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1 Part A – Proponent information 

Proponent entity name Copping Refuse Disposal Site Joint Authority 

Proponent trading name Southern Waste Solutions (SWS) 

Registered address of proponent 129 Derwent Park Road, Derwent Park, TAS, 7009 

Postal address of proponent PO Box 216 New Town, TAS, 7008 

ABN/ACN of proponent 87 928 486 460 

Contact person’s details Nick Gifford 

0427 932 487 

nick.gifford@swstas.com.au  

Consultant’s details Dan Elson 

0411 296 901 

daniel@eraplanning.com.au  

 

Southern Waste Solutions (SWS) is jointly owned by Clarence City Council, Kingborough Council, Sorell 
Council and Tasman Council, and is established as a joint authority under the Local Government Act 1993. 
SWS services the Break O ’Day, Brighton, Clarence City, Glamorgan Spring Bay, Glenorchy City, Hobart 
City, Huon Valley, Kingborough, Sorell, Southern Midlands and Tasman Local Government Areas. 

In addition to being funded by the council ownership group, SWS generates revenue through external 
customers paying gate fees for waste disposal services. SWS has the experience and financial capacity to 
undertake the project as demonstrated by the proponent’s long-term operation of the of the Lutana WTS 
and the Copping Landfill. 
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2 Part B – Proposal description 

SWS operates and manages the existing Lutana waste transfer station (WTS), which receives waste prior 
to transporting it to the Copping Landfill. The Lutana WTS currently accepts approximately 70,000 tonnes 
of waste per year. Waste received at the WTS is predominately commercial and industrial waste, with 
some construction and demolition waste. The WTS also receives small volumes of municipal kerbside 
waste from City of Hobart on a regular basis. Lutana WTS accepts small volumes of asbestos but does not 
accept any other controlled wastes. The facility is not open to the public.  

SWS have recently redeveloped the Lutana WTS, which was approved by the Glenorchy City Council in 
April 2024 under planning permit PLN-23-350.01. The Lutana WTS redevelopment included capital 
upgrades to ensure the continued operation of the WTS and to allow the facility to effectively manage 
future volumes of waste. The key components of the redevelopment included a new waste transfer 
building, a new office building, sealing of internal access roads and a new 20-space sealed car park; 
infrastructure for stormwater management and some landscaping were also included in the site upgrade. 

The redevelopment improved the performance of the site by enclosing operations in the new waste 
transfer building, which minimises the potential for windblown litter, noise and odour impacts. 

The proposal is seeking approval for a change in use at the site to allow for resource recovery works, 
which will significantly reduce the volume of waste sent to landfill and provide an additional income 
stream for SWS. Waste recovery is proposed for a variety of materials, including metal, timber, and 
plastics. The proposal also includes the receipt of food and organic waste (FOGO) for delivery to off-site 
composting facilities.  

As the proposal essentially transforms the existing waste transfer station into an integrated waste transfer 
and resource recovery centre, it is anticipated that the entire site would operate as a level 2 activity under 
the Environmental Management and Pollution Control Act 1994 (EMPC Act). 
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2.1 Description of proposed activity 

 

Activity The proposed activity is the change of use of the existing Lutana WTS from a simple transfer 
station into an integrated waste transfer and resource recovery facility (the Project).  

The Project is predominantly a change of use and will not require extensive changes to the 
existing WTS site. The existing new depot building (shown in Figure 2-3) will continue to be 
used as the main receipt and handling area.  

The only new infrastructure proposed are some dedicated ‘outdoor segregation areas’, 
consisting of some new moveable  storage bays made up of stackable concrete blocks to be 
installed in the sealed area outside of the existing depot building. Skip bins and stockpiled 
material will also be stored in these areas. 

The Project proposes to receive up to 90,000 tonnes of waste per year, a 20,000 tonne 
increase from previous volumes accepted. This will enable the facility to remain operational as 
local landfill closures increase reliance on waste transfer through the Project, and as new 
material recovery facilities come online, allowing the Project to receive and recover greater 
volumes of recyclable material. 

Of this volume received, reuseable resources will be extracted and the remainder will be 
transferred to the Copping Landfill as general waste.  

The following waste streams are proposed to be received, segregated and (in some cases) 
processed at the facility: 

· Metals 

· Mattresses  

· Rubber and tyres  

· Construction and demolition (C&D) waste (including timber, plaster, concrete and bricks)  

· Commercial and industrial (C&I) waste (including cardboard, plastics, e-waste etc) 

· Food and organics waste (FOGO) 

· Asbestos  

· Secure disposal 

· General Waste 

Co-mingled waste will be received by truck onto the waste transfer building floor and then 
either sorted by machine or a personnel pick station. Alternatively, some waste will be received 
pre-sorted, which will be financially incentivised by SWS. Following sorting, the recovered 
material will then be processed by mobile plant (if required) and then either stored in a series 
of stockpiles, new outdoor concrete block storage bays or skip bins, or stored inside the 
building itself prior to transport to customers. All potentially odorous material (FOGO and 
general waste) will be stored in the building.  

