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Board
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EIA
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Environmental licence

Environmental Management and Pollution Control Act 1994
Environmental management and pollution control system
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Resource management and planning system
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Report Summary

This report provides an environmental assessment of a proposal by Recycal Pty Ltd to upgrade its
existing recycling facility at 256 George Town Road, Rocherlea.

The proposal involves construction of a new building, installing new processing equipment within
the new building, and then using that equipment to process received materials to a greater extent
than currently, by extracting non-ferrous metals. It also includes reception of up to 60,000 tonnes
of material per annum, with storage onsite of up to 30,000 tonnes at any one time.

This report has been prepared based on information provided in the permit application,
Environmental Effects Report (EER). Relevant government agencies and the public were
consulted, and their submissions, representations and comments considered as part of the
assessment.

Further details of the assessment process are presented in section | 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
alternatives. Section 5 summarises the public and agency consultation process and the key issues
raised in that process. The detailed evaluation of environmental issues is contained in section 6.
Other issues are discussed in section 7. The report conclusions are contained in section 8.

Appendix | contains the environmental permit conditions for the proposal. The environmental
conditions in Appendix | are a new set of operating conditions for the entire, intensified activity
that will supersede the existing permit conditions.
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I Approval Process

An application for a permit for this proposal under the Land Use Planning and Approvals Act 1993
(LUPA Act) (application no. DA 0538/2019) was submitted to Launceston City Council on 8
October 2019.

The proposal consists of a new building and new equipment, which will provide enhanced capacity
at an existing recycling facility to process material for further use elsewhere. The proposal is
considered to qualify as a ‘level 2 activity’ under clause 3(b), schedule 2 of the Environmental
Management and Pollution Control Act 1994 (EMPC Act), i.e. a ‘waste depot’, in that the site
receives, temporarily stores and treats more than 100 tonnes of waste per year.

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 |8 October 2019.

The assessment has been undertaken by the Director, Environment Protection Authority under
delegation from the Board.

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 on 21

Several drafts of the EER were submitted to EPA Tasmania for review against the guidelines before
it was finalised. The EER was released for public inspection for 14 days commencing on 30 January
2021. An advertisement was placed in The Examiner and on the EPA website. The EER was also
referred to relevant government agencies for comment. No representations were received.
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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 | 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.

The assessment has been undertaken by the Director, Environment Protection Authority under
delegation from the Board.

Environmental Assessment Report — Recycal Pty Ltd — Recycling facility upgrade, Rocherlea 7
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3 The Proposal

According to the Environmental Effects Report (EER), the existing recycling facility at 256 George
Town, Rocherlea has been operated by Recycal Pty Ltd since approximately 2014, with the main
part of the site developed for use in 2015. A planning permit was issued in 2015 (DA 0302/2015)
for construction of several buildings and expansion of the facility (Figure 1).

The proposal is to upgrade the existing metal recycling facility (Figure 1), which currently receives
waste metal in a range of forms such as vehicles, roofing iron, washing machines and hot water
cylinders.

Within the operational site are a number of buildings, metal processing equipment (including a 60
tonne shearer baling press, and shredders), on site car parking facilities, and associated
infrastructure (see Figures 2 and 3). The current activity processes a range of ferrous and non-
ferrous metals via shearing, cutting, shredding, and baling into value added end products for
recycling. The existing shredder allows Recycal to recover steel (ferrous metals) from non-
magnetic materials. Previously, non-ferrous metals, with other non-metallic material, were
shipped out of Australia for offshore sale. However, this is no longer permitted, meaning that it
must be either sorted or disposed of within Australia. As a result, non-ferrous material has been
stored on-site, resulting in a large stockpile covering much of the site (visible in Figure 1).

The metals recycling process currently undertaken at the site includes the following steps:

- Materials are physically inspected and non-compliant components are rejected or removed
before being transported to the Pre-shedder;

- Materials are then broken up by the Pre-shredder and Shredder machines;

- Ferrous and non-magnetic materials are separated during the shredding process using a
large magnet;

- Ferrous metals are stored on-site ready for sale.

- Mixed non-ferrous metals (Floc) are stored on-site in Building 2 for further separation and
made ready for sale.

The site accepts all types of metals. The EER states that if vehicles brought to the site for recycling
are not drained of hazardous and/or flammable fluids, they are rejected.

Existing equipment on the site enables shearing, cutting, shredding and baling of materials into end
products for further use, including extraction of ferrous material for sale. This existing equipment
is located outside in the northwest corner of the site (labelled Noise Source 3 in Figure 3).

The proposal includes construction of a new building, designated as ‘Building 3’ (outline shown in
Figure 3), and installation of new processing equipment to create the capacity to separate out non-
ferrous metal material such as copper, aluminium and steel for sale and reuse, reducing the
amount of material which must be sent to landfill (Figure 4). The detail of the proposed building
plans is given in Appendix A of the EER. A smaller version of this building was previously
approved in 2015, but not built.

The area is generally industrial in nature, with some sensitive receptors located to the east and
south. The land to the north is in private ownership and contains pasture and bushland. The
recycling facility site drains to the north-west corner, then out via an unformed drainage line to an
ephemeral waterway |30 metres to the north and into a dam (Figure 5).

Environmental Assessment Report — Recycal Pty Ltd — Recycling facility upgrade, Rocherlea 8
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The proposal includes a maximum of 60,000 tonnes of material to be received onto the site per
annum and 30,000 tonnes to be stored at any one time. 60,000 tonnes is the same quantity as
that previously approved under DA 0302 / 2015, but less than the current limit imposed under
EPN 10216/1 (72,000 tonnes), while 30,000 tonnes is the same maximum storage quantity as that

permitted under the EPN (see Table | below).

The EER also states that, as part of the transition to installation of the new equipment, the

volumes of material to be received and stored should be retained at 72,000 tonnes and 30,000
tonnes per annum respectively. However, it also indicates that the activity is currently holding
close to the 30,000 tonne limit of material on site. Therefore, it does not seem appropriate or

feasible to continue to allow up to 72,000 tonnes per annum to be received on site, as there is not

capacity to process that material.

