred in the industry, potentially as a result of the high C:N ratio of wood waste which limits 

biological activity, and thus decomposition.  The EIS also states that spontaneous combustion of the chip 

pile(s) is minimised by regular turnover as product is shipped. 

Public and agency comment 

No comments or representations were received with respect to fire risk. 

Evaluation 

The proposed management measures for fire risk are considered appropriate and supported.  Condition 

WW1 is imposed to ensure that firefighting wastewater is treated onsite or contained and removed for 

treatment. 

Conclusion and conditions 

The proponent will be required to comply with the following conditions: 

WW1  Firefighting wastewater 
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Issue 6: Decommissioning and rehabilitation 

Potential impacts 

If the activity were to cease, the site would need to be rehabilitated and equipment decommissioned. 

Potential impacts from a poorly decommissioned site include contamination risks to soil and water from 

materials such as fuels or oils left on site, and visual impacts. 

Management measures proposed in EIS 

The EIS states that, if the activity were to cease, a detailed Decommissioning and Rehabilitation Plan 

would be developed and submitted to the EPA for approval, aiming to rehabilitate for future industrial 

use in keeping within the zoning of the area and surrounding activities. The scope of the plan would 

include: 

- Demolition and/or removal of all equipment from the site for reuse or disposal; 

- Assessment of any soil contamination and proposal for remediation; 

- Establishment of sufficient vegetation ground cover to minimise dust generation and soil erosion; 

and 

- Maintenance of stormwater infrastructure to allow continued operation in the future by another 

occupier of the site. 

Public and agency comment 

No comments were received in relation to decommissioning and rehabilitation. 

Evaluation 

Condition DC1 is required to ensure the proponent notifies the Director of permanent cessation of the 

activity. Condition DC2 requires a Decommissioning and Rehabilitation Plan to be submitted to the 

Director within 30 days of being notified of any planned cessation.  Condition DC3 seeks to ensure the 

rehabilitation of the site following permanent cessation. Condition DC4 requires the Director to be 

notified of the decision to temporarily suspend site operations and requires appropriate steps to be 

taken to manage the site and prevent environmental harm. 

Conclusion and conditions 

The proponent will be required to comply with the following conditions: 

DC1 Notification of cessation 

DC2 DRP requirements 

DC3 Rehabilitation following cessation 

DC4 Temporary suspension of activity 
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Issue 7: Social and economic issues 

Potential impacts 

The woodchip mill is located within the Bell Bay Industrial Precinct which is zoned for industrial use 

under the George Town Interim Planning Scheme 2013 and is in close proximity to port facilities needed to 

load and ship woodchip products. 

The Artec woodchip mill currently employs 18 people and provides indirect employment through 

associated activities such as forestry and shipping. 

Management measures proposed in EIS 

None proposed. 

Public and agency comment 

No comments were received with respect to social and economic issues. 

Evaluation 

The objectives of the RMPS and EMPC Act centre around the concept of sustainable development which 

requires consideration of meeting the economic and social needs of people now and in the future while 

sustaining the environment. 

The existing and proposed activity enable wood chipping, particularly of plantation timber to continue on 

the site.  Economically, it provides a benefit to the local community through employment and the use of 

services. 

Conclusion and conditions 

Social and economic considerations are taken into account in the Board’s decision making process.  No 

conditions are required. 
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8 Issues not assessed by the Board 

The following issues have been raised during the assessment process but are not the Board’s responsibility 

under the EMPC Act. These may be issues which are more appropriately addressed by another regulatory 

agency.  

 

The Proposal was referred to Aboriginal Heritage Tasmania for assessment. There is no requirement for an 

Aboriginal heritage investigation and Aboriginal Heritage Tasmania (AHT) have no objection to the proposal 

proceeding. AHT advised that the proponent should be aware of their obligations under the Aboriginal 

Heritage Act 1975 and supplied an Unanticipated Discovery Plan, that should be kept on hand during ground 

disturbing works. Legal Obligation LO2 is included in PCE 10145 to ensure the proponent is aware of their 

obligations under the Act. 

 

Traffic from the activity also has the potential to cause noise impacts. However, it is noted that the current 

proposal does not include an increase from the approved production limit of 600,000 bone dry metric tonnes 

of woodchips per year specified in PCE 8055 and therefore no additional traffic movements are expected. 

The EIS notes there are no sensitive receptors in close proximity to the site or its exit points. 
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9 Report Conclusions 

This assessment has been based on the information provided by the proponent, Artec Pty Ltd, in the 

permit application, the case for assessment (the EIS), Additional Information provided (Supplement). 

 

This report incorporates specialist advice provided by EPA scientific and regulatory staff, the Department of 

Natural Resources and Environment Tasmania and other government agencies, and considers issues raised 

in public submissions. 