Waste that is not suitable for recovery will be collected in purpose built garbage trucks (19 m 
long, high-volume side tippers) and transferred to the Copping Landfill (as currently occurs).  

The Project Site contains several existing structures (namely the former waste compaction 
system and clinical waste facility) which are no longer being used and will be decommissioned 
in the future, subject to a separate approval. The Project Site also contains a lower quarry area 
that is used for storage of empty customer skip bins and SWS assets and equipment that do 
not form part of the Project.  

Under Schedule 2 of the Environmental Management and Pollution Control Act 1994 (EMPC 
Act), the Project is defined as a level 2 activity via several definitions: 

· 3(b) Waste Treatment and Disposal: Waste Depots: the conduct of depots for the reception, 
storage, treatment or disposal of waste… and which are designed to receive, or are likely to 
receive, 100 tonnes or more of waste per year. 

· 6(a) Materials Handling: Crushing, Grinding or Milling: processing (by crushing, grinding, 
milling or separating into different sizes by sieving, air elutriation or in any other manner) of 

· (i) chemicals or rubber at a rate of 200 tonnes or more per year; or 

· (ii) rock, ores or minerals at a rate in excess of 1,000 cubic metres per year. 

Specifically, the Project will receive and process greater than 100 tonnes of waste per year 
(triggering 3(b)), and may involve rubber shredding at volumes greater than 200 tonnes per 
year (triggering 6(a)(i)).  
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New or existing 
activity 

The Project is a modification and intensification of an existing level 1 activity. 

Product or 
purpose 

The purpose of the Project is to recover useful and saleable resources from waste material.  

The following are the initial estimates of waste materials and volumes to be received, the 
estimated resource recovery rate, and the end product (where applicable).  

· Metals – including mixed steel, heavy gauge steel, non-ferrous metals (e.g. aluminium, 
stainless steel), semi-precious metals (e.g. copper), gas bottles and batteries. Approximately 
5,400 tonnes of metals are anticipated to be received per year, with an estimated recovery 
rate of 90 %. Metals will be transported to a recycling facility, without further onsite 
processing. 

· Mattresses – approximately 1,350 tonnes received per year, with an estimated recovery 
rate of 60 %. Mattresses will be shredded with metal sent to a recycler and foam to the 
Copping Landfill.  

· Rubber and tyres – approximately 300 tyres per year will be received and either passed 
directly to a tyre processor or shredded onsite. Approximately 900 tonnes of other rubber 
product is anticipated to be received per year, with an estimated recovery rate of 70 %. 
Rubber may be passed directly onto a recycling facility or may be first processed onsite 
(via shredding).  

· Construction and demolition (C&D) waste (including timber, plaster, concrete and bricks) – 
approximately 27,000 tonnes is anticipated to be received per year, with an estimated 
recovery rate of 60 %. Some of these materials will be processed onsite via a shredder, with 
the remainder, including concrete and bricks, to be temporarily stockpiled only. Extracted 
materials can be used as wood chips and inputs to agricultural products. 

· Cardboard – approximately 900 tonnes are anticipated to be received per year, with an 
estimated recovery rate of 70 %. Cardboard will be transport to a recycling facility without 
further onsite processing.  

· Plastics (HDPE) – approximately 1,800 tonnes of plastics are anticipated to be received per 
year, with an estimated recovery rate of 60 %. Plastics may be passed directly onto a 
recycling facility or may be first processed onsite (via shredding).  

· E-waste – only small tonnages of E-waste are likely to accepted, well less than 500 tonnes, 
with a small recovery rate. E-waste will be sorted and transported to a recycling facility 
without further onsite processing. 

· Food and organics waste (FOGO) – approximately 3,600 tonnes are anticipated to be 
received per year, with an estimated recovery rate of 90 %. FOGO will be transported to a 
composting facility without further processing. 

· Asbestos – approximately 180 tonnes are anticipated to be received per year. Asbestos will 
be consolidated and securely packaged prior to being transported to Copping Landfill for 
disposal in the controlled waste cell.  

· Secure disposal  – approximately 1,170 tonnes are anticipated to be received per year, none 
of which is recovered owing to security reasons. This waste stream will be destroyed 
(except for liquid waste, which will not be destroyed onsite) and sent directly to Copping 
Landfill. 

· General Waste – approximately 22,500 tonnes of general waste material is anticipated to be 
received per year, with an estimated recovery rate of 10 %, with the remaining sent to 
Copping Landfill. 

The total volumes above are well below the 90,000 tonne maximum, which has been requested 
for future growth of the site. 

Maximum 
quantity/limit 

The maximum quantities proposed with respect to the EMPC Act Schedule 2 activities 
associated with the Project are as follows: 

· 3(b) Waste Treatment and Disposal: Waste Depots: Up to 90,000 tonnes per annum 

· 6(a) Materials Handling: Crushing, grinding or Milling  

· (i) chemicals or rubber: Up to 1,000 tonnes per annum of shredded rubber 

Methods General material handling 

The following provides an overview of the general material handling methods, with more 
detailed information for each of the key material types provided below.  
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· Waste receival 

· Waste will be delivered to site (as either co-mingled or pre-sorted loads) either directly 
onto the floor of the depot building (as shown in Figure 2-4) or at one of the two 
shredding locations identified in Figure 2-2. 