Table I: Quantities of materials received, processed and stored at Recycal, existing
and proposed (Table | of EER) (all figures in tonnes).

Materials Materials Current | Increased Ongoing
Received Received Actual Processing normal
Approved via Limits vi Received | volumes (to operations
DA0302/2015 EII;‘;II svia clear stockpile | (post new
(as at . .
Dec prior to new processing
2020) equipment equipment
installation) installation)
Monthly 5,000 6,000 3,000 5,000 5,000
volume
Annual 60,000 72,000 36,000 48,000 60,000
volume
Storage “maximum 30,000 30,000 30,000 30,000
volume height of stored
materials/items
where they can
be seen from any
public road or
place is 4.0m”

The main characteristics of the proposal are summarised in Table 2. A detailed description of the
proposal is provided in Section 2 (Part B) of the EER.

Table 2: Summary of the proposal’s main characteristics

Activity

Construction of new building and installation of new equipment to sort and extract non-ferrous metallic material,
with a proposed maximum of 60,000 tonnes of material to be received per annum, and 30,000 tonnes to be stored
onsite at any one time.

Location and planning context

Location

256 George Town Road, Rocherlea

Environmental Assessment Report — Recycal Pty Ltd — Recycling facility upgrade, Rocherlea 9
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Land zoning

General Industrial Zone, Launceston Interim Planning Scheme 2015

Land tenure

Private

Existing site

Land Use

Industrial — recycling facility (‘waste depot’ under Schedule 2 of EMPCA)

Topography

The site has been artificially levelled by building up the natural ground level in the north-
eastern portion of the site, such that there is now an earth bank along the northern and
eastern boundaries up two ~2 metres higher than the natural ground level at its highest
point. The site now slopes gently down over approximately a 12 metre drop from the
south-east corner down to the north-west corner. The natural ground beyond the site
boundary slopes gently to the north.

Geology and soils

Undifferentiated consolidated Cenozoic sedimentary rocks; sandstone, limestone,
conglomerate, siltstone, duricrust; commonly ferruginised or silicified. Soil type has not
been provided in the EER and is unidentifiable from LISTmap.

Hydrology

The site drains into an ephemeral waterway, approximately | 10m from the site. The creek
runs into Archers Dam, approximately 540m from the site.

Natural Values

There are none remaining on the site. There is disturbed pasture to the north, sloping
down towards an ephemeral drainage channel, beyond which is bushland.

Local region

Climate

Monthly rainfall ranges from ~35mm in February to ~85mm in August. Wind direction is

predominantly north-north-westerly.

Surrounding land
zoning, tenure
and uses

Adjacent land to the west and east is zoned General Industrial under the Launceston Interim
Planning Scheme 2015, while land to the south and east is zoned Community Purpose due
to the presence of a school and public mental health facility, respectively. Adjacent land to
the north is zoned Rural Resource. The majority of parcels, with the exception of those
zoned Community Purpose, are privately owned. The nearest residentially zoned land is
~500 metres to the south.

Proposed infrastructure

Major equipment

Pre-shredders, shredders, balers, conveyor belts, crane, forklifts, trucks for transporting
materials.

Other Buildings for processing and storing material, office, workshed.
infrastructure
Inputs
Water Primarily office use only — from connected utilities.
Energy Electricity for equipment and running office/work shed, diesel for mobile plant and vehicles.
Solar panels installed plus connected to grid.
Woastes and emissions
Liquid Stormwater runoff from processing and stockpile areas and from buildings.
Atmospheric Dust from internal and external traffic, and blow-off from stockpiles. Potential odour from

hydrocarbons.

Environmental Assessment Report — Recycal Pty Ltd — Recycling facility upgrade, Rocherlea
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Solid

Materials unable to be recycled, currently including non-ferrous metal. Post upgrade, non-
ferrous metals will also be extracted for recycling and will no longer constitute waste, so
remaining waste will include other materials from processed items only, e.g. plastics.

General refuse including food scraps, paper and packaging.

Controlled wastes

Hydrocarbons used onsite, e.g. engine oil. Hydrocarbons, batteries etc inadvertently
received with materials for recycling.

Noise

Shredding equipment, conveyor belts (additional machinery to be enclosed in new building).

Crane, forklifts, cars and trucks.

Greenhouse gases

Diesel emissions from mobile equipment.

Construction, commissioning and operations

Proposal
timetable

The construction of the larger Building 3 (Sorting Shed) is targeted to commence in the
first half of 2021, so that installation of equipment can commence in mid 2022 with
commissioning in late 2022.

Operating hours
(ongoing)

7 am to 5 pm — Monday to Friday
7 am to 2 pm — Saturday

Closed Sunday and Public Holidays.

Environmental Assessment Report — Recycal Pty Ltd — Recycling facility upgrade, Rocherlea
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Figure 5: General location plan showing Recycal site in relation to outfall drain, ephemeral
creek and Archers Dam (EER Appendix F Figure 1)
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4 Need for the Proposal and Alternatives

Recent changes in policy by countries which formerly accepted non-processed waste from
Australia, and changes in Commonwealth law under the Recycling and Waste Reduction Act 2020,
have resulted in a need for greater capacity for processing materials for recycling in Australia, both
in terms of the amount of material and the degree to which processing is undertaken.

The proposed Building 3, larger than previously approved in 2015, will provide the capacity to
accommodate new equipment to automatically sort non-ferrous metal materials after sorting of
ferrous materials by existing equipment has already occurred. It will also accommodate the
capacity to batch material, re-run through the machine, store in bins and manoeuvre with a
forklift. Appendix C gives an indication of the type of material anticipated to be housed in this
building.

The EER states that it will result in a reduction of the existing stockpile of material on the site, to
the point that it will be substantially removed within [2-18 months of commencement of non-
ferrous processing. It also states that the alternative to the proposal is to ship unsorted non-
ferrous material to mainland Australia for on-processing. Therefore, it is beneficial to have non-
ferrous processing capacity within Tasmania.

Environmental Assessment Report — Recycal Pty Ltd — Recycling facility upgrade, Rocherlea 17
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5 Public and Agency Consultation
No public representations were received during advertising.

