
 

EAR – CA and SM Williams - Williams Quarry, Rekuna  1

 

  

 

 

 

 

  Environmental Assessment 

Report 

Williams Quarry  

Campania 

CA & SM Williams 

 
 

November 2019 

 



 

EAR – CA and SM Williams - Williams Quarry, Rekuna  2

 

  

Environmental Assessment Report 

Proponent CA and SM Williams 

Proposal Modification, Williams Quarry 

Location Campania 

NELMS no. PCE 10168 

Permit Application No. DA2019-87, Southern Midlands Council 

Electronic Folder No. EN-EM-EV-DE-258170 

Document No. M551579 

Class of Assessment 2B 

 

 

 

Assessment Process Milestones 

1 April 2019 Notice of Intent lodged 

21 May 2019 Guidelines Issued 

24 September 2019 Permit Application submitted to Council 

26 September 2019 Referral received by the Board 

12 October 2019 Start of public consultation period 

9 November 2019 End of public consultation period 

9 December 2019 Additional information (Supplement) submitted to the Board 

16 January 2020 Date draft conditions issued to proponent 

31 January 2020 Statutory period for assessment ends 

  



 

EAR – CA and SM Williams - Williams Quarry, Rekuna  3

 

  

Acronyms 

Board Board of the Environment Protection Authority 

DPEMP Development Proposal and Environmental Management Plan 

DPIPWE Department of Primary Industries, Parks, Water and Environment 

EIA Environmental impact assessment 

EL Environmental licence 

EMPC Act Environmental Management and Pollution Control Act 1994 

EMPCS Environmental management and pollution control system 

EPBC Act Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 (Cth) 

LUPA Act Land Use Planning and Approvals Act 1993 

QCP 

RMPS 

SD 

Quarry Code of Practice 

Resource management and planning system 

Sustainable development 

SWL Sound Power (Watt) Level 

TSP Act Threatened Species Protection Act 1995 

  

 

  



 

EAR – CA and SM Williams - Williams Quarry, Rekuna  4

 

  

Report Summary 

This report provides an environmental assessment of CA and SM Williams’ proposed modification 

of Williams’ Quarry, Campania.  

 

The proposed modification involves extraction of the same volume of material as under the current 

permit, 10,000 cubic metres. It also proposes crushing and/or screening 2,500 cubic metres, using 

an independent mechanised screening unit. This differs from the existing permit, granted in 2017, 

which only permits crushing and not the use of an independent screen. The proposed modification 

would allow crushing and screening to occur on any day the quarry is permitted to operate. 

Currently crushing and screening is only permitted to take place on 5 consecutive days per year. 

Under the proposed changes, neighbour notification before any crushing and/or screening, as 

currently required by the existing permit, would no longer be required. The proposal also includes 

changes to the operational hours and relocation of part of the access road to the quarry. The existing 

permit was subject to a decision of the Tribunal in C A Williams v Southern Midlands Council and 

Environment Protection Authority & Ors [2017]. 

 

This report has been prepared based on information provided in the permit application 
Environmental Effects Report (EER) and Supplement to the EER. Relevant government agencies and 

the public were consulted and their relevant submissions, representations and comments considered 

as part of the assessment. 

 

On 25 November 2019, the Director requested that the proponent submit additional information 

to address issues raised during the public inspection period. The proponent submitted satisfactory 

additional information on 9 December 2019, in the form of a Supplement to the EER. 

 

Further details of the assessment process are presented in section 1 of this report.  Section 2 

describes the statutory objectives and principles underpinning the assessment.  Details of the 

proposal are provided in section 3.  Section 4 reviews the need for the proposal and considers the 

proposal, site and design alternatives.  Section 5 summarises the public and agency consultation 

process and the key issues raised in that process.  The detailed evaluation of key issues is in section 6, 

and other issues are evaluated in sections 7 and 8 and Appendix 1. The report conclusions are 

contained in section 9. 

 

Appendix 2 contains details of matters raised by the public and referral agencies during the 

consultation process.  Appendix 3 contains a table of proponent commitments. Appendix 4 contains 

the environmental permit conditions for the proposal.  

 

The environmental conditions in Appendix 4 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 in 

relation to the proposal on 1 April 2019.  

 

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

to the proposal was submitted to Southern Midlands Council on 24 September 2019. 

 

The proposal is defined as a ‘level 2 activity’ under clause 5(a)(i) and 6(a)(ii) Schedule 2 of the 

Environmental Management and Pollution Control Act 1994 (EMPC Act), being Extractive Activities, 

Quarries and Materials Handling. 

 

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

Environmental Effects Report (EER) prepared in accordance with guidelines issued by the Board on 

21 May 2019. Two drafts of the EER were submitted to EPA Tasmania for review against the 

guidelines before finalisation and acceptance on behalf of the Board 23 September 2019. The final 

EER was submitted to Council with the permit application on 24 September 2019. 

 
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 under the Act. The application was 

received by the Board on 26 September 2019.  

 

The EER was released for public inspection for a 28 day period commencing on 12 October 2019. 

Advertisements were placed in the Mercury and on the EPA website. The EER was also referred to 

relevant government agencies for comment. Two representations were received. 

 

On 25 November 2019, the Director requested that the proponent submit additional information 

to address matters raised during the public consultation period. Satisfactory additional information 

was submitted by the proponent on 9 December 2019. 
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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 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 

 

Williams Quarry is situated in Campania, and is currently permitted as a Level 2 Activity as an 

extractive industry, limited to extraction of 10,000 cubic metres of material, and crushing 2,500 

cubic metres. The existing permit was granted in 2017 and was subject to a decision of the Tribunal 

in C A Williams v Southern Midlands Council and Environment Protection Authority & Ors [2017] 

 

The proposed modification involves extraction of the same volume of material, 10,000 cubic metres, 

and crushing and/or screening 2,500 cubic metres using an independent mechanised screening unit. 

This differs from the current permit, granted in 2017, which only allows for crushing (not both 

crushing and screening). The current permit requires that crushing must take place on 5 consecutive 

days per year, while under the proposed changes the crushing and screening would occur on any 

day that the quarry is permitted to operate.  

 

Under the proposed changes, neighbour notification would not be required before any crushing 

and/or screening, which must take place under the existing permit. The proposal also includes 

changes to the operational hours, and relocation of part of the access road to the quarry. 
 

The main characteristics of the proposal are summarised in Table 1.  A detailed description of the 

proposal is provided in Section B of the EER. 

 

Table 1: Summary of the proposal’s main characteristics 

Activity 

Extraction 10,000 m3 (equivalent to 17, 000 tonnes extracted material)  and crushing/screening 2,500 m3  

Location and planning context 

Location 
1356 Tea Tree Road, Campania (as shown in Figure 1 below).  

The EER describes the locality as Rekuna, however there is no clear definition of this 

locality and it no longer has a discrete postcode. The quarry is situated within the defined 

locality of Campania. 

Land zoning The site is zoned as Rural Resource under the Southern Midlands Interim Planning Scheme 

2015. 

Land tenure The proposed activity lies within private land belonging to the proponent, certificate of title 

Volume 155147 Folio 1. 

Mining lease 1980 P/M (lease held by proponent) 

Lease area 6 Hectares 

Bond $5,000 

Existing site 

Land Use The proposal site has been used for some years as a small quarry. The EER provides no 

information on previous land use.  

The balance of the mining lease is highly modified agricultural land and a machinery 

workshop area. 

Topography The quarry is located on the southern side of a small hill, in an elevated position above the 

small valley through which Tea Tree Road passes. The northern slope of this hill leads down 

towards Tea Tree Road. 
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Geology The geology of the quarry is Jurassic dolerite with a thin clay‐loam soil derived from in situ 

weathering of the bedrock.  

Rock to the south of the quarry is Triassic sandstone. The mining lease also contains 

tertiary sediments, and undifferentiated Cainozoic sediments. 