 

It is concluded that: 

 

1. the RMPS and EMPCS objectives have been duly and properly pursued in the assessment of the 

proposal;  

2. the assessment of the proposal has been undertaken in accordance with the Environmental Impact 

Assessment Principles; and 

3. the proposal is capable of being managed in an environmentally acceptable manner such that it is 

unlikely that the RMPS and EMPCS objectives would be compromised, provided that the Permit 

Conditions - Environmental No. 10145 appended to this report are imposed and duly complied 

with. 

 

The environmental conditions appended to this report are a new set of operating conditions for the entire, 

intensified activity that will supersede the existing permit conditions. 
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10 Report Approval 

Environmental Assessment Report and conclusions, including environmental 

conditions, adopted: 

 

 

 

Martin Read 

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR, ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENTS 

Acting under delegation from the Board of the Environment Protection Authority 

 

Date: 22 December, 2022 
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Appendix 1 - Summary of agency submissions 

Table 1: Matters raised during public consultation period 

Representation No. 

/ Agency 

Comments and Issues Further Information 

Requested 

TasPorts Runoff from woodchip stock piles has the 

potential to exit the Land flow downhill to 

the port. 

It is noted that the EIS states that 

the woodchip stockpiles absorb all 

rainfall (Table on page 3 of 

Appendix 2 to EIS). However, this 

seems unlikely in a high or heavy 

rainfall event. In addition, if any 

softwood were to be chipped 

onsite, the runoff from such 

stockpiles would certainly need to 

be captured and treated for resin 

acids. 

Provide a mechanism for 

adequately capturing and treating 

stormwater runoff from woodchip 

stockpiles on the site, including all 

sides of the stockpiles, with 

consideration of the size of the 

current stormwater pond and its 

capacity to treat such runoff, 

including an updated Stormwater 

Plans (A204 in the EIS). 

TasRail Use of TasRail corridor for 

stormwater diversion. 

The maps provided with the EIS appear to 

show Artec is currently redirecting water 

from the pond (next to the chipper 

platform) into the TasRail Rail Corridor.   

The maps submitted show pipes installed 

beneath the rail tracks and discharging into 

the TasRail Track Drain and then under the 

rail tracks again, and over the TasRail Rail 

Corridor and through what is a known 

landslip/down the face of the known 

landslip. 

TasRail has no record of the railway 

authorising the above described Artec pipe 

infrastructure which has been installed 

beneath the rail tracks or on any part of 

State Rail Network land.   Nor does TasRail 

have any details about the installations – for 

example what size and specification are the 

pipes, to what depth are they installed, are 

the pipes sleeved; what is the volume and 

analysis of water through the pipes etc.   

TasRail can find no Railway Licence 

Agreement to permit the above described 

Provide at least one of the 

following: 

a) Information as to whether 

Artec has the required licence 

agreement as per TasRail’s 

comments; 

b) Demonstration that TasRail is 

prepared to provide such an 

agreement or that there is a 

mechanism by which Artec can 

continue to dispose of its 

stormwater as proposed;  

An alternative plan for releasing 

diverted stormwater that does not 

require any such licence 

agreement, with consideration of 

the environmental impacts of such 

a plan.   
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Representation No. 

/ Agency 

Comments and Issues Further Information 

Requested 

arrangement, noting that all/any services or 

assets installed on State Rail Network land 

must be subject to a Licence Agreement, 

and also noting that any such installation 

must comply with ‘Australian Standard 4799 

for the installation of underground utility 

services and pipelines within railway 

boundaries’. 

In order for TasRail to agree/licence the 

above described arrangement to remain in-

situ and in operation, TasRail requires Artec 

to undertake an assessment of slope 

stability to ensure that water being 

discharged is not a contributor to the 

known landslip.   

TasRail urges the EPA to consider the Artec 

EIS in the context of available Landslip data 

for the area.    

It is TasRail’s view that EPA approval of the 

Artec proposal should therefore be 

conditional on: 

1.  Artec completing the above mentioned 

assessment of slope stability 

2. If it is considered that its water discharge 

is contributing to, or has potential to 

contribute to the known landslip area then 

Artec be required to either revise its 

proposal to include appropriate mitigations.  

Should the EPA consider the existing 

arrangement to be appropriate and of no 

consequence to the landslip, then TasRail 

requests that any EPA approval (and/or 

Council Permits/Approval) be conditional 

on Artec entering into a Licence Agreement 

with TasRail to permit its pipes to be 

installed within State Rail Network land 

boundaries as well as any discharge into the 

railway drains.   