The EER was referred to a number of government agencies/bodies with an interest in the proposal.
Submissions were received from the following:

e Tasmania Fire Service

The following Divisions/areas of the Department of Primary Industries, Parks, Water and
Environment also provided advice on the EER:

e Regulatory Officer, EPA Tasmania
e Air specialist, EPA Tasmania

¢ Noise specialist, EPA Tasmania

e Water section, EPA Tasmania

e Waste section, EPA Tasmania

Environmental Assessment Report — Recycal Pty Ltd — Recycling facility upgrade, Rocherlea 18
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6 Evaluation of Environmental Issues

EPA Tasmania has evaluated environmental issues considered relevant to the proposal. Details of
this evaluation, along with the permit conditions required by the Director, are discussed below:

The following issues are discussed:

Air quality

Noise emissions

Solid wastes

Environmentally hazardous substances and site contamination
Water quality

Combustion risk management

Greenhouse gas emissions

Decommissioning and rehabilitation

©NoUThAWDN =

General conditions

The following general conditions will be imposed on the activity:

QI  Regulatory limits

Gl 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

Gé6  Complaints register

G7  Environmental Management Plan

Environmental Assessment Report — Recycal Pty Ltd — Recycling facility upgrade, Rocherlea 19
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Issue I: Air quality

Description of potential impacts

Construction of the building has the potential to generate dust, which may impact on nearby
sensitive receptors if excessive. Transport of materials within and to/from the site, sorting and
shredding of material containing plastics and other non-metallic substances, and stockpiling of
this material once shredded, all has the potential to generate dust which includes plastics and
other particles. Vehicles and mobile machinery used on the site generate diesel emissions.
There is also the potential for pollutants to be emitted to air if any part of the facility combusts.

If hydrocarbons or other volatile substances are held anywhere on the site, there is the
potential for odour from these substances to cause an environmental nuisance to sensitive
receptors.

Management measures proposed in EER

The EER states that:

- construction of the building will be managed to minimise impact on air quality, although
no specific measures are proposed;

- all new equipment introduced to the site will be contained within Building 3, and
therefore there will be limited outside emissions of dust;

- the proponent has been advised by the equipment manufacturer that dust extraction
mechanisms are not required;

- materials received for processing are not permitted to contain hydrocarbons, although
some residual diesel and oil may be accidentally received;

- hydraulic oil, gas and small amounts of paint are held on site for the purpose of
maintenance and powering equipment;

- the activity is considered unlikely to result in odour emissions.

Combustion management measures are discussed in section 3.3 of the EER (see Issue 3 below).

No specific management measures for dust or vehicle emissions are proposed.

Public and agency comment

None received.

Evaluation

Construction of the shed is a relatively short-term and low risk activity in terms of dust
emissions, which are able to be managed by watering down in windy or dry conditions.

The EPA’s air specialist has advised that, as the new shed will be an enclosed system, the risk of
dust or other air pollutants escaping the shed is low.

Initial shredding is undertaken in the northwest corner of the site, in the open air, generating a
risk of mixed material particles. However, this is well away from any sensitive receptors. Mixed
material that has been shredded and is being held for further sorting is stored in the enclosed
‘flock shed’ in the eastern part of the site (see Figure 2). This is good practice and should
continue.

Odour is most likely to occur if hydrocarbons are stored inappropriately on the site. The risk
of odour being detected offsite is considered to be low, but still requires the appropriate

Environmental Assessment Report — Recycal Pty Ltd — Recycling facility upgrade, Rocherlea 20
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management of materials, including both those intentionally kept onsite and any which may be
received inadvertently. If such materials are identified and stored in enclosed containers, odour
should be minimal. The appropriate management of hazardous substances is discussed further
under Issue 6 below.

Conditions are necessary to ensure that emissions to air are not generated by the activity.
Condition Al requires covering of vehicles containing material which may blow or spill,
condition A2 requires that dust emissions from the Land must be controlled to prevent
environmental nuisance beyond the boundary, condition A3 requires that shredded mixed
material must be stored in an enclosed environment or covered to prevent pieces blowing
offsite, and condition A4 requires that odour management measures must be implemented as
necessary to prevent odour causing an environmental nuisance beyond the boundary of the
Land.

Conclusion

The proponent will be required to comply with the following conditions:
Al Covering of vehicles
A2 Control of dust emissions

A3 Covering of shredded material

A4 Odour management

Environmental Assessment Report — Recycal Pty Ltd — Recycling facility upgrade, Rocherlea 21
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Issue 2: Noise emissions

Description of potential impacts

The existing facility contains equipment which operates in the open air, predominantly in the
north-west corner of the site. The proposed building will accommodate additional sorting and
separating equipment including a walking floor, vibrating sizing conveyors, and further conveyors
with various separating technologies (e.g. sensors), which will introduce additional noise to the
site. The noise from the activity has the potential to impact on sensitive receptors near the site,
including a mental health facility and school.

Management measures proposed in EER

The EER states that all new equipment introduced to the site will be enclosed within the new
building. It also states that operating hours will continue to be limited to 7am-5pm Monday-
Friday, and 7am-2pm Saturdays, with no operation on Sundays or public holidays.

Subsequent to advertising the EER, the proponent has clarified in writing to the EPA that in fact
operating times are proposed to be 7am-6pm Monday-Friday, with occasional truck movements
outside of these hours.

Public and agency comment

None received.

Evaluation

The activity is located in an industrial precinct on the northern edge of suburban Launceston,
with open grassland to the north and industrial activities on the western, eastern and southern
boundaries. However, there is a public mental health facility on the north-east boundary
(located in Archer Street, Rocherlea), with the nearest buildings in that facility approximately
120 metres from the boundary, and a high school on the other side of George Town Road to
the south-west. The nearest residentially zoned properties are approximately 330 metres to
the south, with other industrial activities in between. The site is fenced on the northern and
eastern sides by a concrete panel wall, ranging in height from | metre to 3.5 metres above
internal ground level, with additional soil bunding inside the concrete wall of up to 4 metres in
height. It is noted that the site is elevated above natural ground level in the north-east corner
due to internal works over time to level the site.