Soils Shallow, skeletal, rocky soils. Thin clay-loam soil derived from in situ weathering of the 

bedrock. 

Hydrology The quarry (and existing mining lease) lie within the Plummers Creek catchment which 

flows eastward to the Coal River near Campania.  

There are no natural watercourses within the mining lease. Drainage is directed to the west 

and north via constructed surface drains, dams and ponds (Figure 4).   

Natural Values The EER provides no general information about fauna on or near the site. 

The quarry site and immediate surrounds are pasture used for livestock grazing. Pastures 

are actively maintained, being ploughed and fertilised on a regular basis. There is Eucalyptus 

viminalis dry forest and woodland at the south and west boundaries of the mining lease. 

Notable weeds within or directly adjacent to the active quarry are horehound and 

Californian thistle. 

Local region 

Climate Mean annual rainfall at Campania is 494.9 mm. Slightly more rain falls in the spring compared 

to the rest of the year. 

Winds at Campania are predominantly north, north‐west to westerly throughout the year. 

There is a distinct peak in strong southerly and gentle south‐easterly winds in the afternoon 

period which reflects sea breezes in summer and southerly changes in the winter‐autumn 

period. Some of the stronger southerly winds recorded at Campania are likely to be more 

gentle at the quarry site, due to the quarry’s location on the northern side of the Coal 

River Tier, which deflects southerly winds. 

Surrounding land 

zoning, tenure 

and uses 

The surrounding area is predominantly used for farming and is zoned as Rural Resource and 

Significant Agricultural under the Southern Midlands Interim Planning Scheme 2015. The 

township of Campania is located approximately three kilometres to the north-east of the 

quarry. 

It has been widely publicised that there is interest in the property immediately to the east 

of the quarry being developed as a ‘Chinese Buddhist Cultural Park’, although this is not 

referenced in the EER. At time of preparation of the EAR, a planning scheme amendment is 

in place to Rezone this neighbouring property from Rural Resource to Particular Purpose 

Zone 3 under the Southern Midlands Interim Planning Scheme 2015. 

Species of 

conservation 

significance 

Sickle speargrass (Austrostipa scabra subsp. falcata) and Woolly new-holland daisy (Vittadinia 

gracilis) (both listed as rare under the Threatened Species Protection Act 1995 (TSP Act)) and 

curly sedge (Carex tasmanica) (vulnerable under the Environment Protection and Biodiversity 

Conservation Act 1999) are recorded as occurring on a neighbouring property to the east of 

the quarry. 

There are records of three Tasmanian Wedge-tailed eagle (Aquila audax subsp. fleayi) nests 

within five kilometres of the quarry, however none are within one kilometre of the quarry. 

The EER states that the sparse surrounding vegetation is not able to support a nest. 

Proposed infrastructure 

Major equipment Bulldozer, loader, excavator, and 10 tonne truck.  

A crusher (track‐mounted, noise shielded, mobile and jaw‐type) will be brought to the 

quarry when required. 

A mobile vibratory screen will be used independently of the crusher. 
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Other 

infrastructure 
All machinery, except the crusher and the screen, is owned and maintained by the proponent 

using the machinery workshop located on the same property (approved by Council as an 

Industrial (Limited Impact) use). 

Amenities for workers will be provided at the proponent’s home near the site. 

Inputs 

Water Water will be used for dust suppression at the quarry, on stockpiles, and on access tracks, 

which will be taken from sediment settlement ponds and/or from the farm dam located at 

the northern end of the proponent’s property. 

Energy Machinery will be powered by diesel fuel. 

Other raw 

materials 

None. 

Wastes and emissions 

Liquid Stormwater runoff from extraction and stockpile areas. 

Atmospheric Dust from internal and external traffic, materials handling, crushing and blow-off from 

stockpiles. 

Solid General refuse including food scraps, paper and packaging. 

Controlled wastes Wastes generated by servicing of machinery, such as waste engine oil, oil filters, waste 

tyres. 

Noise Noise generated by heavy machinery for extraction, crushing and screening rock material, 

and by loading and transporting material. 

Greenhouse gases Greenhouse gases generated by use of diesel for powering machinery and vehicles. 

Construction, commissioning and operations 

Proposal 

timetable 
The proponent proposes to commence new operations within a few months of approvals, 

which would allow extraction of the same volume as currently permitted, but include the 

addition of crushing and screening independent of each other (up to 2,500 cubic metres per 

annum) on any day of the year.  

The 10 year strategy for gravel/rock extraction is to develop a second bench after the 

existing active face has been pushed northwards (about 10 m) and westward (about 30 m) 

and made about 5 m deeper. 

Operating hours 

(ongoing) 
The proposed new operating hours for all quarry operations are those recommended in the 

Quarry Code of Practice: 

0700 to 1900 hours Monday to Friday 

0800 to 1600 hours Saturday 

No operations on Sunday and public holidays. 
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Figure 1: Location of Williams Quarry, adapted from Figure 1 of Williams’ Quarry Rekuna EER, Van Diemen Consulting September 2019 
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Figure 2: Quarry location, mining lease and access roads, including additional spur road, adapted from Figure 3 of Williams’ Quarry Rekuna EER, Van Diemen Consulting September 2019 
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Figure 3: Proposed Quarry Layout, including additional spur road and location of crusher and screen, adapted from Figure 5 of Williams’ Quarry Rekuna EER, Van Diemen Consulting 

September 2019 
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Figure 4: Site and area hydrology, adapted from Figure 4a of Williams’ Quarry Rekuna EER, Van Diemen Consulting September 2019 
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Figure 5: Nearest sensitive receptors, and Attenuation Overlay in the Midlands Interim Planning Scheme 2015, adapted from Figure 9 of Williams’ Quarry Rekuna EER, Van Diemen Consulting 

September 2019 
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4 Need for the Proposal and Alternatives 

No alternatives for the proposal are identified in the EER. The quarry is currently operated as a 

level 2 activity by the proponent/landowner, and supplies part of the local market for gravel and 

rock products for construction related works including road base for private property road works, 

driveway gravel, fill for concrete slab construction and public road works. The EER provides no 

rationale for the proposed changes in operating hours (other than to align with the Quarry Code of 

Practice 2017), or the change in operations to include screening independently of crushing. The 

addition of the Spur Access Road route is proposed to shorten the distance that trucks need to 

travel to gain access to the quarry.  

 

5 Public and Agency Consultation 

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

Appendix 1 of this report. 

 

Two public representations were received. In summary, the main issues raised in the representations 

included: 

 

 Concern that there is inadequate information on impacts of crushing and screening (including 

independent screen). 

 Concern that evidence is insufficient to consider noise impact of additional spur road on 

neighbours. 

 Concern about changes to operational hours and increase in days of crushing, with desire to 

maintain the relevant conditions agreed to between parties at the Tribunal in C A Williams v 

Southern Midlands Council and Environment Protection Authority & Ors [2017]. 

 Concern that there is inadequate rationale to consider changing some of the conditions 

which resulted from the previous agreement between parties at the Tribunal in 2017.  

 

The EER was referred to a number of government agencies/bodies with an interest in the proposal. 

Submissions were received from the following: 

 

 The Southern Midlands Council raised matters related to the history of the proposal, 

adjoining landowners, previous appeals, and the Attenuation Code Overlay inserted in the 

Southern Midlands Interim Planning Scheme 2015 (detailed further in section 6.1).  

 Mineral Resources Tasmania noted the proposed changes and had no comments for the 

current proposal.  

 The Department of State Growth provided comment that they had no recommendations 

for the proposal. 
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The following Divisions/areas of the Department of Primary Industries, Parks, Water and 

Environment also provided advice on the EER: 

 

 Regulatory Officer, EPA Tasmania 

 Noise Specialist, EPA Tasmania 

 Air Specialist, EPA Tasmania 

 Policy and Conservation Advice Branch, Natural & Cultural Heritage, indicated that they 

have no comment to add to that given during the Board’s previous assessment in 2016.  