· The existing weigh bridge will be used to measure tonnages at the site upon entry and 
exit. 

· Waste sorting, processing and storage 

· An excavator with a claw/grab attachment will primarily be used to pick and sort waste 
within the building once delivered.  

· Hand picking will also occur by operators in the depot building as required. 

· A front-end loader will then be used to collect and transport waste streams around the 
facility, delivering them into their respective storage areas, storage bins or directly to 
truck for removal from site. 

· A mobile shredder will be purchased as part of the Project which will be capable of 
shredding most materials, including wood, plastics, rubber and some building materials.  

· Shredding will be undertaken in either of the two outdoor locations shown in Figure 2-2, 
or inside the depot building for mattresses; with the single shredder moved between the 
locations as required. The locations were chosen to enable shredded materials to be 
kept out of the way of truck and machinery movements around the hardstand areas. 
Shredding will generally be undertaken outdoors, except for mattress shredding which 
will be undertaken within the depot building shown in Figure 2-2. Shredding will be 
undertaken on a campaign basis, focusing on each material type as required to manage 
incoming material volumes.  

· Once separated, waste materials will be stored either in concrete block bays or skip 
bins, in the outdoor segregation areas, or within the depot building in piles. The type and 
duration of storage for each material will be commensurate with the volume and 
environmental risk (as outlined below).  

· Waste removal 

· The depot building has a loadout door at its south-western end where materials can be 
dumped from a front-end loader directly into skip bins on the outside of the depot. The 
loadout area can be seen in the photo in Figure 2-4. 

· There is also an integrated drive-through collection lane inside the depot where trucks 
can be loaded directly by front end loaders; the entry and exits are shown on Figure 2-2 
and a truck exiting in the photo in Figure 2-5. The lane is sunken so that the top of a 
truck is level with the depot floor loading retaining wall to allow direct loading, as shown 
in the photo in Figure 2-6. There is reinforced concrete and metal armouring around the 
loading area to protect the truck and building. 

Metals (no onsite processing, outdoor storage) 

· Metals will generally arrive co-mingled and will be emptied onto the depot building floor. 

· Metals will be separated and consolidated into metal types using the grab excavator. 

· The metals will then be placed into various bins in the outdoor segregation area (via the 
loadout door) using the front-end loader. Bin size and metal types will include: 

· 30 m3 bins for mixed steel 

· 15 m3 bins for aluminium 

· 3 m3 bins for copper and brass 

· LPG bottles, batteries, water cylinders, and air conditioners1 will also form part of this 
waste stream and be collected in 3 m3 bins.  

· Metals bins will be stored outside of the depot building in the storage areas for regular 
collection or delivery to third-party processors. 

 

 

1 Air conditioning units are generally delivered to site degassed. When they are decommissioned from a building, it is the responsibility of the 
contractor to degas the unit. The common split system units that are disposed of have two units: the inside and outside unit. The inside units do 
not hold gas once lines are disconnected. The outdoor units do have ability to hold gas for the system when dismantled and these units will be 
pulled out, set aside onsite and confirmed to be degassed prior to any waste recovery work or disposal. 
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· No metal processing (including shredding) will occur onsite as part of the Project. 

Mattresses (processed onsite via shredding; processing and storage indoors) 

· Mattresses will arrive co-mingled or in bulk lots (e.g. from hospitals, hotels, or nursing 
homes). 

· Mattresses will be temporarily stored in the storage shed until a sufficient number have 
been collated for processing.  

· Mattresses will be shredded in the depot building, separating the foam from the metal. 

· The metal will be stockpiled with other metals and then sent to a third party for recycling 
and the foam will be sent to the Copping Landfill. 

Rubber and tyres (potentially processed onsite via shredding; outdoor processing and storage) 

· All tyres received will be stored in one of the outdoor segregation areas and either sent to 
a third party recycler or shredded onsite. The Project proposes a maximum of 300 tyres 
received per annum, which will be subject to regular collection. At any one time no more 
than 300 tyres will be stored onsite. 

· Most tyres will arrive already separated from hubs. If tyres arrive with the hubs included 
these will be separated where possible (with metal and rubber sent to the relevant areas). 
Any that can’t be separated will be sent to general waste. 

· The majority of tyres received will be from light vehicles with occasional commercial tyres 
received. 

· Rubber received will also be separated and stored in the outdoor segregation areas. 

· Rubber material will initially be sent directly to a third-party recycler but may be shredded 
onsite (by the abovementioned mobile shredder) in future operations to create a finished 
recycled product. In this event, shredded rubber will be stored in one of the outdoor 
segregation areas in a skip bin. 

Construction and demolition (timber and plaster processed onsite via shredding; outdoor 
processing and storage) (no onsite processing of concrete or bricks; outdoor storage) 

· Construction and demolition (C&D) waste consists primarily of timber, plaster, bricks, and 
concrete. 