The proposed building is constructed predominantly of metal sheeting, with several large roller
doors proposed on the northern side, but only two such doors on the southern (long) side and
one on the eastern end, facing the mental health facility. Therefore, it appears that the building
is able to be fully enclosed as needed to contain sound. Sound insulation does not appear to be
proposed at this time. The building will be positioned between the open-air equipment in the
north-west corner of the site and the mental health facility. The exact power ratings of the
equipment to be housed in the building have not been supplied.

The EER includes a noise assessment undertaken in 2015 to consider the increased capacity
proposed for the activity at that time. This assessment included consideration of additional
shredding capacity in the northwest corner, and additional equipment within the proposed
Building 3, similar to that proposed in the current application. It particularly considered
potential impact on the mental health facility, which is described as providing residential services
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for clients, who live for periods of time in independent units on the property, and therefore
should be considered as a similar use type to urban residential.

The assessment notes that existing background daytime noise levels at the mental health facility
are relatively high due to its location and concludes that 52.9 dBA (LAeq) is an appropriate
maximum acceptable daytime noise level when measured close to the residential units in the
facility, and that, given the location of the equipment within the site and the existence of a high
concrete wall around the site, the facility should be able to achieve this. It also notes that the
facility does not propose to operate at all during night-time hours.

The EER states that, with the exception of proposed Building 3 and the additional equipment to
be housed and operated within it, the activity has been operating in accordance with the noise
assessment, and that no complaints regarding noise have been received. The current EPN on
the activity specifies a daytime noise limit on emissions from the activity, when measured at any
noise sensitive premises, of 53dBA for daytime hours and 45 dBA for night-time. It also
requires a noise survey within six months of any change to the activity likely to increase noise,
and limits operating hours to those proposed.

Given the existing concrete fencing, earth bunding, daytime only operating hours and the
enclosed nature of the proposed building and equipment, the EPA Noise specialist has advised
that it is considered likely that the activity will be able to meet the existing imposed daytime
noise level restrictions when measured at sensitive receptors, and that further noise surveys
following commissioning of the new equipment is not necessary. As per the current EPN
conditions, Condition N1 limits daytime noise levels from the facility, when measured at
sensitive receptors, to 53dBA and (in case of unforeseen truck movements or similar) night-
time noise levels to 45dBA.

The EPA Noise Specialist has also advised that there is the possibility that some future change in
in operations may change noise levels or characteristics and, if so, it may be appropriate to
require a noise survey. Therefore, it is necessary that the Director be advised if a noise
complaint is received. Condition N2 requires that, in the event that a noise complaint is
received in relation to the activity, the Director should be advised within 24 hours. Condition
N3 requires that noise monitoring be undertaken if substantial changes are made to the activity
which may increase the noise it produces, and at other such times as may reasonably be
required. Condition N4 details required methodology of noise survey and reporting.

Condition OP1 limits operating hours to 7am-6pm Monday-Friday, and 7am-2pm Saturdays,
which is consistent with the imposed daytime hours noise limit timeframe.

Conclusion

The proponent will be required to comply with the following conditions:
NI Noise emission limits

N2  Noise complaints

N3  Noise survey requirements

N4  Noise survey method and reporting

OPIl Operating hours
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Issue 3: Solid wastes

Description of potential impacts

While the purpose of the facility is to process waste materials for recycling, there will be some
materials unable to be recycled, such as plastics, fabrics, tyres, wiring etc. If not appropriately
managed and disposed of, these materials could result in a health or combustion risk on the site
or pollute environments elsewhere. In addition, operation of staff facilities will result in office
and domestic waste.

Management measures proposed in EER

The EER states that all residual material remaining after the ferrous and non-ferrous sorting,
consisting of dust and non-metal materials, and waste from other operational aspects such as
equipment servicing, will be collected and disposed of at appropriate waste facilities.

Waste materials produced by office use, will be disposed of via waste collection services.

Further details are provided in the Environmental Site Management Plan (Appendix D to the
EER) which has been in place since 2015, as follows:

- All solid waste will be designated as either recyclable or non-recyclable, and removed
where it cannot be recycled onsite;

- Recyclable material includes both ferrous and non-ferrous metals;
Non-recyclable material includes concrete and brick, rubber, timber and rubble;

- Prior to removal or further processing, all such material will be stockpiled around the
site;

- Any found containers or drums will be inspected and the contents identified and
removed for disposal, with appropriate use of staff PPE;

- Empty oil or chemical containers such as metal or plastic drums will be returned to the
supplier where possible for reuse or recycling;

- Concrete waste will be taken offsite for crushing and reuse as road base or similar;

- Synthetic Mineral Fibre will be handled and removed in accordance with the Code of
Practice for the Safe Use of Synthetic Mineral Fibres;

- All Polychlorinated Biphenyls identified on the site will be removed by a licensed
contractor;

- Domestic food waste or rubbish generated by staff will be placed in designated bins and
removed by a licensed contractor.

Public and agency comment

None received.

Evaluation

The measures proposed for receiving, identifying, sorting and storing materials on the site,
including waste materials, are considered generally acceptable, provided that they are
implemented fully.

However, there is an ongoing issue with the large quantity of materials currently stored onsite.
This is discussed under Issue 6 — Combustion Risk Management.
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Management of potentially hazardous substances and contaminated soil is discussed further
under Issue 4 below.

No conditions are required to deal specifically with solid wastes. However condition G7
requires that an updated environmental management plan for operation of the site be prepared
and implemented within six months of commencement of the new permit. This plan would
supplant the current Environmental Site Management Plan, incorporating provisions to avoid
receiving controlled waste materials and other waste that the activity is not able to handle, and
managing risk if such materials are inadvertently received.

Conclusion

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

G7 Environmental Management Plan
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Issue 4: Environmentally hazardous substances and site contamination

Description of potential impacts

The EER states that the use and storage of hazardous materials on the site may be required for
the purpose of the activity. Such materials may include paint and solvent containers, insulation
materials, oils, gas and cleaning chemicals.

Incidental controlled waste may also be present in metal materials delivered to the site for
recycling.

There is also the potential for the site to contain historical contamination of the substrate as a
result of the operation of the facility, particularly where there is currently no concrete base.

Management measures proposed in EER

The EER states that the site does not knowingly accept controlled wastes with material to be
recycled.