 Runoff from washing plant on site 

TasRail continues to experience issues with 

land surface run-off arising from the Artec 

Washing Plant.   See below images.  Image 1 

clearly shows the source of the fluid which 

is encroaching the Rail Corridor with 

potential to impact rail assets and 

infrastructure.      

Provide a mechanism for 

adequately capturing and 

treatment stormwater runoff  

from plant washing activities on 

site, including consideration of the 

size of the current stormwater 

pond and its capacity to treat such 

runoff. 
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Representation No. 

/ Agency 

Comments and Issues Further Information 

Requested 

TasRail could not identify any actions to 

address/manage land surface run-off in the 

EIS and therefore requests that resolution 

of this matter be included in EPA 

considerations. 
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Appendix 2 – Table of proponent commitments 

Table 1: Proponent management measures (Table 18 of EIS)  

Number Action Timing 

1 Wood fines will be stored in an enclosed container prior to 

transfer from site. 

Existing 

2 Wood fines loads will be covered when transported from the 

site. 

Existing 

3 A maximum of two chippers will be operated concurrently. Immediately 

4 Between 1800 hours to 0600 hours two static chippers can 

only operate concurrently if the woodchip pile height is 

greater than 14m. 

Immediately 

5 The mobile chipper will only be operated between 0600 

hours and 1800 hours. 

Immediately 

6 A noise survey of the entire site operation will be undertaken 

during the commissioning of the second static woodchipper. 

During commissioning of the 

second static chipper. 

7 Height of the discharge weir in the stormwater treatment 

pond will be raised to achieve designed detention volume. 

Within three months 

8 Spill kits will be available during refueling and in the 

workshop. 

Existing 

9 The diesel fuel stored onsite will be in a fit for-purpose, self-

bunded fuel tank. 

Existing 

10 Maintain fire hydrant system in accordance with AS1851:2012. Immediately 
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Appendix 3 – Permit conditions – No. 10145 

 



PERMIT PART B
PERMIT CONDITIONS - ENVIRONMENTAL No. 10145

Issued under the Environmental Management and Pollution Control Act 1994

Activity: The operation of a woodchip mill (ACTIVITY TYPE: Woodchip Mills)
ARTEC BELL BAY CHIP MILL, 135 MOBIL ROAD
BELL BAY TAS 7253

The above activity has been assessed as a level 2 activity under the Environmental Management
and Pollution Control Act 1994.

Acting under Section 25(5)(a)(i) of the EMPCA, the Board of the Environment Protection
Authority has required that this Permit Part B be included in any Permit granted under the Land Use
Planning and Approvals Act 1993 with respect to the above activity.

Municipality: GEORGE TOWN
Permit Application Reference: DA 2022/46
EPA file reference: 256505

Date conditions approved: ______________________________________________

Signed: ______________________________________________

DELEGATE FOR THE BOARD OF THE ENVIRONMENT
PROTECTION AUTHORITY
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DEFINITIONS

Unless the contrary appears, words and expressions used in this Permit Part B have the meaning
given to them in Schedule 1 of this Permit and in the EMPCA. If there is any inconsistency
between a definition in the EMPCA and a definition in this Permit Part B, the EMPCA prevails to
the extent of the inconsistency.

ENVIRONMENTAL CONDITIONS

The person responsible for the activity must comply with the conditions contained in Schedule 2 of
this Permit Part B.

INFORMATION

Attention is drawn to Schedule 3, which contains important additional information.
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Schedule 1: Definitions

In this Permit Part B:-

Aboriginal Relic has the meaning described in section 2(3) of the Aboriginal Heritage Act 1975.

Activity means any environmentally relevant activity (as defined in Section 3 of EMPCA) to which
this document relates, and includes more than one such activity.

commercial operation means the operation of equipment for commercial purposes and is taken to
mean the period following any commissioning.

Commissioning means the testing of major items of equipment and is taken to be completed when
the item(s) are being used or operated in the course of normal commercial operations.

Control Location (Noise) means a location chosen to represent the general ambient sound without
contribution from noise sources at the activity.

Director means the Director, Environment Protection Authority holding office under Section 18 of
EMPCA and includes a delegate or person authorised in writing by the Director to exercise a power
or function on the Director's behalf.

DRP means Decommissioning and Rehabilitation Plan.

EIS means the document Artec Bell Bay Woodchip Mill Environmental Impact Statement, dated 21
December 2021, prepared by CBM Sustainable Design Pty Ltd.

EMPCA means the Environmental Management and Pollution Control Act 1994.

Environmental Guidelines For Wood Processing refers to the document of this title as published
on the EPA website.

Environmental Harm and Material Environmental Harm and Serious Environmental Harm
each have the meanings ascribed to them in Section 5 of EMPCA.