 

The Supplement to the EER prepared by the proponent provides a response to relevant 

environmental issues raised during public consultation. 
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6 Evaluation of Key Issues 

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

in this report were: 

 

 Noise 

 Dust 

 Traffic impacts – noise and dust 

 

Each of these issues are discussed in the following subsections.  

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 Quarry Code of Practice 
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6.1 Noise Emissions 

6.1.1 Description 

Existing Environment 

The quarry is located in a rural agricultural environment, in a wide valley dissected by Tea Tree 

Road, and located behind a small topographic rise which visibly shields the quarry from Tea Tree 

Road. In addition to noise from normal rural agricultural activities, traffic noise from Tea Tree Road 

creates a low to moderate level of background noise at the site. Infrequent passing of trains on the 
rail line to the north of Tea Tree Road and sounding of the train horn at nearby uncontrolled 

crossings is also a source of noise in the area.  

 

Additionally, the proponent operates an agricultural services and machinery repair business on the 

property, and lives on site.  

 

Potential emissions 

Noise emissions will originate from use of a crusher, screen, bulldozer, loader, excavator and trucks, 

for ripping, excavation, and transport of materials onto stockpiles, loading into trucks and cartage 

from the site. Trucks travelling along the access road at the western boundary of the property, and 

the proposed new access road will also be a source of noise (that issue is addressed in section 6.3 

of this report). No blasting is to occur at the quarry. 

 

Currently, a crusher is brought on site as required to crush up to 2,500 cubic metres of material of 

the total 10,000 cubic metres per year proposed for excavation (within the 5 consecutive days per 

year imposed by the current permit). The proposal includes addition of a mobile screen, independent 

of the crusher, which would screen up to 2,500 cubic metres of material per year. 

 

The EER (section C.4) indicates that the crusher is likely to be the loudest noise source in the 

quarry. A noise impact assessment was conducted in 2014 (Appendix 7 of the EER), using noise level 

estimates based on measurements taken of a stationary, unshielded, impact-type crusher and shifter 

located at another quarry. The proponent states that the crushing under this proposal will be 

substantially quieter as the crusher actually used is track-mounted, noise-shielded, mobile and jaw-

type.  

 

A noise impact assessment was also conducted for the current proposal to assess the impacts of 

introducing screening (Appendix 9 of the EER), and found that the sound power output of the type 

of screen to be used will be less than the crusher. This assessment was also supported by the 

Supplement to the EER, which demonstrated the combined sound power output of the crusher and 

the screen to be 114 dB(A). The permit conditions for the existing operation (dated 10 February 
2017, following RMPAT Decision 30/16P) require that the maximum sound power output of the 

crushing unit used to crush extracted material must not exceed 118 dB(A) SWL. 

 

The crusher and screen will be positioned in the deeper part of the quarry when in use (see Figure 

3). The EER states that existence of the topographic ‘lip’ directly north of the quarry pit, which has 

been raised by an earthen bund, is sufficient to shield nearby residences from noise generated by 

quarry operations. It also states that the decrease in elevation between the hill which supports the 

quarry and nearby residences provides extra noise attenuation (EER section C.4.3). 
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Potential impacts 

The nearest residence in other ownership (1220 Tea Tree Road, house #5 in the EER) is located 

443 metres to the north-west of the quarry pit and approximately 95 metres from the access road. 

The proponent’s residence (designated as house #6 in the EER) is located 208 metres from the 

quarry (Figure 5). A specific attenuation area exists around the quarry after it was inserted into the 

Attenuation Code overlay of the Midlands Interim Planning Scheme 2015 (Figure 5), following a 

decision of the Tasmanian Planning Commission (dated 31 August 2016). The boundaries of the 
mapped area reflect a 47 dB(A) modelled noise level based on the operational noise outputs of the 

quarry, a noise level previously determined by the EPA as an acceptable level for sensitive land uses 

in the area. The specific attenuation area replaces the standard 750m attenuation area which would 

otherwise apply to the separation distances from the mining lease as set by the Quarry Code of Practice 

(QCP).  

 

The proponent’s noise assessment (Appendix 7 of the EER) found the ambient noise level (quarry 

not operating) at the boundary of the house #5 property is 39 dB(A). The assessment estimates 

quarry noise (including use of crusher) at this residence to be 35 dB(A) with little or no wind, and 

45 dB(A) with wind blowing towards the residence. Another noise assessment was commissioned 

by the proponent to consider the addition of screening (Appendix 9 of the EER). It found that the 

when both a crusher and screen were operating, the 47 dB(A) limits imposed by the existing 

Attenuation Overlay would not be exceeded.  

 

The EER states that the main noise source for residences in other ownership is Tea Tree Road, as 

they are located closer to Tea Tree Road than to the quarry. 

 

Potential noise emissions from vehicles using the private access road and associated impacts are 

addressed in section 6.3 of this report. 

 

6.1.2 Management measures 

Section C.4 of the EER provides discussion on noise impacts and proposed management actions. 

The main management measures and other factors which would lower risk of noise nuisance at 

nearby residences include: 

 The crusher and screen will be located in the quarry pit, in order to shield noise emissions 

(Figure 3). 

 Most noise will be generated in the quarry pit itself and deflected to the south, away from 

the nearest residences. 

 Machinery operating in the laydown area will be shielded by the ridgeline, preventing direct 

noise emissions reaching residences. 

 Operating hours of extraction machinery and trucks will adhere to the Quarry Code of 

Practice guidelines. 

 Background noise is already experienced by nearby residences from Tea Tree Road traffic 

and rail movements, and from agricultural machinery used in the area (tractors and diesel 

machinery). 

 No blasting will occur. 

 

6.1.3 Public and agency comment and responses 

Southern Midlands Council (SMC) provided comment on the proposal, and identified several noise 

related issues, including: 
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 The Attenuation Code overlay was created in 2017 as an amendment to the Southern 

Midlands Interim Planning Scheme 2015, as a result of, and in conjunction with, an appeal 

(30/16P) against the Council’s decision to refuse to grant a Permit for the existing Level 2 

Activity in 2016.  

 If the sound power output of the crushing and/or screening equipment is less than 118 dB(A), 

and there is no expansion of the 47 dB(A) contour (which the Attenuation Code overlay is 

based on) through relocation of operations or plant equipment, then the current mapped 

Attenuation Code overlay will not require modification (which is SMC’s preferred outcome). 

 SMC stated that they would be unable to consider the DA as a Planning Authority unless a 

condition remains which requires an equipment sound power output of 118 dB(A), and that 

no modification will be required of the overlay boundary to protect both quarry operations 

and amenity and land use of adjoining land. 

 

Some concerns related to noise impacts were raised by public submissions during the public 

consultation process, and required response in the form of a supplement to the EER.  

 One public submission raised concerns that evidence is insufficient to determine impacts on 

neighbouring sensitive uses, as required by noise standard in Quarry Code of Practice 1999, 

and that there is inadequate information on impacts of crushing and screening (including 

independent screen). 

 Both public submissions raised concerns about changes to operational hours and increase in 

days of crushing, with desire to maintain the relevant conditions agreed to between parties 

at the Tribunal in C A Williams v Southern Midlands Council and Environment Protection Authority 

& Others [2017]. 

 Both public submissions raised concerns that there is inadequate rationale to consider 

changing some of the conditions which resulted from the previous agreement between 

parties at the Tribunal in 2017. 

 Both public submissions raised concern about the proposed removal of neighbour 

notification before crushing events.  

The supplement to the EER provided additional information about the calculated combined sound 

power output of the crusher and screen, found to be 114 dB(A), which provides a margin of 4 

dB(A) from the current allowed level of 118 dB(A). 

The Southern Midlands Council and both public submissions referred to the history of negotiations 

as part of the previous Appeal heard at the Resource Management and Appeals Tribunal (RMPAT), 

and were concerned that the current proposal seeks to modify conditions agreed to by all parties 

to the negotiations.  