Hazardous chemicals and fuels present on the site for use are stored in bunded areas within the
workshop (Building 1). Chemicals and fuels drained during routine maintenance of site plant and
vehicles is stored in intermediate bulk contains before being taken back by the supplier or
disposed off site by a licenced waste disposal contractor.

Further details are provided in the Environmental Site Management Plan (Appendix D to the
EER) which has been in place since 2015, including:

- All plant and equipment to be used on the site will be inspected on a regular basis for oil
and fuel leakage;

- All servicing of plant and equipment will be undertaken away from any waterway;

- Hydrocarbon waste will be collected, stored and transported offsite for appropriate
recycling or disposal;

- All hydrocarbons and chemicals stored onsite will have secondary containment with
| 10% capacity of primary containment;

- Chemical waste will be stored in accordance with the MSDS for that substance and
disposed of appropriately;

- All drainage from the site will be collected (see Issue 5 — Water Quality);

- If any soil becomes contaminated from spillage of hydrocarbons, that soil will be placed
in leak-proof containers and removed to an authorised facility;

- Vehicles used to transport hydrocarbons and chemicals will be fitted with appropriate
spill catchment facilities and spill response equipment;

- At least one person on each worksite will be trained in spill response;

- Spill cleanup materials will be readily available at each worksite;

- Spills will be responded to immediately and contaminated cleanup materials
appropriately handled and disposed of;

- Hazardous materials will not be procured unnecessarily. The Site Manager must be
consulted prior to hazardous materials being brought on site and with an MSDS located
on site;

- A hazardous substance register will be maintained if hazardous materials are required to
be used and stored;

- All containers containing hazardous substances must be clearly labelled, identifying
contents, including decanted substances.
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The Stormwater Management Plan (Appendix F to the EER) (SMP) recommends that items (e.g.
car bodies) found to contain hydrocarbons after being received into the site are isolated from
the rest of the stockpile into a bunded area.

In regard to historical contamination, the EER states that the site has been used as a recycling
plant since at least 2005, and that a previous Contamination Site Assessment undertaken by
Geoton Pty Ltd in 2014 concluded that there ‘were no indications for any requirements for
further testing or remediation actions for the site’.

It states that the land on which Building 3 is proposed to be constructed consists of clean fill cut
from other areas on the site, and therefore is not contaminated. Earthworks for the building
will consist of excavation for foundations, with any excavated soil to be used on the site.
Ultimately, the footprint will be concreted. No additional soil testing is proposed.

Public and agency comment

None received.

Evaluation

The proponent’s intention is to receive no hydrocarbons, batteries or other controlled waste as
part of the material received for recycling. However, incidental controlled waste has been
found at times by operational staff in received material. In addition, the EER describes issues
with the interceptors and HumeCeptor discharge sometimes containing visible hydrocarbons.
This appears to be as a result of inadequate maintenance of the stormwater treating equipment,
and possibly also inappropriate storage of materials containing hydrocarbons.

The issue of maintaining infrastructure is discussed in more detail under Issue 5 Water Quality
(below).

The described management measures for hydrocarbons and other hazardous materials used on
site for the purpose of the activity are supported.

Condition H1 stipulates that any hazardous materials, whether inadvertently received at the site
or intentionally used, are stored and handled appropriately, with clear signage present at the
front of the site prohibiting intake of such materials for recycling. It also requires written
procedures and training for staff in handling such materials.

Condition H2 requires that spill kits be kept on the Land in appropriate locations.

In regard to management of the area on which the new building is to be constructed, the EPA’s
waste section has advised that, as the area is currently unsealed, there is the potential for
hydrocarbons or other materials to have leached into the soil from stockpiles, the disturbance
of which may lead to dust exposure for excavation workers and site neighbours, and, if reused
inappropriately, may result in migration of contaminated stormwater offsite. Therefore, it is
necessary to test the soil prior to disturbance or excavation and then to take action as
appropriate if the soil proves to be controlled waste. Condition CW| requires that such
testing be undertaken, and the results reported to the Director before any further work be
done.
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Conclusion

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

H2 Spill kits

CWI Testing of soil
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Issue 5: Water quality

Description of potential impacts

The site drains from the northwest corner onto adjacent private land via an unformed drainage
channel to an ephemeral waterway approximately | |Om north of the site. This waterway then
drains into Archers Dam to the northwest, which is used for stock watering. If unmanaged,
polluted, poor quality stormwater discharged from the site can impact the receiving dam.

Vehicles to be processed on site may contain residual contaminants, likely to be fuels and oils
(petroleum hydrocarbons) which have the potential to leak onto sealed surfaces. These
contaminants can cause significant environmental damage if released to the environment.
Chemicals and fuels are also used by plant and operating vehicles and are present on site.

Heavy metals in stormwater runoff from batteries and other sources may have toxic effects on
aquatic plants and animals if not handled correctly and released to the environment. Residual
contamination from metal stockfeed has the potential to contaminate soil and groundwater on
site. Runoff from firefighting may also contain contaminants which could enter stormwater.

Management measures proposed in EER

The Stormwater Management Plan (Appendix F of the EER) (SMP) details management measures
including:

- existing infrastructure and equipment, including a captive stormwater drainage system
and the use of oil-water separators, stormwater entry pits, three triple interceptor
traps, a bunded chemical storage, spill kits and a HumeCeptor;

- the maintenance of equipment and structures;

- improving operational procedures, e.g. training site personnel, undertaking and
documenting the outcomes of regular inspection and monitoring of stormwater
management system components.

The SMP also identifies a series of discharge compliance guidelines, and a proposed inspection
and monitoring program.

Public and agency comment

None received.

Evaluation

Site management is important to prevent pollutants from being carried via the stormwater
system into the receiving environment during rainfall. It is noted that the discharge from the
Recycal site is estimated to be 0.078% of the catchment of Archers Dam, even without any
dilution from the ephemeral waterway to the north, and that several other industrial activities
generate runoff into the catchment.