Environmental Nuisance and Pollutant each have the meanings ascribed to them in Section 3 of
EMPCA.

Environmentally Hazardous Material means any substance or mixture of substances of a nature
or held in quantities which present a reasonably foreseeable risk of causing serious or material
environmental harm if released to the environment and includes fuels, oils, waste and chemicals but
excludes sewage.

Noise Sensitive Premises means residences and residential zones (whether occupied or not),
schools, hospitals, caravan parks and similar land uses involving the presence of individual people
for extended periods, except in the course of their employment or for recreation.

Person Responsible is any person who is or was responsible for the environmentally relevant
activity to which this document relates and includes the officers, employees, contractors, joint
venture partners and agents of that person, and includes a body corporate.

product means bone dry metric tonnes (BDMt) of woodchips.

Reporting Period means the 12 months ending on 31 March each year.
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Solid Waste Management Plan means the Solid Waste Management Plan dated 29 September
2021 prepared by CBM Sustainable Design Pty Ltd., or subsequent versions approved in writing by
the Director.

Tasmanian Noise Measurement Procedures Manual means the document titled Noise
Measurement Procedures Manual, by the Department of Environment, Parks, Heritage and the
Arts, dated July 2008, and any amendment to or substitution of this document.

The Land means the land on which the activity to which this document relates may be carried out,
and includes: buildings and other structures permanently fixed to the land, any part of the land
covered with water, and any water covering the land. The Land falls within the area defined by:

1 CT 133555/2, CT 171582/2, CT 6982/2, CT 177659/1; and
2 as further delineated at Attachment 1.

Wastewater means spent or used water (whether from industrial or domestic sources) containing a
pollutant and includes stormwater which becomes mixed with wastewater.

Wood Waste means any planings, shavings, sawdust, woodfibre and dockings, but does not include
treated timber or timber contaminated with other wastes.
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Schedule 2: Conditions

Maximum Quantities

Q1 Regulatory limits
1 The activity must not exceed the following limits :

1.1 600,000 tonnes per year of product.

General

G1 Access to and awareness of conditions and associated documents
A copy of these conditions and any associated documents referred to in these conditions must
be held in a location that is known to and accessible to the person responsible for the activity.
The person responsible for the activity must ensure that all persons who are responsible for
undertaking work on The Land, including contractors and sub-contractors, are familiar with
these conditions to the extent relevant to their work.

G2 Incident response
If an incident causing or threatening environmental nuisance, serious environmental harm or
material environmental harm from pollution occurs in the course of the activity, then the
person responsible for the activity must immediately take all reasonable and practicable action
to minimise any adverse environmental effects from the incident.

G3 No changes without approval
1 The following changes, if they may cause or increase the emission of a pollutant which

may cause material or serious environmental harm or environmental nuisance, must
only take place in relation to the activity if such changes have been approved in writing
by the EPA Board following its assessment of an application for a permit under the
Land Use Planning and Approvals Act 1993, or approved in writing by the Director:
1.1 a change to a process used in the course of carrying out the activity; or
1.2 the construction, installation, alteration or removal of any structure or equipment

used in the course of carrying out the activity; or
1.3 a change in the quantity or characteristics of materials used in the course of

carrying out the activity.

G4 Change of responsibility
If the person responsible for the activity intends to cease to be responsible for the activity, that
person must notify the Director in writing of the full particulars of any person who will
become the person responsible for the activity, before such cessation.

G5 Change of ownership
If the owner of The Land upon which the activity is carried out changes or is to change, then,
as soon as reasonably practicable but no later than 30 days after becoming aware of the
change or intended change in the ownership of The Land, the person responsible must notify
the Director in writing of the change or intended change of ownership.

G6 Complaints register
1 A public complaints register must be maintained. The public complaints register must,

as a minimum, record the following detail in relation to each complaint received in
which it is alleged that environmental harm (including an environmental nuisance) has
been caused by the activity:

PCE 10145 (r1) 7/17

DELEGATE FOR THE BOARD OF THE ENVIRONMENT PROTECTION AUTHORITY 22 December 2022



1.1 the date and time at which the complaint was received;
1.2 contact details for the complainant (where provided);
1.3 the subject matter of the complaint;
1.4 any investigations undertaken with regard to the complaint; and
1.5 the manner in which the complaint was resolved, including any mitigation

measures implemented.
2 Complaint records must be maintained for a period of at least 3 years.