· The material will generally arrive co-mingled on the depot floor and require manual and 
machine sorting into constituent piles. 

· Sorted piles will be temporarily stored in the outdoor segregation areas awaiting collection 
or processing.  

· Wood will be shredded (by the abovementioned mobile shredder) and stored in outdoor 
bays prior to being on sold as fuel or compost material. Treated timber will be separated 
from untreated timber and disposed of separately. 

· Plaster will also be put through the shredder machine and stored in outdoor bays for 
collection by third-party recyclers. 

· Any unsuitable waste will be sent to the Copping Landfill with the general waste stream. 

· Bricks and concrete will be temporarily stockpiled onsite and then transported offsite for 
processing. 

Cardboard (no onsite processing (packaging only); indoor packing and storage) 

· Cardboard will either arrive co-mingled or as single loads. 

· Cardboard will be baled, compressed, stored inside the depot building and then sent to a 
third-party for recycling. 

Plastics (potentially processed onsite via shredding; outdoor processing and storage) 

· Plastic waste streams will likely include items such as bumper bars from car wreckers, 
plastic pipe offcuts and commercial PVC from demolition waste. 

· Recyclable plastics will be separated into plastic type and stored in the outdoor 
segregation area for collection and distribution to third-party recyclers. 

· Plastics may eventually be shredded onsite (by the mobile shredder), if preferred by third-
party recyclers. In the event of onsite shredding, the resulting material will be stored in 
outdoor bays or skip bins in the outdoor segregation areas.  

E-waste (no onsite processing; outdoor storage) 

· E-waste will be delivered in bulk lots and sorted into constituents such as monitors, laptops, 
accessories, desktop computers etc. E-waste will not be processed onsite.  
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· This waste will be stored in the outdoor segregation areas in skip bins and transferred to a 
third-party recycler. 

FOGO (no onsite processing; indoor storage) 

· FOGO will be delivered by local councils on a regular fortnightly basis and will be dumped 
and stored inside of the depot building temporarily (for up to 2 days) before being 
transported to a composting facility.  

· As FOGO is odorous, no outdoor handling or storage of this material is proposed. 

· The FOGO will be handled by a front end loader, including filling of trucks directly via the 
drive-through lane system. 

· Regular washdown of the depot building floor into the existing segregated washdown 
collection system will occur.  

Asbestos (no onsite processing; storage in sealed bin outdoors) 

· Asbestos will be handled with all required safety precautions through a combination of 
personnel and machinery and will be wrapped and stored in the existing restricted access 
bins outside of the depot building prior to transport to the Copping Landfill. 

Secure disposal (onsite destruction of solid waste, no onsite processing of liquid waste; indoor 
processing and storage) 

· Secure material is a separate waste stream currently received at the WTS, that (for 
commercial, privacy, or safety reasons) must be destroyed onsite and securely disposed of. 
Secure material could be a variety of items, for example old poker machines or used PPE. 

· This material is received intermittently and is generally in batches that range from 10-50t 
from various location. 

· All secure material will be stored and (where appropriate) physically destroyed in the depot 
building. Any non-secure metals will be recovered for recycling and the remaining solid 
waste transported to Copping Landfill along with the general waste stream. 

· Any secure liquids received at the site will be sent directly to the Copping Landfill for 
destruction. There will be no destruction or disposal of secure liquids at the Project Site.  

· As stipulated in the secure disposal requirements, photos and video (from CCTV installed) 
will be taken of the destructed materials for evidence of destruction. 

General waste (no onsite processing; indoor storage) 

· General waste will be received on the depot building floor and any recyclable items 
removed by personnel pick station or by mechanical grab (and stored or processed as 
outlined above for the relevant material). 

· All remaining general waste will be sent on to Copping Landfill, with only temporary 
stockpiling (generally 1 day, but possibly 2 days in unforeseen circumstances) of general 
waste within the depot building.  

· As general waste is odorous, no outdoor handling or storage of this material is proposed. 

· Regular washdown of the depot building floor into the existing segregated washdown 
collection system will occur.  

Industry 
standards 

The Project will be required to meet the reporting requirements and other obligations under 
the Waste and Resource Recovery Act 2022. 

Some waste handled onsite (for example tyres, asbestos and empty paint or chemical 
containers that may arrive onsite as part of comingled loads) will be considered controlled 
waste in accordance with the definition of controlled waste in the EMPC Act and their inclusion 
in Schedule A of the National Environment Protection (Movement of Controlled Waste between 
States and Territories) Measure 1998. 

Waste tyres and any of other items listed under the Dangerous Goods (Road and Rail 
Transport) Act 2010 are also a prescribed controlled waste in regulation 5 of Tasmania’s 
Environmental Management and Pollution Control (Waste Management) Regulations 2020. 