Treatment systems designed for contaminant removal are in place on site, including site
drainage, HumeCeptor, grated stormwater entry pits with galvanised steel baskets, triple
interceptor traps, oil-water separator, bunded chemical storage and spill kits. The Triple
Interceptor traps capture much of the stormwater runoff before it meets the HumeCeptor.
Each trap has a capacity of 3,000 litres and is designed to trap oil and silt and settle out
sediment.
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The HumeCeptor is located in the north-west corner of the site immediately prior to the
stormwater outfall from the site (Figure 5) and has a total capacity of 9,080 litres. It removes
hydrocarbons and fine sediments through gravity separation and flotation, including during high
rainfall events, and was designed for a 3.9 hectare site, the approximate size of the existing
paved area of the site.

The discharge compliance guidelines proposed in the SMP (Table 5.1) are not supported, as they
are not considered to be based on correct PEVs and assume a mixing zone. The EPA’s water
section has advised that, for all practical purposes, the receiving environment for consideration
of environmental impact is the Dam, and that the relevant Protected Environmental Values
(PEVs) as per the State Policy on Water Quality Management 1997 are Recreational Water Quality
(Secondary and Aesthetic) and Agricultural Irrigation and Stockwatering. Therefore, water
quality should be managed to a level that does not compromise these uses.

Metal contaminants of potential concern for the site are considered to be cadmium, chromium,
copper, lead, molybdenum, nickel and zinc, with appropriate limits for metals and hydrocarbons
in the water column of the receiving environment identified by the EPA water section as per the
Australian and New Zealand Guidelines for Fresh and Marine Water Quality, with values for irrigation
and livestock drinking water considered most appropriate for metals, and values for the
protection of aquatic ecosystems for hydrocarbons. Visible hydrocarbons is considered an
adequate and practical measure of unacceptable contamination.

The SMP provides results for end of pipe monitoring approximately every five months for July
2018 — December 2019. In addition to these, the EPA has results for other readings over the
same time period, and more recent results. Together, these indicate that the majority of end of
pipe samples show that metal and hydrocarbon levels generally comply with the relevant
discharge values, although there have been repeated exceedances of the long term trigger value
for total iron.

On review of the monitored results for hydrocarbons and metals presented in the SMP, the
EPA water section has advised that, with appropriate management of potential causes of site
contamination and maintenance of stormwater treatment structures, stormwater emissions
from the site pose a low risk of causing environmental harm.

It is therefore considered that the management measures described generally in the EER and
specifically in the SMP, including waste sorting and containment, stockpile reduction, site sealing,
drainage management, stormwater treatment structure maintenance, and monitoring, will
effectively manage contaminant levels in stormwater prior to it leaving the site. As previously
discussed, condition G7 requires that a revised Environmental Management Plan be produced
which incorporates all of these management measures. There is also a need to ensure that
investigation is undertaken if the appropriate trigger values are exceeded.

Condition SWI requires that polluted stormwater must be collected and treated prior to
discharge to the extent necessary to prevent serious or material environmental harm, or
environmental nuisance. SW| also specifies that any water discharged 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.
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Maintenance of the infrastructure and equipment is essential to manage off-site impacts.
Condition SW2 reflects the proposed program for stormwater infrastructure maintenance, to
ensure it is operating effectively.

The proposed inspection and monitoring program in the SMP is supported as a measure of
source control and infrastructure maintenance. Conditions M1, M2 and M3 specify sampling
requirements, which will be required quarterly.

Unusually high readings may indicate inadequate maintenance of infrastructure. Therefore
conditions M4 and M5 specify stormwater discharge investigation limits, based on the relevant
discharge values with dilution factors as appopriate, and require that if readings exceed these
limits, an investigation of the infrastructure and possible sources of the contamination must be
undertaken, and the results of that investigation reported to the Director.

As firefighting wastewater may contain specific chemicals which should not be discharged,
Condition EF| requires that potentially contaminated wastewater arising from firefighting
must be treated on The Land or removed from the site by a person holding all necessary
approvals for such transport.

Conclusion

The proponent will be required to comply with the following conditions:
SWI1 Stormwater

SW2 Stormwater Infrastructure Maintenance

Ml  Samples and measurements for monitoring purposes

M2  Stormwater monitoring

M3  Monitoring equipment

M4  Discharged stormwater quality investigation limits

M5  Exceedance of discharged stormwater quality investigation limits

EF1  Firefighting wastewater

Environmental Assessment Report — Recycal Pty Ltd — Recycling facility upgrade, Rocherlea 31



( e

TASMANIA

ENVIRONMENT PROTECTION AUTHORITY

Issue 6: Combustion risk management

Description of potential impacts

The site currently contains a large stockpile of material, covering much of the site (see Figure 1).
This material is mixed in nature, with some materials posing a combustion risk. If the material
on the site were to combust, there is a risk of pollutants being released into the air, and also
possibly a risk of sparking other fire events outside the site.

Management measures proposed in EER

The EER states that the current stockpile results from the recent changes in the material
recycling market, which in turn affected the scope of existing plans to construct Building 3 and
install additional equipment. The EER includes a new Fire Management Plan, which provides
details of existing and proposed management measures, including:

e Refusal of material to be received, or quarantining within the site, where it contains
hydrocarbons or other prohibited substances;

e Physical management of potentially combustible materials, such as separation and storage
of unprocessed material within existing Building 2 away from the designated ‘hot works’
area on the site, and physical separation of 6 metres between material piles;

e Carrying out a new fire risk assessment where changes to operations or storage

volumes occur, or otherwise annually at a minimum;

24/7 camera surveillance across the site, and securing of all entrances when unattended;

Maintenance and inspection of plant and equipment;

Fitting of mobile plant on site with air/dust filters;

Fire extinguishers to be located in mobile plant cabs;

e |Installation of residual current devices throughout the facility, to switch off the electricity
supply when electrical faults are detected;

e Separation of ignition sources and hot works from flammable materials, with Safe Work
Method Statements and signage to be in place for hot works;

e Ongoing monitoring and risk assessment of combustible dust;

e Implementation of management procedures to limit ember attack and subsequent
ignition in the event of a nearby bushfire;

e Procedures to be implemented in the case of a fire, such as designated Recycal Fire
Warden staff to direct other staff until arrival of the Tasmanian Fire Service, and
establishment of a quarantine area around any fire;

e Use of the existing fire hydrant system, with further installation of hydrants, hose reels,
extinguishers and signage as required to meet current standards.