 

6.1.4 Evaluation 

Principles of the Environment Protection Policy (Noise) 2009 have been applied when imposing 

conditions in the permit, and when considering changes to conditions included in the previous 

permit. These principles take into account: 

 recognition of shared responsibility for sources of noise (if and when appropriate);  

 consistency of application by regulatory authorities;  

 the provisions of other legislation;  
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 cumulative impacts on particular receiving environments of noise generated by more than 

one activity; and  

 growth in noise output arising from intensification of use over time. 

Several conditions from the previous permit have been changed and are discussed below where 

appropriate, following the principles and taking into account evidence provided for the application. 

This intends to avoid repetition between conditions, assisting comprehension and regulation, while 

maintaining an appropriate level of protection against environmental harm and nuisance.  

 

Noise Limits 

A 47 dB(A) daytime limit at sensitive premises surrounding the quarry was previously agreed to as 

an acceptable level. This was based on the QCP’s recommendation that any noise impacts to 

sensitive premises around quarry operations do not exceed 5 dB(A) above daytime ambient noise 

levels. The mapped attenuation area surrounding the quarry, under the Midlands Interim Planning 

Scheme 2015 (see Figure 5) is based on this value, and there will be no consideration given to 

changing this limit 

Condition N2 specifies the daytime noise limit of 47 dB(A) at any sensitive premises in other 

ownership. It includes the qualification that measured noise levels must be at least 5 dB(A) above 

ambient noise levels for the condition to be breached. This daytime noise limit should ensure a 

reasonable level of protection for neighbouring residents from noise impacts, while allowing the 

quarry to operate and transport materials on the access road. The noise assessment commissioned 

by the proponent and summarised in the EER (section C.4.4) includes a worst-case estimate of noise 

level at the nearest residence in other ownership of 45 dB(A), and indicates that the limits imposed 

will be met.  

Permit condition N2 also specifies, as a standard practice, evening and night-time noise limits. 

These will not normally be relevant to the proposed activity, as only daytime operations are 

proposed (see below for further discussion on operating hours). In addition, blasting is not 

proposed, and condition B1 specifies that it is not to occur at the quarry. Truck movements on 
the access road and their impacts on the nearest residence were not factored into the noise estimate 

in this section, however the impacts of truck noise are covered in section 6.3 of this report.  

 

Crusher and Screen sound power output 

It is expected that the proposal will comply with the noise limits imposed, provided that the sound 

power output of any crushing and/or screening is below the currently permitted 118 dB(A), and the 

location of the crusher and screen does not change from the current permit. The Supplement to 

the EER calculates the value of the combined sound power output of the crusher and screen to be 

114 dB(A), which provides a margin of 4 dB(A) from the current allowed level. To provide assurance,  

Condition N3 will require that the maximum sound power output of the crushing and screening 

units combined will not exceed 118 dB(A). It also requires thesound power output of any units to 

be provided to the Director in writing before use on the Land. This will ensure that the limits in 

condition N2 will not be exceeded, and the attenuation code overlay surrounding the quarry will 

not be compromised.  
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Topography 

The EER states that a topographic ‘lip’ between the quarry and the nearby residences, will attenuate 

noise emanating from the quarry, in addition to the earthen bund that has been provided around 

the edge of the quarry.  

Permit condition OP3 will be imposed, which requires that all quarry operations take place within 

the quarry working area (as defined in the permit) to ensure that this earthen bund is effective. The 

western and northern boundaries of the working area coincide with the quarry “lip” and the location 
of the earthen bund. As the earthen bund is a key factor in ensuring that noise levels at neighbouring 

residences are not excessive, permit condition OP4 will be imposed. It requires an appropriate 

noise attenuation screen around the working area to ensure no line of sight at any time between 

machinery operating within the quarry working area and any residence in other ownership. 

Condition OP3 also specifies that no material may be crushed or screened on the Land except 

material which has been extracted within the quarry working area. Condition OP3 has been 

simplified from the version in the previous permit to minimise repetition with Condition OP4 and 

improve interpretation. 

 

Crushing and screening operations 

The five consecutive day limitation for crushing was originally a commitment by the proponent for 

the previous application, which the Board supported at the time and was reflected in a permit 

condition. For the current application, the proponent would like the flexibility to crush and screen 

on any day the quarry is permitted to operate. The proposed change to allow crushing and screening 

on all days of the year as recommended in the Quarry Code of Practice is a significant increase, and 

was raised as a concern by both public submissions, which were also concerned about the removal 

of neighbour notification. The appropriate way to request alteration to previous agreement is 

through the public assessment process with appeal rights. While the current application is for a new 

permit, it is important to consider the history of the previous appeal and ensure that there is 

sufficient evidence to make changes to conditions which were subject to the previous agreement. 

Considering the operation must comply with noise limits imposed by N2, a five day limitation on 

crushing and screening is not something which would normally be applied to quarry operations. The 

volume of material permitted for processing, 2,500 cubic metres, will naturally limit the number of 

days which crushing and screening will take place, as there will not be enough material to operate 

continuously all year. This means the crushing and screening can only occur over a small proportion 

of the year (comparable to the 5 days currently permitted), even if not limited to consecutive days.  

The evidence of compliance with the attenuation buffer, feedback from the site’s EPA Tasmania 

regulatory officer, and absence of complaints for the current operation indicate that a change in 

operating days will not cause significant impacts on the adjoining landowners. One submission noted 

“that those affected by noise may have formed the view that making a complaint to the applicant 
would be a fruitless exercise”, however it is not possible to consider complaints which have not 

been made.   

Therefore, days permitted for crushing and screening operations need not be limited beyond the 

hours specified in condition N1. This dictates that crushing and screening must not be undertaken 

outside the hours of 0700 hours to 1900 hours on weekdays and 0800 hours to 1600 hours on 

Saturdays, which is consistent with the QCP. As discussed previously, noise limits imposed by 

condition N2 will support minimising the noise impacts during quiet periods of the day, and are 

consistent with the QCP and other similar quarry operations. Consequently, neighbour notification 
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will not be required before crushing and screening operations, which was a requirement of the 

existing permit.  

 

Complaints 

The proponent’s proposed management measure to maintain a complaints register is important. In 

addition to general permit condition G6 (which requires a complaints register to be maintained), 

condition N4 will be imposed which requires the quarry operator to report any noise complaint 
to the Director within 24 hours of receiving it. This will assist the Director with the timely 

enforcement of other permit conditions relating to noise. It is noted that no complaints have been 

made in relation to the operational noise while operating as a Level 2 Activity since 2017.  

 

Noise Surveys 

Due to history and concern related to the proposal, condition N5 specifies that a noise survey is 

to be conducted at times when reasonably required by the Director in writing. Condition N6 

specifies the noise survey method requirements.  

 

6.1.5 Conclusions  

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

B1 No blasting on The Land 

N1 Operating hours 

N2 Noise emission limits 

N3 Crusher and screen noise levels 

N4 Noise complaints 

N5 Noise survey requirements 

N6 Noise survey method and reporting requirements 

OP3 Quarry operations  

OP4 Noise attenuation screen  
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6.2 Dust Emissions 

6.2.1 Description 

Existing environment 

The quarry is located in an area characterised by cool winters and warm summers, with a mean 

annual rainfall at nearby Campania of 494 mm per year. Mean monthly rainfall is relatively constant 

throughout the year, but with slight peaks in late winter and spring. 

Winds are predominantly from the north, west and north-west, as is typical for this part of Tasmania. 
Afternoon periods show a peak in strong southerly and gently south-easterly winds, however The 

Coal River Tier protects the quarry from some of the southerly winds. 