These waste streams must be managed in accordance with the Tasmanian Waste Management 
Regulations. In accordance with Regulation 6(1) a person must not remove, receive, store, 
recycle or repurpose a controlled waste other than under a ‘relevant authority’ or in 
accordance with an ‘approved management method’. In the case of the Project a relevant 
authority is being sought via the submission of this EER (a permit issued under the LUPA Act 
for a level 2 activity). 



 

10 Lutana Resource Recovery Facility | Environmental Effects Report era-advisory.com.au 

Regarding bulk storage of tyres, to minimise fire risk tyres must be stored in compliance with 
the Guidelines for Bulk Storage of Rubber Tyres published by Fire and Rescue NSW (Fire & 
Rescue NSW, 2014). 

Transport The Project Site is only accessible via Derwent Park Road, which ends to the north of the site. 

· Workers will arrive at site in light vehicles at approximately 5 am and will leave 
approximately 4 pm from Monday to Saturday. Approximately 13 staff (including 
administrative staff) will be onsite at any one time, (no increase from existing numbers), -  
light vehicle movements will be in the range of 20-30 per day spread across the day with 
most movements in the early morning and around close of business. 

· Truck movements will occur sporadically everyday throughout the operational hours 
Monday to Saturday (see Operating Hours below). Truck movements are expected to 
average 2 per hour (i.e. one truck delivering and leaving) across each day. This will be a 
slight increase from existing truck movements, with the Project resulting in additional 
delivery of the recoverable products. 

· SWS owns six customised trailers that will run between the Project Site and the Copping 
Landfill. 

The traffic impact assessment for the Project is provided in Appendix C. 

Stockpiling Materials will be temporarily stockpiled at the Project Site either inside the depot building or in 
the outdoor segregation storage areas (as shown in Figure 2-2) in piles, moveable  concrete 
block bays or skip bins. 

The storage areas for each material will be located commensurate with the potential 
environmental risk they pose. Notably FOGO and general waste will be stored inside the depot 
building as they present an odour and windblown waste risk, and the internal depot floor has a 
segregated washdown collection system to prevent any contaminants from the waste streams 
from entering the site stormwater system. In the outdoor segregation areas, solid inert 
materials may be stored in piles, and smaller potentially windblown materials will be stored in 
skip bins or the concrete block bays.  

Stockpiles will not exceed 5 m in height outside of the depot building. Shredding (of relevant 
materials) will be undertaken on a campaign basis. The duration of each shredding event is 
likely to be in the order of 1 to 2 days to process any given material. The actual timing of these 
campaigns will be dependent on the rate of incoming materials, which is not yet fully known 
and will evolve over time as waste separation in the community improves.  

Anticipated approximate stockpiling details for materials stored in the outdoor segregation 
storage areas shown are as follows: 

· Metals 

· stored in metal skip bins (30 m3, 15 m3 and 2-3 m3) 

· maximum onsite volume of ~60 m3 (10-15 tonnes) 

· short-term storage with bins collected regularly (days to weeks) 

· Rubber and tyres 

· whole tyres and incoming rubber will be stored in piles and any shredded rubber will be 
stored in bays or skip bins 

· maximum tyre storage will be <300 tyres (< 5 tonnes) and maximum rubber storage will 
be approximately 10-15 tonnes  

· tyres will be regularly shredded (or collected for offsite processing) to ensure no more 
than 300 tyres are stored at any one time  

· rubber/tyres to be shredded in approximately 5 tonne lots as required (likely duration 1 
to 2 days per event) 

· shredded rubber will be collected promptly post-processing 

· Construction and demolition (C&D) waste 

· incoming materials will be stored in piles and processed materials (e.g. wood chips and 
shredded plaster) will be stored in concrete block bays and skip bins 

· maximum storage of 500 tonnes of combined wood/plaster/rubble (processed and raw) 

· suitable material (timber and plaster) to be shredded in 200 m3 lots (likely duration 1 to 2 
days per event) 

· shredded timber and plaster to be collected within days of being shredded 
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· inert rubble collected within 2-3 weeks once stockpiles are full (up to 5 m height max) 

· Plastics 

· incoming materials will be stored in piles or skip bins/bays (depending on the product) 
and any processed (shredded) materials will be stored in concrete block bays or skip 
bins. 

· maximum storage of 30 m3 (5 - 10 tonnes) 

· suitable plastics shredded in 30 m3 lots (likely duration 1 to 2 days per event) 

· routine turnover every 1-2 weeks 

· E-waste 

· stored outside in various size skip bins 

· maximum storage of 20 m3 (~5 tonnes) 

· storage time of weeks to months before collection 

· Asbestos 

· will be stored in existing secure bins outside the depot building 

· one 10 m3 bin (5 - 10 tonne) 

· storage <1 month 

Materials stored inside the depot building (or storage shed) will include:  

· Mattresses 

· mattresses will be stockpiled within the storage shed (see Figure 2-2) awaiting 
deconstruction 

· around 200-300 mattresses will be stored onsite at any one time, regularly processed in 
lots of 300 mattresses (likely 1 to 2 days per event) 

· metal springs recovered from mattress will be stored in outdoor skip bins with other 
metals 

· waste materials will be stored inside the depot building and transported to Copping for 
disposal 

· Recovered components collected regularly (weeks to months) 

· Cardboard 

· stored inside the depot building in piles and bales 

· maximum of ~20 tonnes stored at any one time 

· collected routinely on a weekly basis 

· Food and organics waste (FOGO) 

· temporarily stockpiled (1 to 2 days maximum) inside the depot building for collection 

· Maximum onsite volume of around 85 m3  

· General Waste 

· temporarily stockpiled (1 to 2 days maximum) inside the depot building for collection. 
This includes general waste diverted from other incoming waste streams (e.g. secure 
disposal). 