The EER notes that the proponent has received advice from the person who prepared the Fire
Management Plan that, as operations within the buildings on the site generate dust, smoke
detectors are inappropriate devices to be installed in these buildings.
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Public and agency comment

Tasmania Fire Service provided comments that:

a) Stockpile dimensions should be limited and stockpiles adequately separated, with more
potentially flammable or toxic materials in smaller stockpiles, to enable adequate access
to minimise fire spread, enable safer access for fire crews, allow safe egress for on-site
workers and improve vision around piles.

b) Stockpiles need to be stable.

c) In response to a query from EPA Tasmania, that the guidance provided in the document
Management and storage of combustible recyclable and waste materials — guideline (VIC EPA
October 2018) gives appropriate guidance for management of fire risk at the facility,
particularly in regard to stockpile layout.

d) In addition to the measures outlined in the Fire Management Plan submitted with the
EER, additional measures for fire suppression should be considered, including:

a. Fixed sprinkler/suppression systems on identified high risk areas / materials.
These may be manual or automated;

b. Where sprinklers cannot be fitted, mobile ground monitors should be an option;

c. Increased onsite firefighting capability, such as ground monitors, fire hoses and
mobile water tanks/fire pumps.

Evaluation

Tasmania Fire Service has advised that the site has experienced fire incidents in recent years,
including one in 2019, indicating that there is a genuine risk of fire within the site. The fire risk
is posed both by the potential for ignition in enclosed spaces, e.g. an electrical fault sparking
combustible dust, and the potential for ignition of flammable materials being stored outside.
Although the bulk of the material being received and processed is metallic, in unprocessed
material plastics, tyres, bonding agents and, if undetected, hydrocarbons and batteries, may be
present.

The Fire Management Plan (FMP) (Appendix G to the EER) states that the site is relatively
accessible, and the surrounding reinforced concrete panels and earth mounds would significantly
assist in reducing any fire spread from the site.

The FMP further specifies staff training, signage and equipment installation which needs to occur,
if not already undertaken. An annual review of the site’s measures and risk is also required.

Tasmania Fire Service has advised that, while the Fire Management Plan is largely adequate,
there are a number of key measures that should be implemented to minimise this risk, including
managing stockpile sizes and installing additional fire-fighting capacity. Smaller stockpile sizes are
recommended for highly flammable or toxic materials. In addition, the FMP states that a fire
risk assessment needs to be undertaken, a statement supported by Tasmania Fire Service.

Some of the stockpile will need to be relocated within the site or off-site to enable the new
building to be constructed, and it would not be desirable that the existing stockpiles be made
any larger. Therefore, notwithstanding the imposed limit of 30,000 tonnes to be stored at any
one time, it is necessary to ensure that the existing stockpiles are organised and managed
appropriately to minimise fire risk.

There are currently no applicable guidelines or standards published in Tasmania for managing
waste (or recycling) material stockpiles. However, EPA Victoria has issued the Management and
storage of combustible recyclable and waste materials — guideline (October 2018) which is designed
to support the management and storage of combustible recyclable and waste materials in a
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manner that minimises the risk of harm to human health and the environment from fire. This
includes specifications for appropriate storing and spacing of stockpiled material. Therefore, if
issued by the Director to the proponent, this document would provide clear guidance to the
proponent for the purpose of preparing a revised fire management plan, a revised environmental
management plan, and in the process organising stockpile management in an ordered way.

Further revision of the Fire Management Plan is needed for it to fully satisfy the requirements of
the Tasmania Fire Service, including the undertaking of a fire risk assessment recommended in
the current Plan. The Plan also needs to be fully implemented. This is considered a priority,
regardless of the progression of the construction of Building 3 and increased processing
capacity.

Condition FMI requires that the fire risk assessment be undertaken and the Fire Management
Plan updated and submitted to the satisfaction of the Director for approval within 60 days of the
commencement of the permit, and that the plan must be implemented immediately on approval.
The Fire Management Plan must include consideration of stockpile sizing and management, and
be in accordance with any guidance issued by the Director. It is anticipated that the Director
will:

e provide the aforementioned EPA VIC Management and storage of combustible recyclable
and waste materials — guideline to the proponent with advice of the proposal
determination.

e seek to consult with the Tasmania Fire Service regarding the adequacy of the Plan prior
to issuing approval.

Condition FM2 specifies that fires may not be lit on the Land, and that any fire occurring must
be extinguished as soon as practicable and reported to the Director.

Conclusion

The proponent will be required to comply with the following conditions:
FMI  Fire management plan and risk assessment

FM2  Fire management

Environmental Assessment Report — Recycal Pty Ltd — Recycling facility upgrade, Rocherlea 34



( e

TASMANIA

ENVIRONMENT PROTECTION AUTHORITY

Issue 7: Greenhouse gas emissions

Description of potential impacts

Equipment using fuel produces carbon dioxide as an emission. In addition, some items such as
fridges and air conditioners contain refrigerant chemicals which act as powerful greenhouse
gases if released.

Management measures proposed in EER

The EER states that all new equipment to be installed as part of the proposal will be electrical,
and that the activity currently has devices such as flicker control, surge protection and an energy
efficient transformer. The existing activity also has an electric crane and has recently installed a
bank of solar panels. Other electricity is obtained from the grid. The proponent has confirmed
by subsequent email that all other equipment is also electric, apart from vehicles and mobile
plant such as forklifts. Vehicles currently used on the site are regularly maintained to ensure
efficient operation.

The proponent has also confirmed that any items containing gases are de-gassed elsewhere by a
licensed contractor prior to the items arriving on the site. Handling of such gases is regulated
under the Ozone Protection and Synthetic Greenhouse Gas Management Act |989.

Public and agency comment

None received.

Evaluation

The measures taken on the site to minimise greenhouse gas emissions are supported. It
appears that the activity does not produce any substantial emissions as a result of its operation.

Conclusion

No permit conditions relating to greenhouse gas emissions are required.