G7 Annual Environmental Review
1 Unless otherwise specified in writing by the Director, a publicly available Annual

Environmental Review for the activity must be submitted to the Director each year
within three months of the end of the reporting period. Without limitation, each Annual
Environmental Review must include the following information:
1.1 a statement by the General Manager, Chief Executive Officer or equivalent for the

activity acknowledging the contents of the Annual Environmental Review;
1.2 subject to the Personal Information Protection Act 2004, a list of all complaints

received from the public during the reporting period concerning actual or potential
environmental harm or environmental nuisance caused by the activity and a
description of any actions taken as a result of those complaints;

1.3 details of environment-related procedural or process changes that have been
implemented during the reporting period;

1.4 a summary of the amounts (tonnes or litres) of both solid and liquid wastes
produced and treatment methods implemented during the reporting period.
Initiatives or programs planned to avoid, minimise, re-use, or recycle such wastes
over the next reporting period should be detailed;

1.5 details of all non-trivial environmental incidents and/or incidents of non
compliance with these conditions that occurred during the reporting period, and
any mitigative or preventative actions that have resulted from such incidents;

1.6 a summary of the monitoring data and record keeping required by these
conditions. This information should be presented in graphical form where
possible, including comparison with the results of at least the preceding reporting
period. Special causes and system changes that have impacted on the parameters
monitored must be noted. Explanation of significant deviations between actual
results and any predictions made in previous reports must be provided;

1.7 identification of breaches of limits specified in these conditions and significant
variations from predicted results contained in any relevant DPEMP or EMP, an
explanation of why each identified breach of specified limits or variation from
predictions occurred and details of the actions taken in response to each identified
breach of limits or variance from predictions;

1.8 a list of any issues, not discussed elsewhere in the report, that must be addressed
to improve compliance with these conditions, and the actions that are proposed to
address any such issues;

1.9 a summary of fulfilment of environmental commitments made for the reporting
period. This summary must include indication of results of the actions
implemented and explanation of any failures to achieve such commitments; and

1.10 a summary of any community consultation and communication undertaken during
the reporting period.
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G8 Notification prior to commissioning
At least 14 days prior to the commencement of commissioning of the second static
woodchipper, the person responsible for the activity must notify the Director in writing of the
date on which commissioning is expected to commence.

G9 Commencement
At least 14 days prior to the commencement of commercial operation of the second static
woodchipper, the person responsible for the activity must notify the Director in writing of the
date on which commercial operation is expected to commence.

Atmospheric

A1 Control of atmospheric emissions
Emissions of dust, wood waste, wood chips, wood fibres and bark from The Land must be
controlled to the extent necessary to prevent environmental nuisance beyond the boundary of
The Land.

A2 Covering of vehicles
Vehicles carrying loads containing material which may blow or spill must be equipped with
effective control measures to prevent the escape of the materials from the vehicles when they
leave The Land or travel on public roads. Effective control measures may include tarpaulins
or load dampening.

A3 Restrictions for burning on-site
Unless otherwise approved in writing by the Director, burning of sawdust, wood chips and
other wood wastes must not be undertaken on The Land.

Decommissioning And Rehabilitation

DC1 Notification of cessation
Within 30 days of becoming aware of any event or decision which is likely to give rise to the
permanent cessation of the activity, the person responsible for the activity must notify the
Director in writing of that event or decision. The notice must specify the date upon which the
activity is expected to cease or has ceased.

DC2 DRP requirements
Unless otherwise approved in writing by the Director, a Decommissioning and Rehabilitation
Plan (DRP) for the activity must be submitted for approval to the Director within 30 days of
the Director being notified of the planned cessation of the activity or by a date specified in
writing by the Director. The DRP must be prepared in accordance with any guidelines
provided by the Director.

DC3 Rehabilitation following cessation
1 Following permanent cessation of the activity, and unless otherwise approved in writing

by the Director, The Land must be rehabilitated including:
1.1 stabilisation of any land surfaces that may be subject to erosion;
1.2 removal or mitigation of all environmental hazards or land contamination, that

might pose an on-going risk of causing environmental harm; and
1.3 decommissioning of any equipment that has not been removed.

2 Where a Decommissioning and Rehabilitation Plan (DRP) has been approved by the
Director, decommissioning and rehabilitation must be carried out in accordance with
that plan, as may be amended from time to time with written approval of the Director.
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DC4 Temporary suspension of activity
1 Within 30 days of becoming aware of any event or decision which is likely to give rise

to the temporary suspension of the activity, the person responsible for the activity must
notify the Director in writing of that event or decision. The notice must specify the date
upon which the activity is expected to suspend or has suspended.

2 During temporary suspension of the activity:
2.1 The Land must be managed and monitored by the person responsible for the

activity to ensure that emissions from The Land do not cause serious
environmental harm, material environmental harm or environmental nuisance; and

2.2 If required by the Director a Care and Maintenance Plan for the activity must be
submitted, by a date specified in writing by the Director, for approval. The person
responsible must implement the approved Care and Maintenance Plan, as may be
amended from time to time with written approval of the Director.