Potential emissions  

The EER (section D5) identifies the following potential sources of dust from the proposed quarry 

operation:  

 ripping of rock during dry windy conditions (summer months);  

 removal of grass cover and the stripping of topsoil (very limited, according to the EER, as 
the footprint will not increase significantly from its current extent and the amount of topsoil 

is negligible);  

 movement of rock and gravel within the quarry by machinery;  

 crushing of rock material;  

 road (gravel) use in and next to the quarry; and  

 stockpiled gravel and fines.  

 

Potential impacts  

The EER states that based on an examination of vegetation 50 metres from the site, there is no 

evidence that significant amounts of dust escape the existing quarry or access road (section C.1). 

Given the lack of evidence of dust persisting on nearby vegetation, the proponent states that there 

is little to suggest there will be significant dust generation from either the quarry or the access road.  

Potential dust emissions from the quarry access road and associated impacts are addressed in section 

6.3 of this report. 

6.2.2 Management measures 

Management measure 5 in the EER states that as a dust suppression measure during periods of dry 

weather the access road surface, areas near the stockpiles and/or loads in trucks (unless they are 

covered by tarpaulins) will be dampened with water from the nearby sediment pond or on‐site 

water cart truck (EER part D). 

Management measure 15, to maintain a complaints register, is also relevant.  

The EER notes the Quarry Code of Practice recommendation that fixed plant and other working 

areas should be located with due regard to dust and noise emissions which may affect neighbours 

(section C.1.2). The crusher and screen for the proposal will be located on the quarry floor, within 

the soil bunds and quarry ‘lip’, (Figure 3) when used at the quarry, consistent with the QCP 

recommendations. It is stated that standard industry practice is to dampen material before crushing 

and to also have installed sprayers on the crusher output chute to minimise dust emissions from dry 

product.  
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6.2.3 Public and agency comment and responses  

One of the public submissions stated only if screening was undertaken within the existing allowed 5 

day crushing periods, and that there was sufficient evidence that there was no increase in noise or 

dust emissions, would they have no objection to the introduction of screening.  

 

6.2.4 Evaluation 

Dust generated at the quarry through extraction, crushing and loading of product, must be 

controlled so that it does not leave the site to the extent that it causes environmental nuisance. The 

location of residences is a key factor in considering whether environmental nuisance would be 

caused on adjacent properties. The nearest residence in other ownership, on an adjacent property 
to the west, is 443 metres from the quarry. The residence on the adjacent property to the east is 

503 metres distant. 

The standard attenuation distance for normal quarry operations (excluding crushing and screening) 

is 300 metres, which takes into account dust impact. It is therefore unlikely that these two nearest 

residences will suffer environmental nuisance from dust emissions from normal quarry operations. 

As a precaution standard permit condition A2 will be imposed, which requires dust to be 

controlled to prevent environmental nuisance beyond the boundary of the land. 

The potential dust impact from crushing and screening must be considered for the proposal. The 

QCP recommended separation distance of sensitive uses from crushing and screening, 750 metres 

and 500 metres respectively, take dust impact into account. Therefore, it is possible that several 

neighbouring residences will be affected unless management measures are adequate. Modern 

crushing plant has dust suppression equipment, and to ensure that the quarry operator uses plant 

of a satisfactory standard, permit condition A1 will be imposed which requires dust to be 

controlled from crushing and screening plant to prevent environmental nuisance. 

The quarry working area is located a short distance (10 metres) from the boundary of the adjacent 

property to the east. It is likely that, even with appropriate management measures, dust will be 

blown onto that property under some circumstances, although it is very unlikely that the amenity 

of the residence on the property will be significantly affected. There will be no significant 

environmental impact on other parts of the property given its present use. It should also be 

considered that the activity is located in a rural and agricultural area where dust from some 

agricultural activities is to be expected. 

The EER (Section D5.1) refers to the use of an “on-site water cart truck” for the purpose of dust 

suppression. Water will also be available from the settling pond, another existing pond and the 

existing farm dam. The EER (section D11) also states that mains water is available at the property. 

Failing this, the quarry operator will be obliged to buy in water for dust suppression. Condition 

A4 requires dust suppression on all trafficked areas associated with the activity. 

6.2.5 Conclusions  

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

A1 Control of dust emissions from plant 

A2 Control of dust emissions 

A3 Covering of vehicles.  

A4 Dust emissions from traffic areas 
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6.3 Traffic Impacts – noise and dust 

6.3.1 Description 

Existing environment 

The quarry is located approximately 500 metres from Tea Tree Road. Access to the quarry is via 

an existing unsealed private access road, which runs close to the western boundary of the property 

at 1356 Tea Tree Road.  

A new access road is proposed which would shorten the distance that trucks must travel to access 

the quarry (Figure 2). The road is currently not permitted for quarry use, but may be used for other 

activities, including agricultural purposes. Section B.5 of the EER states that the spur road will 

occasionally be used for the activity, however following a site visit by the EPA Tasmania staff, it is 

understood that it would be used as the primary access road to the quarry if approved. 

Section C.1 of the EER states that there have been no complaints related to dust from the proposed 

new access road, which has been used for “farm related activities” in the past.  

The EER (section D10.2) states that the maximum number of truck movements for the activity per 

day will remain at 30, the same number of movements per day under the current approval.  

 

Potential emissions 
Heavy vehicles travelling to and from the quarry on the private access road can create dust and 

noise nuisance for nearby residents. The residence immediately to the west of the access road, at 

1220 Tea Tree Road, is located approximately 95 metres from the access road at its closest point 

(house #5 on Figure 5 of this report). The EER (section D10.3) states that that particular residence 

may be impacted by dust from passing heavy vehicles in dry periods when winds are easterly or 

south-easterly.  

 

Potential impacts 

The proponent commissioned an assessment of the acoustic impacts of trucks on the access road 

(Appendix 8 of the EER). Truck noise levels measured at a distance of 84 metres were 44.8-48.6 

dB(A) for loaded trucks and 45.3-47.4 dB(A) for unloaded trucks. Ambient noise level was 43.6-46.2 

dB(A) for the noise assessment. Measurements were made to the east of the access road on the 

proponent’s property, rather than at the neighbouring residence(s). The assessment conclusion was 

as follows in regard to noise impact on neighbouring house #5.  

 

“We estimate that at the nearest house (# 5 …), the access road is 111 m away and therefore 

there will be a reduction of truck noise by 2.4 dB(A) and possibly more because the road/tyre 

interaction is not visible because of the embankment. The Tea Tree Road is closer than our 

measuring location near the dam and therefore the Tea Tree Rd. traffic is about 1 dB or 

more louder. The quarry truck noise levels are acceptable.” 

 

6.3.2 Management measures 

Management measure 5: As a dust suppression measure, during periods of dry weather the Access 

Road surface, areas near the stockpiles and/or loads in trucks (unless they are covered by tarpaulins) 

will be dampened with water accessed from the nearby sediment pond or on-site water cart truck.  

 

Management measure 9 (and EER section C10.3): The following measures will be taken to mitigate 

potential impacts of dust and noise at the residence at 1220 Tea Tree Road (house #5):  

 ensure compliance with the operating hours and days for the quarry;  
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 maintain the existing Complaints Register to record and address any complaints received in 

relation to access road usage by quarry related vehicles;  

 provide water (via sprinklers or water cart) to dampen the road surface during dry periods 

with associated south‐easterly to easterly winds to keep road surface dust emission levels 
low; and  

 ensure trucks carrying gravel limit their speed to 20 km/hr when using the access road.  

Management measure 15: To enable the public to respond to any concerns they may have about the 

operation of the quarry, a Complaints Register will be maintained for the activity.  

Commitments 1, 9 and 15 in the EER (Part D) reflect the above. 

6.3.3 Public and agency comment and responses 

 Two public submissions raised concerns that evidence is insufficient to consider noise impact 

of the additional spur road on neighbours, and that there is inadequate information to 

consider changing the condition which does not allow use of the road in current permit. 

 The public submissions also raised concerns about the change in operating hours and lack of 

justification for the proposed change.  