· Maximum volume for all waste combined within depot building of around 1,200 m3 

Area of 
disturbance 

No land is required to be cleared for the Project as all disturbance has already occurred as part 
of the Lutana WTS redevelopment. 

Proposed storage areas (including  moveable concrete block bays) will be installed on the 
existing concrete pad, as show in Figure 2-2. There are two proposed outdoor shredding areas 
where the mobile shredder will operate, also shown on Figure 2-2. The shredder may also 
operate inside the depot building for some materials.  

Major equipment The following existing equipment will be used for the Project: 

· Front-end loader (1-2) 

· Telehandler 

· Forklift 

· Excavator with grab/claw attachment x2 

· Delivery trucks x6 
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The Project also proposes the use of new equipment namely: 

· A mobile shredder machine to process mattresses, wood, plastics, and building materials. 

· A baler/compaction system for cardboard 

Infrastructure The Project site contains the following existing infrastructure that will be used for the Project, 
as shown on Figure 2-2: 

· Main access road (concreted) 

· Internal access road (concreted) 

· Concrete hard stand area 

· Weigh bridge and small office 

· Site administration building and personnel facilities 

· Depot building with integrated washdown collection and storage 

· Storage shed 

· Staff carpark 

· Stormwater retention basin and associated stormwater capture and treatment system 

· Existing general storage areas 

The following new infrastructure is proposed: 

· Waste segregation storage areas (on the existing concrete pad) consisting of concrete 
block bays and areas for skip bin storage and stockpiling. 

The Project Site also contains other existing infrastructure (which do not form part of the 
Project) including a clinical waste treatment facility and old compaction and waste handling 
facilities, which are no longer being used and will be subject to future decommissioning under a 
separate approval.  

There is also a large shed near the stormwater system, which does not form part of SWS daily 
operations and will not be affected by the Project. 

Proposal timeline The following timeframes apply to the Project: 

· Following receipt of Project approval, the activity of resource recovery will commence 
immediately. 

· Commencement is planned for Q1 2026, depending on the approval timeline. 

· The operational timeframe of the Project will be a minimum of 20 years, which will likely 
extend depending on market conditions. 

Operating hours The site will operate 5:00 am to 4:00 pm from Monday to Friday, 6 am to 12 pm on Saturday, 
and 5 am to 1:30 pm on public holidays. The site is closed on Sunday. This is consistent with 
current operating hours and there is no proposed change.  

Operating of the shredder will be limited to 7:00 am to 4:00 pm from Monday to Friday, and 
8 am to 11 am on Saturday. 
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Figure 2-3 New main depot building at completion 

 

 

 

Figure 2-4 Inside the main depot building looking south-westerly 
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Figure 2-5 Waste truck exiting the sunken truck lane of the depot building 

 

 

Figure 2-6 Front end loader loading a garbage trailer within the depot building 

Location and planning context 

Location The site is located at 129 Derwent Park Road, Derwent Park. 

The applicable PID is 5422093. 

Applicable CTs are: 
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· 122420/1 – jointly owned by Glenorchy City Council and Hobart City Council 

· 122420A/1 – owned by Glenorchy City Council 

· 122420B/1 – owned by Hobart City Council 

· 132878/1 – jointly owned by Glenorchy City Council and Hobart City Council 

· 132878A/1 – owned by Glenorchy City Council 

· 132878B/1 – owned by Hobart City Council 

Planning permit A planning permit is required under the Land Use Planning and Approvals Act 1993 (LUPA Act) 
and will be lodged with this EER in accordance with Section 25 of the EMPC Act. Written advice 
from Council that a planning application is required is provided in Appendix D. 

Land zoning and 
tenure 

The application is subject to assessment under the Tasmanian Planning Scheme – Glenorchy. 

The site is within the General Industrial Zone of the planning scheme. The use class is 
permitted within the zone and there is no rezoning required.  

Land tenure is local government. 

Use class and 
permissibility 

Pursuant to Table 6.2 of the planning scheme, the use is defined as ‘Recycling and Waste 
Disposal’, which is defined as: 

Use of land to collect, dismantle, store, dispose of, recycle or sell used or scrap material. 
Examples include a container refund facility, recycling depot, refuse disposal site, scrap yard, 
vehicle wrecking yard and waste transfer station. 