3 Unless otherwise approved in writing by the Director, if the activity on The Land has
substantially ceased for 2 years or more, rehabilitation of The Land must be carried out
in accordance with the requirements of these conditions as if the activity has
permanently ceased.

Flora And Fauna

FF1 Weed management
The Land must be kept substantially free of weeds to minimise the risk of weeds being spread
through the transport of products from The Land.

Hazardous Substances

H1 Storage and handling of hazardous materials
1 Unless otherwise approved in writing by the Director, environmentally hazardous

materials held on The Land must be:
1.1 stored within impervious bunded areas, spill trays or other containment systems;

and
1.2 managed to prevent unauthorised discharge, emission or deposition of pollutants:

1.2.1 to soils within the boundary of The Land in a manner that is likely to cause
serious or material environmental harm;

1.2.2 to groundwater;
1.2.3 to waterways; or
1.2.4 beyond the boundary of The Land.

H2 Handling of hazardous materials - mobile
1 Where mobile containment of environmentally hazardous materials is utilised for the

fuelling or servicing of mobile or fixed plant on The Land, all reasonable measures must
be implemented to prevent unauthorised discharge, emission or deposition of pollutants:
1.1 to soils within the boundary of The Land in a manner that is likely to cause

serious or material environmental harm;
1.2 to groundwater;
1.3 to waterways; or
1.4 beyond the boundary of The Land.

2 Reasonable measures may include spill kits, spill trays/bunds or absorbent pads, and
automatic cut-offs on any pumping equipment.
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H3 Spill kits
Spill kits appropriate for the types and volumes of materials handled on The Land must be
kept in appropriate locations and maintained in a functional condition to assist with the
containment of spilt environmentally hazardous materials.

Monitoring

M1 Samples and measurements for monitoring purposes
1 Any sample or measurement required under these conditions must be taken and

processed in accordance with the following:
1.1 sampling and measuring must be undertaken by a person with training,

experience, and knowledge of the appropriate procedure;
1.2 the integrity of samples must be maintained prior to delivery to a testing facility;
1.3 sample analysis must be conducted by a testing facility accredited by the National

Association of Testing Authorities (NATA), or a testing facility approved in
writing by the Director, for the specified test;

1.4 details of methods employed in taking samples and measurements and results of
sample analysis, and measurements must be retained for at least three (3) years
after the date of collection; and

1.5 sampling and measurement equipment must be maintained and operated in
accordance with manufacturer's specifications and records of maintenance must
be retained for at least three (3) years.

M2 Stormwater monitoring requirements
1 Unless otherwise specified in writing by the Director, representative stormwater

discharge samples must be taken from the settling pond discharge point at six monthly
intervals, at a time that the pond is discharging, or if requested in writing by the
director, and analysed in accordance with Table 1 - Table of Stormwater Quality
emission limits for discharge, as follows:
1.1 the parameters listed in Column 1 must be tested for; and
1.2 resultant monitoring data must be reported to the Director in accordance with the

the units listed in Column 2, against the maximum limits or ranges specified in
Column 3.

Column 1 Parameter Column 2 Unit Column 3 Maximum limit or
acceptable range

Biochemical Oxygen Demand
(BOD)

mg/L 20 (limit)

Total suspended solids (TSS) mg/L 50 (limit)

Oil and grease mg/L 10 (limit)

pH pH 6.5-8.5 (range)

M3 Exceedance of emission limits
1 In the event that any of the emission limits specified in these conditions are exceeded:

1.1 The Director must be notified within 24 hours of the person responsible becoming
aware of the exceedance.

PCE 10145 (r1) 11/17

DELEGATE FOR THE BOARD OF THE ENVIRONMENT PROTECTION AUTHORITY 22 December 2022



1.1.1 The notification must include details of the limit that has been exceeded, the
amount of the exceedance, the nature of the exceedance, and any immediate
actions taken in response to the exceedance; known at the time of the
notification.

1.2 A report must be forwarded to the Director within 30 days of becoming aware of
the exceedance. The report must include, but not necessarily be limited to, the
following:

1.2.1 the reported concentration;
1.2.2 an explanation as whether the exceedance is likely to have caused or

threatened environmental harm and or nuisance;
1.2.3 an explanation as to why the emission limit was exceeded;
1.2.4 actions taken to control the exceedance;
1.2.5 the results of re-sampling of the monitoring point/s at which the exceedance

was recorded;
1.2.6 proposed actions to limit the likelihood of a recurrence of the exceedance;

and
1.2.7 any other information that would assist the Director to understand the

exceedance.
1.3 Unless otherwise approved in writing by the Director, the proposed actions to

limit the likelihood of a recurrence must be implemented once approved by the
Director. These actions may be amended from time to time with the written
approval of the Director.