The supplement to the EER provided further information on the expected impacts of the use of the 

additional spur road. It concluded that use of the new road would result in a lower noise impact on 

neighbouring properties than use of the original track. This is due to a considerable decrease in 

travel time due to shorter distance travelled, combined with a lower gradient and fewer gear changes 

due to stopping to open gates.  

 

6.3.4 Evaluation 

Noise  

The maximum noise level at the nearest residence attributable to heavy vehicle use of the access 

road is estimated to be 60.1 dB(A) (EER, section D8.5), considered to be a realistic estimate of noise 

level of a 10 tonne truck passing. It is higher than the proposed noise emission limit for the quarry 

and its related transportation operations (47 dB(A)) prescribed in permit condition N2. Given the 

standard averaging period for noise emissions of 10 minutes in N2, and the short duration in which 

truck noise would be experienced (less than one minute), it is likely that the activity will comply 

with the 47 dB(A) limit. There have been no complaints related to the existing operation, which also 

supports the suitability of the existing limit. This assumes that noise emissions emanating from the 

quarry itself are at an acceptable level and that trucks pass at appropriate intervals over the course 

of the day.  

 

Use of the proposed additional access road is not considered to create significant impacts to the 

existing permitted use, due to the decreased travel time and gradient from the current route. 

Therefore, there will be no condition restricting use of this road for quarry activity.  

 

The passing of trucks (empty and laden) at the distance of 95 metres from the nearest neighbouring 
residence may present a risk of environmental nuisance, even if the overall noise limit for the activity 

is not exceeded. More distant residences may also be affected, to a lesser extent. Taking into account 

the concern raised in the public submissions, and the higher risk posed to the nearest neighbouring 

residences, permit condition N1 restricts truck use of the access road to between 0800 to 1800 

hours on weekdays, and 0800 to 1200 on Saturdays. Ambient noise levels tend to be lower during 

the periods 0700 to 0800 hours and 1800 to 1900 hours on weekdays also generally lower on 

Saturdays, therefore restricting truck movements during these times is appropriate. Given the 
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relatively small quantities proposed to be extracted from the quarry, these restrictions are not 

expected to unreasonably affect the quarry operator’s ability to transport extracted product from 

the site.  

 

The EER states that a maximum of 30 truck movements per day are expected to transport quarry 

product from the site, and it is considered unlikely that the volume of truck movements will be 

higher than this. Noise limits imposed by condition N2 provide protection for neighbouring 
properties to ensure that noise impacts from truck movements will not be excessive, and there will 

be no requirement for an additional condition limiting the truck movements. A condition in the 

previous permit limiting the number of truck movements will therefore not be required, avoiding 

replication of outcomes set by limits in condition N2. The proposed loaded truck speed limit of 

20 km/hr in the EER Management Measure 9 is supported and is expected to reduce the level of 

noise from trucks using the access roads, however regulation will rely on operating hours limits set 

by conditions N1 and N2.  

 

Dust  

The proposed management measure to cover or dampen loads on trucks is supported, and standard 

permit condition A3 will be imposed to reinforce the commitment. Dust is likely to be generated 

by heavy vehicles using the unsealed access road. The neighbouring residence at 1220 Tea Tree 

Road is located approximately 95 metres to the west of the access road. Particularly during times 

of easterly winds, the risk of dust creating environmental nuisance for this residence is high. 

Management measures in the EER include dampening of the access road using a water truck or 

sprinklers during periods of easterly and south-easterly winds, and restricting truck speed to 20 

km/hr. These proposed measures are supported, and permit condition A4 will be imposed to 

require dust suppression on roads. 

 

The EER (section D8.6) notes that a vegetation screen exists at the boundary close to the 

neighbouring residence at 1220 Tea Tree Road. It is anticipated that this would reduce the risk of 

exposure to windborne dust from the south-east. Additional vegetation plantings between the 

access road and residences may provide some level of protection from dust once established. 

 

7 Other Issues assessed by the Board 

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

proposal and have been evaluated in Appendix 1, Section A.  

 

1. Natural Values 

2. Weed and Disease Management 

3. Stormwater and Drainage Management 

4. Waste Management 

5. Dangerous Goods and Environmentally Hazardous Substances 

6. Decommissioning and Rehabilitation 
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8 Other Issues 

The following issues that have been raised during the assessment process are discussed in Appendix 

1, Section B. These are issues which are not the Board’s responsibility under the EMPC Act, or 

issues which are more appropriately addressed by another regulatory agency.  

 

1. Aboriginal Heritage 

2. Fire Risk 

 

9 Report Conclusions 

This assessment has been based on the information provided by the proponent CA and SM Williams 

in the permit application, the case for assessment (the EER), and Additional Information provided 

(Supplement).  

 

This report incorporates specialist advice provided by EPA Tasmania scientific specialists and 

regulatory staff, other Divisions of DPIPWE and other government agencies, and has considered 

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. 10168 appended to this report are imposed and duly 

complied with / the environment protection notice/ the environmental licence appended to 

this report is issued and served and its requirements are 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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Appendix 1 – Section A – Assessment of other issues assessed by the 

Board 

Issue 1: Natural Values 

Description of potential impacts 

The EER provides no general information about fauna on or near the site. There are records of 

three Tasmanian Wedge-tailed eagle (Aquila audax subsp. Fleayi) nests within five kilometres of the 

quarry, however none are within one kilometre of the quarry and the EER states that the sparse 

surrounding vegetation is not able to support a nest. 

The quarry site and immediate surrounds are pastures used for livestock grazing. Pastures are 

actively maintained, being ploughed and fertilised on a regular basis. There is Eucalyptus viminalis 

dry forest and woodland at the south and west boundaries of the mining lease. Sickle speargrass 

(Austrostipa scabra subsp. falcata) and Woolly new-holland daisy (Vittadinia gracilis) (both listed as 

rare under the TSP Act) and curly sedge (Carex tasmanica) (vulnerable under the EPBC Act) are 

recorded as occurring on a neighbouring property to the east of the quarry. 

Clearing native vegetation to increase extraction areas at quarries can result in loss of native flora 

and fauna habitat 

Management measures proposed in EER 

No management measures are proposed in the EER. 

Public and agency comment 

For the previous application, PCAB confirmed that there is unlikely to be significant impact on 

flora and fauna due to the location of the quarry in an established agricultural area.  For the 

current application, PCAB advised there was no comment beyond that supplied previously.   

Evaluation 

No impact on flora or fauna of conservation significance is expected given the highly modified 

nature of the environment at, and surrounding, the quarry area. Native vegetation which may 

provide denning, foraging, or nesting opportunities for threatened species is unlikely to be 

impacted by the proposed activity. 

Conclusion 

No permit conditions relating to protection of flora or fauna will be imposed. 
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Issue 2: Weed and Disease Management 

Description of potential impacts 

Quarries can contribute to the spread of weeds and diseases such as Phytophthora cinnamomi, due 

to transport of weed and disease-bearing material (mud, soils) on machinery and vehicles to and 

from the quarry, as well as spreading weeds through quarry products used off site. 

A number of declared weeds (Weed Management Act 1999) are present in the area and there are 

two declared weeds within the mining lease – horehound (Marrubium vulgare) and Californian 

thistle (Cirsium arvense). The EER (Appendix 4) states that it is highly unlikely that Phytophthora 

cinnamomi is active and/or can persist in the quarry or surrounds. 

Management measures proposed in EER 

Management measure 2. A Weed Management Plan is to be maintained and implemented at the 

quarry operation (Appendix 4 of the EER).  

Public and agency comment 

Public representations did not comment on weed or disease management.  

PCAB advised that they had no new comments to the proposal in addition to those provided in 

the previous assessment in 2016. For the previous assessment, PCAB advised that it supports the 

EER commitment to implement a weed management plan and recommends that the Weed and 

Disease Planning and Hygiene Guidelines (DPIPWE, 2015) be adhered to.  