Environmental Assessment Report — Recycal Pty Ltd — Recycling facility upgrade, Rocherlea 35



( e

TASMANIA

ENVIRONMENT PROTECTION AUTHORITY

Issue 7: Decommissioning and rehabilitation

Description of potential impacts

If the activity ceases operation, there is the potential for unattended materials or chemicals to
cause soil contamination or otherwise leach into the environment and cause nuisance or harm.

Management measures proposed in EER

The EER states that, should the activity cease, the proponent would:

- Notify the EPA Director

- Develop a closure Plan outlining specific actions for a staged approach to site
decommissioning and rehabilitation as required, and

- Continue to implement environmental practices until the site is fully closed and the
remediation plan is implemented.

The EER also states that, if the site was not known to be purchased or leased for use by another
metal recycling operation, likely steps for rehabilitation would include:

- Selling and removing all metals on site;

- Disposal of temporary stores of oils etc to an appropriate waste transfer station or
waste facility;

- Vehicles and machinery would be offered for sale;

- Any fixtures and fittings, including buildings and the weighbridge, would remain on site.

As the site would be fully concreted, the EER states that it is not considered that any
contamination remediation would be required.

Public and agency comment

None received.

Evaluation

The site and many of the parcels adjacent to it are currently zoned General Industrial under the
Launceston Interim Planning Scheme 2015. Unless the zoning is changed, any subsequent use of
the site is likely to be industrial in nature.

Therefore, the measures stated in the EER are generally supported and considered appropriate
for a subsequent industrial use.

Conditions DCI and DC2 require that the person responsible for the activity notify the
Director within 30 days of a decision to permanently or temporarily cease the activity, and for
appropriate management of the site during temporary cessation.

Condition DC3 requires that a Decommissioning and Rehabilitation Plan for the activity be
submitted for approval to the Director within 30 days of notification of planned cessation.

Condition DC4 requires that rehabilitation be undertaken following cessation, including
stabilisation of the land surface, removal or mitigation of all environmental hazards or land
contamination that might pose an on-going risk, and decommissioning of any equipment that has
not been approved.

Conclusion
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DCI
DC2
DC3
DC4

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

Notification of cessation
Temporary suspension of activity
DRP requirements

Rehabilitation following cessation
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7 Report Conclusions

This assessment has been based on the information provided by the proponent, Recycal Pty Ltd, in
the permit application and the case for assessment (the EER).

This report incorporates specialist advice provided by EPA Tasmania scientific specialists and
regulatory staff, other Divisions of DPIPWE and other government agencies.

It is concluded that:

I. the RMPS and EMPCS objectives have been duly and properly pursued in the assessment of
the proposal;

2. the assessment of the proposed activity has been undertaken in accordance with the
Environmental Impact Assessment Principles; and

3. the proposed activity is capable of being managed in an environmentally acceptable manner
such that it is unlikely that the objectives of the Environmental Management and Pollution
Control Act 1994 (the RMPS and EMPCS objectives) would be compromised, provided that
the Permit Conditions - Environmental No. 10313 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 environment protection notice.
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8 Report Approval

Environmental Assessment Report and conclusions, including environmental conditions,
adopted:

(Jae L

Wes Ford
DIRECTOR, ENVIRONMENT PROTECTION AUTHORITY

Acting under delegation from the Board of the Environment Protection Authority

Date | April 2021
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10 Appendices

Appendix | Permit conditions
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Noise Control

N1 Noise emission limits

1 Noise emissions from the activity when measured at any noise sensitive premises in
other ownership and expressed as the equivalent continuous A-weighted sound pressure
level must not exceed:

1.1 53 dB(A) between 0700 hours and 1800 hours (Day time); and
1.2 45 dB(A) between 1800 hours and 0700 hours (Night time).

2 Where the combined level of noise from the activity and the normal ambient noise
exceeds the noise levels stated above, this condition will not be considered to be
breached unless the noise emissions from the activity are audible and exceed the
ambient noise levels by at least 5 dB(A).

3 The time interval over which noise levels are averaged must be 10 minutes or an
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5.1 the results and interpretation of the measurements required by these conditions;

5.2 amap 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 to manage any noise
problems identified by the noise survey.

Operations

OP1 Operating hours

1  Unless otherwise approved by the Director, activities associated with the recycling of
metal and loading/unloading of deliveries to and from The Land must not be undertaken
outside the following times:

1.1 0700 hours to 1800 hours Monday to Friday; and
1.2 0700 hours to 1400 hours Saturdays.

2 Notwithstanding the above paragraph, the above activities must not be carried out on
Public Holidays that are observed State-wide (Easter Tuesday excepted) without the
written approval of the Director.

Stormwater Management

SW1 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.

SW2 Stormwater Infrastructure Maintenance

1  The HumeCeptor Trap, triple interceptor traps and stormwater pits within the Land must
be:

1.1 inspected weekly; and
1.2 regularly cleared of trapped material.
2 Maintenance records must be kept for a minimum of three (3) years.

3 Ifinspection indicates any of the infrastructure subject to this condition is not operating
as would reasonably be expected, the person responsible must inform the Director
within 24 hours of the inspection.

DELEGATE FOR THE BOARD OF THE ENVIRONMENT PROTECTION AUTHORITY
01-04-2021
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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 Storage and handling of dangerous goods, explosives and dangerous substances
1 The storage, handling and transport of dangerous goods, explosives and dangerous
substances must comply with the requirements of relevant State Acts and any
regulations thereunder, including:
1.1 Work Health and Safety Act 2012 and subordinate regulations;
1.2 Explosives Act 2012 and subordinate regulations; and

1.3 Dangerous Goods (Road and Rail Transport) Act 2010 and subordinate
regulations.

LO3 Controlled waste transport
Transport of controlled wastes to and from The Land must be undertaken only by persons
authorised to do so under EMPCA or subordinate legislation.

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 Fees payable
Under the provisions of the EMPCA and Regulations thereunder, the Director may require the
person on whom this Notice is served to pay reasonable costs and expenses for the issuing of
the Notice, making any amendments to the Notice and for ensuring compliance with the
Notice.
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Attachment 1: The Land

Legend
[ Tthe Land

The representation of The Land is
nominal and may not accurately
represent the title boundary.
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