Within the General Industrial Zone, the ‘Recycling and Waste Disposal’ use class is a permitted 
use. 
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Description of site and surrounds 

Land use The current land use of the Project Site is a waste transfer station. Surrounding land use 
includes an industrial area to the north supporting the zinc works, shipbuilding yard, and various 
other industrial complexes. The TasWater Derwent Park sewage treatment plant is located 
directly to the north-west of the site. Residential areas and various sports fields are located to 
the south. Directly surrounding the Project Site are various empty tracts of open land owned 
by Nyrstar. Prince of Wales Bay lies to the north-west, which contains various boat and yacht 
facilities. There are no reserves in the vicinity of the Project Site. 

The closest residents to the boundary of the Project Site are only 15 m to the southern 
boundary in the south-west and 40 m to the boundary in the south-east (refer Figure 2-1). These 
residents are relatively close to the Project Site boundary, but are physically separated by the 
large cliff face of the old quarry, with the closest resident (to the south-east off of Lennox 
Avenue) approximately 100 m to the works area of the Project. 

Topography The Project Site sits on an old quarry area that has been cut out from the surrounding hills. The 
operational area of the site is relatively flat and drains towards the road. The surrounding area 
is hilly and ranges in topography from 20 – 70 m AHD. 

Climate Climate data is available from the Hobart (Ellerslie Road) weather station (094029). The climate 
is classified as cool temperate, with an annual mean minimum temperature of 8.4°C and a mean 
maximum temperature of 17°C (BOM, 2025). January and February are the hottest months, both 
with a mean maximum temperature of 21.8°C and July the coldest, with a mean maximum of 
11.8°C. 

An annual mean rainfall of 612.1 mm was recorded between 1882 - 2024.  

Winds are predominantly northerly in the morning and north-westerly or south-easterly in the 
afternoons, with the strongest winds recorded in spring and summer, with calmer winter winds 
(annual average wind roses are provided in Figure 2-9 and Figure 2-10). 

Geology The geology of the site is mapped as Tasmanian Dolerite (LISTmap, 2025). Potential for acid 
forming material is low, with no mapped potential acid forming areas within the Project Site 
(LISTmap, 2025). 

There are no geoconservation sites within the Project Site or surrounds. The nearest mapped 
site is the Bedlam Walls Scarp across the River Derwent approximately 1.4 km away. 

Soils The closest area of potential acid sulfate soils (PASS) is mapped outside of the Project Site, 
approximately 150 m to the south-west with a low (6-70%) chance of occurrence (LISTmap, 
2025). 

The soil in the area is mapped as black soils on dolerite, with podzolic soils on dolerite 
(LISTmap, 2025). 

There is potential for past contamination of the site from waste transfer or quarrying activities. 

Hydrology The closest waterbody is the River Derwent immediately to the west (~150 m) of the Project 
Site (Prince of Wales Bay). No rivers, creeks, or major drainage lines are associated with the 
Project Site. 

Natural values The Project Site occurs entirely on an area mapped as Urban areas (FUR) on TASVEG 4.0 
(LISTmap, 2025). 

There are two records of the grey goshawk (Accipiter novaehollandiae) on the southern border 
of the Project Site and one 250 m to the south; this species is listed as endangered under the 
Threatened Species Protection Act 1995 (TSP Act). There is also a white-bellied sea eagle (listed 
as vulnerable under the TSP Act) record in the property to the south of the site. No other fauna 
records are present within or surrounding the Project Site. 

There are two threatened flora records to the south of the Project Site in the adjacent parkland 
area, the risdon peppermint (Eucalyptus risdonii), listed as rare under the TSP Act, and the 
spreading knawel (Scleranthus fasciculatus), listed as vulnerable. No other flora records are 
present within or surrounding the Project Site. 

There are no raptor nests within 1 km of the Project Site, with the nearest nests approximately 
2.1 km away across the river. 



 

19 Lutana Resource Recovery Facility | Environmental Effects Report era-advisory.com.au 

The entirety of the Project is contained within already disturbed land with no meaningful 
habitat potential for native species. 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 2-9 9 am wind rose (Hobart 094029) (BOM, 
2025) 

 Figure 2-10 3 pm wind rose (weather station Hobart 
094029) (BOM, 2025))  

 

2.2 Project rationale and alternatives 

2.2.1 Rationale 

The Project has been developed to address both current and forecasted pressures on Southern 
Tasmania’s waste management system. Existing landfill operations are reaching capacity, while regulatory 
requirements and community expectations demand greater diversion of recoverable materials from 
landfill. The project provides an integrated facility capable of segregating and processing a broad range of 
resource recovery streams, reducing reliance on landfill, and improving the region’s long-term waste 
management performance and further progressing the circular economy. 

Key drivers for the Project include: 

· Operational efficiency – consolidating resource recovery functions within a single, modernised facility 
that reduces double-handling and transport costs. 
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· Regulatory compliance – ensuring operations align with EPA and planning obligations, particularly 
around State and Commonwealth government landfill diversion targets (e.g. 80% diversion target from 
landfill in Tasmania by 20302 ). 

· Environmental benefit – reducing greenhouse gas emissions and leachate generation associated with 
landfilling, supporting circular economy principles. 