Evaluation 

The proponent has existing obligations under the Weed Management Act 1999 to manage and 

contain the spread of declared weeds due to quarry operations, relating to the operational quarry 

area as well as the entire mining lease and the wider property owned by the proponent. The 

Weed Management Plan provided in the EER outlines general management measures but does 

not provide specific plans for management of weeds in terms of an appropriately-timed 

spraying/removal program at this site. The proponent should refer to the appropriate Statutory 

Weed Management Plans for specific management actions and timings. Permit condition OP1 

will be imposed, requiring weed management. 

Given the dry climatic conditions of the area and the lack of susceptible vegetation species on 

site, the risk of occurrence of Phytophthora cinnamomi is considered low. Appendix 4 of the EER 

indicates that vehicle washdown is likely to occur at stormwater settlement ponds or areas 

designed for the capture of runoff from roads. It also states that washdown should be conducted 

as close as possible to the source of the material being removed. Washdown at the main 

settlement pond adjacent to the quarry would be appropriate for vehicles leaving the quarry, but 

not for those entering as they would traverse a portion of the mining lease and adjacent forest 

before reaching the quarry. Permit condition OP2 will be imposed, which requires the 

proponent to wash down vehicles in accordance with the DPIPWE guidelines. 

Conclusion 

The proponent will be required to comply with the following permit conditions. 

OP1 Weed management 

OP2 Machinery washdown 
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Issue 3: Stormwater and Drainage Management 

Description of potential impacts 

Waters leaving the quarry can be contaminated with sediments and other pollutants such as oil 

and fuel. This may have an adverse impact on land and natural water bodies.  

Management measures proposed in EER 

Management measure 3. One sediment pond (0.95ML) captures and treats for sediment removal 

the water that may flow from the quarry during sustained or heavy rainfall events.  

Management measure 4. Sediment trapped by the pond will be removed annually. The collected 

sediment will be mixed with stockpiled top soil for progressive rehabilitation of disused quarry 

areas.  

Public and agency comment 

 No comment was received in regard to stormwater and drainage management.  

Evaluation 

The proposal to construct one large sediment settlement pond to capture run-off water from the 

quarry is supported and permit conditions SW1, SW2 and SW3, relating to drainage and 

stormwater management, will be imposed to reinforce this proposal.  

It is noted that during exceptional rainfall events the large settlement pond will overflow to a 

smaller existing settlement pond and then to a farm dam and Plummers Creek (see Figures 3 and 

4 in this report), which is considered acceptable. Permit condition SW2 requires the proponent 

to ensure that stormwater leaving the site does not carry pollutants such as sediment, fuel or oils. 

(The use of fuels and oils on the site is discussed under Issue no. 5 of this Appendix.) As the area 

has relatively low rainfall (approximately 500 mm per year), overflow is considered unlikely for 

much of the time. 

  

Conclusion 

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

SW1 Perimeter drains or bunds 

SW2 Stormwater  

SW3 Maintenance of settling ponds  
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Issue 4: Waste Management 

Description of potential impacts 

The accumulation of general refuse, disused plant, waste oil or other waste materials should not 

be allowed to occur within the quarry. Inappropriate management, storage and disposal of waste 

material can result in the pollution of soil, surface waters and groundwater and littering on and 

off site.  

Management measures proposed in EER 

Management measure 6: Waste generated by the servicing of machinery is disposed of in 

accordance with best practice principles.  

Management measure 7: Waste generated by workers from general refuse (e.g. lunch wrappers) 

at the quarry is removed each day to the waste bins at the existing dwelling.  

Public and agency comment 

No public or agency comments were received specifically relating to waste management.  

Evaluation 

The commitments made in the EER are considered adequate. The proponent has obligations 

under the Environmental Management and Pollution Control (Waste Management) Regulations 2010 

and the Environmental Management and Pollution Control (Controlled Waste Tracking) Regulations 2010 

in relation to the management of controlled wastes (including waste tyres, waste oil and waste 

oil/fuel filters), and permit conditions are considered unnecessary.  

Conclusion 

The following information has been included in the permit:  

OI1 Waste management hierarchy  
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Issue 5: Dangerous Goods and Environmentally Hazardous Materials 

Description of potential impacts 

Inappropriate handling and storage of dangerous goods and environmentally hazardous materials 

such as fuels and oils at a quarry can increase the risk of pollution to air, water and soil.  

Management measures proposed in EER 

Management Measure 10 (Part E of EER): There is no permanent store in the quarry for fuels, 

oils, lubricants or any other dangerous good.  

Management Measure 11: Fuel and oil containers are stored at the existing workshop facility 

adjacent to the existing residential dwelling.  

Management Measure 12: When in the quarry, fuel and oil containers are stored at least 10 m 

away from any drain or sediment pond and are bunded (moveable bunds) to a capacity at least 

1.5 times the volume of the container.  

Management Measure 13: One hydrocarbon spill kit is stored at the quarry to use in the event of 

a spillage.  

Public and agency comment 

No comment was received in relation to Dangerous Goods and Environmentally Hazardous 

Materials 

Evaluation 

The commitments made in the EER are considered adequate and permit conditions H1 and H2, 

relating to the storage and handling of hazardous materials and the requirement to keep spill kits, 

will be imposed.  

Conclusion 

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

H1 Storage and handling of hazardous materials  

H2 Spill kits  

The following information in relation to legal obligations has also been included in the permit:  

LO2 Storage and handling of Dangerous Goods, Explosives and dangerous substances  
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Issue 6: Decommissioning and Rehabilitation 

Description of potential impacts 

Inadequate rehabilitation of extractive areas can increase the risk of ongoing erosion and soil 

instability and can increase the burden of total site rehabilitation once works have finished. 

Inappropriately rehabilitated extractive areas can also create a visual amenity problem for the 

local area and can introduce and spread weeds through the use of incorrect vegetation for 

rehabilitation.  

Management measures proposed in EER 

Management measure 14 of the EER (Part D): ‘Progressive rehabilitation’ will occur in those areas 

that have been quarried and are no longer needed or used for the operation of the quarry. 

This is expanded in section C.12 of the EER, which states that the following principles will be 

followed to re-establish agricultural pasture: 

1. Benches ripped or cracked prior to substrate addition.  

2. Stockpiled weathered gravel, topsoil (from quarry site) and sediment from sediment 

interceptors applied to prepared benches.  

3. Application of pasture grasses and fertiliser.  

4. Monitoring of the following factors:  

a. weed infestation;  

b. pasture establishment and growth success; and  

c. landform stability.  

 

Public and agency comment 

No public or agency comments were received specifically relating to rehabilitation.  

Evaluation 

Minimisation of disturbed areas decreases the risk of land disturbance such as soil erosion and 

the EER commitment is supported. To ensure appropriate treatment of surface soil and 

implementation of progressive rehabilitation, permitting a maximum open area of 1.0 hectares, 

conditions DC1 and DC2 are required, respectively. Condition DC3 requires notification of the 

Director if permanent cessation of the activity becomes likely. Condition DC4 requires that 

rehabilitation be undertaken in accordance with the relevant provisions of the QCP. Condition 

DC5 requires care and maintenance of the site during temporary suspension of the activity, and 

rehabilitation if activity is suspended for 2 years or more. 

Conclusion 

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

DC1 Stockpiling of surface soil  

DC2 Progressive rehabilitation  

DC3 Notification of cessation 

DC4 Rehabilitation on cessation 

DC5 Temporary suspension of activity 
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Appendix 1 – Section B – Other Issues 

Issue 1: Aboriginal Heritage 

Description of potential impacts 

Ground disturbance during extractive processes in areas of cultural significance can increase the 

risk of destruction of potentially important artefacts and cultural heritage.  

Management measures proposed EER 

None proposed.  

 

Public and agency comment 

No public comments were received specifically relating to impacts on cultural heritage.  