Noise Control

N1 Noise emission limits
1 Noise emissions from the activity at any noise sensitive premises in other ownership

when expressed as the equivalent continuous A-weighted sound pressure level must not
exceed:
1.1 40 dB(A) between 0700 hours and 1800 hours (Day time); and
1.2 35 dB(A) between 1800 hours and 0700 hours (Night time).

2 The time interval over which noise levels are averaged must be 10 minutes or an
alternative time interval specified in writing by the Director.

3 Measured noise levels must be adjusted for tonality, impulsiveness, modulation and low
frequency in accordance with the Tasmanian Noise Measurement Procedures Manual.

4 All methods of measurement must be in accordance with the Tasmanian Noise
Measurement Procedures Manual.

N2 Log drops
When unloading from a vehicle and/or stockpile, all reasonable and practicable care must be
taken to avoid the dropping of logs from height by placing them either onto the ground or
directly onto log decks.

N3 Noise impact assessment
1 Unless otherwise approved in writing by the Director, a noise impact assesment must be

completed before commercial operation of the second static chipper.
2 The noise impact assessment must include the cumulative impact from two static

chippers operating simultaneously and any mitigation measures required.
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N4 Noise survey requirements
1 Unless otherwise approved in writing by the Director, a noise survey must be

completed:
1.1 within six (6) months after any change to the activity which is likely to

substantially alter the character or increase the volume of noise emitted from The
Land; and

1.2 where the Director is of the opinion that a noise survey must be completed within
a specified timeframe; and

1.3 recurrently, with no longer than two (2) years since the previous survey.

N5 Noise survey method and reporting requirements
1 Noise surveys must be undertaken in accordance with a survey method approved in

writing by the Director, as may be amended from time to time with written approval of
the Director.

2 Without limitation, the survey method must address the following:
2.1 measurements must be carried out at day, evening and night times (where

applicable) at each location; and
2.2 simultaneous source measurements to compare with the noise data from the

monitoring conducted at noise sensitive premises during the same time-period;
and

2.3 source noise levels and characteristics of each item of equipment of concern; and
2.4 measurement locations, and the number thereof, must be specified, with one

location established as a control location (noise).
3 Measurements and data recorded during the survey must include:

3.1 operational status of noise producing equipment and throughput of the activity;
3.2 subjective descriptions of the sound at each location;
3.3 details of meteorological conditions relevant to the propagation of noise;
3.4 the equivalent continuous (L

eq
) and L

1
, L

10
, L

50
, L

90
and L

99
A-weighted sound

pressure levels measured over a period of 10 minutes or an alternative time
interval approved by the Director;

3.5 data set containing periods capturing normal and the worst operating conditions;
3.6 A and C weighted one-third octave spectra (including low frequency) over

suitably representative periods of not less than 1 minute; and
3.7 narrow-band spectra over suitably representative periods of not less than 1 minute.

4 A noise survey report must be forwarded to the Director within 30 days from the date
on which the noise survey is completed.

5 The noise survey report must include the following:
5.1 the results and interpretation of the measurements required by these conditions;
5.2 a map of the area surrounding the activity with the boundary of The Land,

measurement locations, and noise sensitive premises clearly marked on the map;
5.3 any other information that will assist with interpreting the results and whether the

activity is in compliance with these conditions and EMPCA; and
5.4 recommendations of appropriate mitigation measures.
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Operations

OP1 Operating hours
1 Unless otherwise approved in writing by the Director, activities associated with the

production of wood chips using a mobile wood chipper, loading of product and heavy
machinery operated on top of the wood chip piles must only be undertaken between
0700 - 1700 hours Monday to Saturday (exclusive of public holidays that are observed
State-wide).
1.1 Notwithstanding paragraph (1) one static wood chipper may be operated outside

0700 to 1700 hours Monday to Saturday (exclusive of public holidays that are
observed State-wide).

1.2 Notwithstanding paragraph (1) two static woodchippers may be operated outside
0700 to 1700 hours Monday to Saturday (exclusive of public holidays that are
observed State-wide) when the noise impact assessment is submitted as required
by N3 of this permit and all required mitigation measures are installed to the
satisfaction of the Director.

OP2 Review of site operations
1 The person responsible must, within one year of issue of this permit provide a statement

to confirm intention to install the second static chipper.
2 The statement must include a report for the Director's approval confirming with

timeframes, when mobile wood chipping equipment will be replaced with static wood
chipping equipment.

OP3 Operations logbook
1 Unless otherwise specified in writing by the Director, an operations logbook, to

document operating hours of mobile wood chipping and screening equipment must be
maintained.