Aboriginal Heritage Tasmania advised EPA Tasmania that it has completed a search of the 

Aboriginal Heritage Register regarding the proposal, and advises that there are no Aboriginal 

heritage sites recorded within the proposed expansion area. Due to a review of previous reports 

and the area being highly disturbed it is believed that the area has a low probability of Aboriginal 

heritage being present. Accordingly there is no requirement for an Aboriginal heritage 

investigation and AHT has no objection to the project proceeding. The activity is nonetheless 

subject to the Aboriginal Relics Act 1975.  

Conclusion 

The following information in relation to legal obligations has been included in the permit:  

LO3 Aboriginal relics requirements – Not included in the draft permit 
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Issue 2: Fire Risk 

Description of potential impacts 

The use of machinery at the quarry which may create sparks can increase the risk of fire, 

particularly in hot, dry, windy weather. Fire originating from offsite may damage equipment and 

cause dangerous substances and chemicals to be released into waterways.  

Management measures proposed in EER 

No management measures in relation to fire are proposed in the EER.  

Public and agency comment 

No public or agency comments were received specifically relating to fire risk.  

Conclusion 

The EPA has no authority to impose permit conditions relating to fire.  
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Appendix 2 - Summary of public representations and agency submissions 

 

Representation No./ 
Agency 

EER  

section 
no. 

Comments and issues Additional information required 

1 App. 8 

App. 9 

Concern that evidence is insufficient to 
determine impacts on neighbouring sensitive 
uses, as required by noise standard in Quarry 
Code of Practice 1999.  

Concern that there is inadequate information on 
impacts of crushing and screening (including 
independent screen).  

The supplement should include comment by a suitably qualified 
person on the combined crushing and screening sound power 
level. 

It is noted that the first page of the noise report of Appendix 8 is 
missing, and should be included in the supplement as it may 
provide further information on predicted noise impact.   

Note that the current QCP (2017) will be used to inform decision 
making. 

1&2 App. 9 Concern that evidence is insufficient to consider 
noise impact of additional spur road on 
neighbours. 

 

The supplement should expand on the comment in Appendix 9 
regarding the change to the access road, to provide justification 
why noise issues are not expected. This comment must be 
provided by a suitably qualified person.  

 

 

Representation 
No./ Agency 

EER  

section 
no. 

Comments and issues  Further 
Info 
requested  

EPA Comments  

 

Southern 
Midlands Council 

N/A Provided history of current Permit (DA 2015/122), including previous 
Appeal heard at Resource Management and Appeals Tribunal (RMPAT) 
and current attenuation area. 

Recommend that any modifications will not result in changes to the 
current attenuation area under the Attenuation Code in the Southern 
Midlands Interim Planning Scheme 2015. 

SMC will not be able to consider the DA as a Planning Authority unless 
a condition remains which requires an equipment sound power output of 

No Noted.  
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Representation 
No./ Agency 

EER  

section 
no. 

Comments and issues  Further 
Info 
requested  

EPA Comments  

 

118 dB(A), and that no modification will be required of overlay boundary 
to protect both quarry operations and amenity and land use of adjoining 
land.  

Any expansion or modification of the current overlay will require an 
amendment to the Planning Scheme and will require a decision of the 
Tasmanian Planning Commission, and should be avoided. 

 N/A SMC raised concern that based on history of lengthy negotiations to 
reach current Permit, it is a breach of the parties’ “good faith” for the 
Applicant to seek to modify the quarry operations. 

No Noted. The application is for a 
new permit, however some 
consideration has been given 
to the proposal’s history. 

1 & 2 N/A Concern raised crushing is proposed to be conducted every day, which 
is significantly different from previous agreement.  

No Noted.  

1 & 2 Preface Concern raised that no rationale or inadequate rationale was provided 
for extended operating hours, extending operating days and addition of 
the access spur road. Concern also raised that the application seeks to 
undermine the previous agreements made between the quarry operator, 
Council and neighbours 

No Noted.  

1 A.7 Concern that no reported measurements have been taken on affected 
residential premises. 

No The noise survey in 2017 was 
conducted at sites within the 
quarry owners’ property, as it 
was considered sufficient for 
the determination of both the 
sound power level of the 
crusher and the general 
propagation of noise from the 
crusher. 

1 & 2 Preface Concern that proposal seeks to remove neighbour notification for 
crushing, as required under the current permit.   

No Noted.  

2 Fig.5 Figure 5 does not show extent of spur road.  No Figure 3 shows location of spur 
road. 
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Representation 
No./ Agency 

EER  

section 
no. 

Comments and issues  Further 
Info 
requested  

EPA Comments  

 

2 N/A Concern that loader use in paddock results in significant noise impacts 
on nearby sensitive receivers.  

No The paddock does not form 
part of the Quarry Operations, 
therefore is not part of the level 
2 activity.  

2 C.4 No objection to addition of screening within the current 5 day period in 
the existing permit, provided that there is sufficient evidence that there 
will be no increased noise or dust impact.  

No Noted.  
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Appendix 3 – Table of proponent commitments 

No.  Proposed Measure Timeframe 

1 Operating hours are those recommended in the Quarry Code of Practice – 

0700 to 1900 hours Monday to Friday, 0800 to 1600 hours on Saturday; 

closed on Sunday and public holidays. 

Ongoing 

2 A Weed Management Plan is to be maintained and implemented at the 

quarry operations 

Ongoing 

3 One sediment pond (0.95ML) captures and treats for sediment removal the 

water that may flow from the quarry during sustained or heavy rainfall 

events.  

Ongoing 

4 Sediment trapped by the pond will be removed annually. The collected 

sediment will be mixed with stockpiles top soil for progressive rehabilitation 

of disused quarry areas.  

Ongoing 

5 As a dust suppression measure, during periods of dry weather the Access 

Road surface, areas near the stockpiles and/or loads in trucks (unless they 

are covered by tarpaulins) will be dampened with water accessed from the 

nearby sediment pond or on-site water cart truck.  

Ongoing 

6 Waste generated by the services of machinery is to be disposed of in 

accordance with best practice principles 

Ongoing 

7 Waste generated by workers from general refuse (eg lunch wrappers) at 

the quarry is to be removed each day to the waste bins at the existing 

dwelling. 

Ongoing 

8 Trucks will avoid entering and leaving the quarry in the period 20 minutes 

either side of the school bus collection and drop-off time, as advised by the 

school bus operator. 

Ongoing 

9 The following measures will be applied to mitigate potential impacts of 

unreasonable levels of dust and noise caused to the residence at 1220 Tea 

Tree Road –  

 Ensure compliance with the operating hours and days for the quarry; 

 Maintain the existing Register to record and address any complaints 

received in relation to Access Road usage by quarry related vehicles; 

 Provide water (via sprinklers or water cart to dampen the road 

surface during dry periods with associated south-easterly to easterly 

winds to keep road surface dust emission levels low; and 

Ongoing 
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 Ensure trucks carrying gravel limit their speed to 20km/hr when 

using the Access Road. 

10 There is to be no permanent storage of fuels, oils, lubricants or any other 

dangerous goods in the quarry.  

Ongoing 

11 Fuel and oil containers are to be stored at the existing workshop facility 

adjacent to the existing residential dwelling. 

Ongoing 

12 When in the quarry, fuel and oil containers are to be stored at least 10 m 

from any drain or sediment pond and are bunded (moveable bunds) to a 

capacity at least 1.5 times the volume of the container.  

Ongoing 

13 One hydrocarbon spill kit is to be stored at the quarry to use in the event 

of a spillage.  

Ongoing 

14 ‘Progressive rehabilitation’ will occur in those areas that have been quarried 

and are no longer needed or used for the operation of the quarry. 

Ongoing 

15 To enable the public to respond to any concerns they may have about the 

operation of the quarry, a Complaints Register will be maintained for the 

activity.  

Ongoing 



 

EAR – CA and SM Williams - Williams Quarry, Campania  A4. 1 

 

 

Appendix 4 – Permit conditions – Environmental No. 10168 

 

 

 



 

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