2 The operations logbook must keep an accurate daily record of the start up and shut
down times of each woodchipper and screen operating on site.

OP4 Woodchipper operation
1 No more than two woodchippers may operate on the land at any one time, of which no

more than one may be a mobile chipper;
2 Notwithstanding paragraph (1) within 2 years of this permit taking effect no mobile

woodchippers may be operated on The Land, unless otherwise approved in writing by
the Director; and

3 Unless otherwise approved in writing by the Director, woodchipping must not be
undertaken unless the woodchip stockpile exceeds 14 metres in height.

Stormwater Management

SW1 Design and maintenance of settling ponds
1 Sediment settling ponds must be designed and maintained in accordance with the

following requirements:
1.1 ponds must be designed to successfully mitigate reasonably foreseeable sediment

loss which would result from a 1 in 20 year storm event;
1.2 discharge from ponds must occur via a stable spillway that is not subject to

erosion;
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1.3 all pond walls must be stable and treated with topsoil and vegetated or otherwise
treated in such a manner as to prevent erosion; and

1.4 sediment settling ponds must be periodically cleaned out to ensure that the pond
design capacity is maintained. Sediment removed during this cleaning must be
securely deposited such that sediment will not be transported off The Land by
surface runoff.

SW2 Stormwater
1 Polluted stormwater that will be discharged from The Land must be collected and

treated prior to discharge to the extent necessary to prevent serious or material
environmental harm, or environmental nuisance.

2 Notwithstanding the above, all stormwater that is discharged from The Land must not
carry pollutants such as sediment, oil and grease in quantities or concentrations that are
likely to degrade the visual quality of any receiving waters outside The Land.

3 All reasonable measures must be implemented to ensure that solids entrained in
stormwater are retained on The Land. Such measures may include appropriately sized
and maintained sediment settling ponds or detention basins.

SW3 Stormwater discharge
Unless otherwise approved in writing by the Director, stormwater discharged from the Land
must comply with the maximum emission limits or ranges set out in Table 1 - Table of
Stormwater Quality emission limits for discharge, as sampled under Condition M2 of these
conditions.

Waste Management

WM1 Solid waste management
Unless otherwise approved in writing by the Director, solid waste produced from the activity
must be managed in accordance with the Solid Waste Management Plan dated 29 September
2021 as appended to the EIS, or subsequent versions approved in writing by the Director.

Wastewater Management

WW1 Firefighting wastewater
In the event of a fire, potentially contaminated wastewater arising from firefighting must be
treated on The Land to the satisfaction of the Director or removed from the site by a person
holding all necessary approvals for such transport.
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Schedule 3: Information

Legal Obligations

LO1 EMPCA
The activity must be conducted in accordance with the requirements of the Environmental
Management and Pollution Control Act 1994 and Regulations thereunder. The conditions of
this document must not be construed as an exemption from any of those requirements.

LO2 Aboriginal relics requirements
1 Aboriginal relics, objects, sites, places and human remains regardless of whether they

are located on public or private land, are protected under the Aboriginal Heritage Act
1975.

2 Unanticipated discoveries of Aboriginal heritage must be reported to Aboriginal
Heritage Tasmania on 1300 487 045 as soon as possible.

Other Information

OI1 Waste management hierarchy
1 Wastes should be managed in accordance with the following hierarchy of waste

management:
1.1 waste should be minimised, that is, the generation of waste must be reduced to the

maximum extent that is reasonable and practicable, having regard to best practice
environmental management;

1.2 waste should be re-used or recycled to the maximum extent that is practicable;
and

1.3 waste that cannot be re-used or recycled must be disposed of at a waste depot site
or treatment facility that has been approved in writing by the relevant planning
authority or the Director to receive such waste, or otherwise in a manner approved
in writing by the Director.

OI2 Notification of incidents under section 32 of EMPCA
Where a person is required by section 32 of EMPCA to notify the Director of the release of a
pollutant, the Director can be notified by telephoning 1800 005 171 (a 24-hour emergency
telephone number).

OI3 Environmental Guidelines for Wood Processing
Information to assist in managing environmental risks associated with operation of the
activity, along with other information related to environmental regulation is available in the
Environmental Guidelines for Wood Processing. The Guidelines are available on the EPA
website.

PCE 10145 (r1) 16/17

DELEGATE FOR THE BOARD OF THE ENVIRONMENT PROTECTION AUTHORITY 22 December 2022



Attachment 1: Legal Document map

DELEGATE FOR THE BOARD OF THE ENVIRONMENT PROTECTION AUTHORITY 22 December 2022



 

Guidance for Land Use Planners on Environmental Impact Assessments conducted by the EPA Board, May 2018 
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