· Community benefit – providing improved infrastructure that supports household and commercial 
recycling, enhances recovery rates, and generates local employment opportunities. 

2.2.2 Alternatives considered 

A number of alternatives have been evaluated during project planning: 

1. Continue to rely on existing waste transfer and disposal facilities 

· Benefits: Avoids immediate capital expenditure; minimal disruption to current operations. 

· Disadvantages: Facilities are ageing and lack capacity for future waste volumes; continued 
inefficiencies in transport and handling; inability to process emerging waste streams. 

2. Outsourcing recovery functions to private operators 

· Benefits: Potential reduction in council/operator capital commitment; access to specialist 
technology. 

· Disadvantages: Reduced control over pricing, service standards, and long-term security of 
processing capacity; reliance on external providers with competing commercial priorities. 

3. New waste recovery centre at a more remote location 

· Benefits: Purpose-built, future-proofed infrastructure; direct control of operations; enhanced 
recovery outcomes; compliance assurance; community and regional benefit; reduced impacts in a 
remote location (e.g. near copping) 

· Disadvantages: Requires upfront capital investment and ongoing operational resourcing, is much 
less accessible by councils, recyclers and workforce. 

4. Proposed Project (preferred option) 

· Benefits: Purpose-built, future-proofed infrastructure; direct control of operations; enhanced 
recovery outcomes; compliance assurance; community and regional benefit. 

· Disadvantages: Requires upfront capital investment and ongoing operational resourcing. 

2.2.3 Conclusion 

The preferred option (i.e. the Project) is the most sustainable and strategic approach. While requiring 
investment, it provides long-term cost efficiency, environmental gains, and regulatory certainty compared 
with alternatives that either defer the problem or transfer it outside of community (via council) control. 

 

 

 

2 From Tasmanian Waste and Resource Recovery Strategy 2023-2026 Department 
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2.3 Existing activity 

The existing waste transfer station was recently upgraded, with the upgrade approved by the planning 
authority under planning permit PLN-23-350.01. In relation to environmental monitoring conditions, the 
existing permit has requirements for daily visual monitoring for dust to inform whether any dust 
management and mitigation needs to be undertaken in accordance with site management plans. 

In the last 5 years there has been one recorded complaint from a resident. A noise complaint was 
received in February 2024 from a Lennox Avenue resident during the early earthworks period of the 
Lutana site redevelopment. The matter was resolved by placing notification letters on the front gate of 
the site and by completing letterbox drops to residents in the surroundings areas. No other breaches of 
conditions of current regulatory approvals have occurred and there have been no contraventions of 
environmental law. 

For planning permit PLN-23-350.01, a number of reports were completed, including an emissions 
assessment, landslip hazard report, and traffic impact assessment; these reports have been updated and 
referenced throughout this report where relevant.  

The Project Site contains an existing Level 2 regulated activity, namely the Lutana clinical waste treatment 
plant (regulated by the EPA under Permit Part B Permit Conditions – Environmental No. 7554 dated April 
2008). This facility is no longer operating and is currently in the process of decommissioning with the EPA. 
There is no direct connection between this facility and the Project.  
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3 Part C – Environmental impacts 
and management 

The Project is seeking approval for a change in use at the site from a WTS to an integrated waste transfer 
and resource recovery centre. The existing WTS already contains almost all infrastructure and equipment 
required for the Project, with the exception of some new outdoor storage facilities (concrete block bays 
and skip bins to be located on the existing hardstand) and potentially a new mobile shredder. Therefore, 
the construction phase is almost non-existent in this instance, as the new outdoor storage facilities will be 
pre-fabricated components placed on an existing hardstand.  

Consideration of environmental impacts therefore focuses on the operational phase of the project.  

The following sections (Sections 3.1 through to 3.11) document the potential impacts and proposed 
management, mitigation, and monitoring for the Project. Management, mitigation and monitoring measures 
are documented separately in each section and collated into summary tables in Section 4 (Part D). 

Additional to the discipline-specific measures documented in the following sections, there are also several 
measures that are applicable more broadly across all environmental disciplines. These key measures are 
summarised in the following table and will be applied to the Project in its entirety. 

 

Reference number Management, mitigation or monitoring measures 

Management and mitigation 

Various MM 1 An Operational Environmental Management Plan (OEMP), capturing all relevant 
operational phase management measures as set out in the EER (and any resulting 
approval conditions) will be prepared and made available to the EPA upon request. 

Various MM 2 An online complaints register and contact phone number will continue to be 
maintained to capture any complaints received from the public. Complaints will be 
actioned, the complainant notified and a record kept of the resolution. 

Monitoring 

Various MON 1 Monitoring procedures for operational environmental controls will be documented 
in the OEMP and implemented during the operational phase, including as a 
minimum: 

· Daily visual monitoring of waste and visible water quality issues (including high 
sediment loads or surface sheen) during periods of high rainfall. 

· Annual audits of all environmental management measures, mitigation, and 
monitoring requirements.  

· Any non-conformance identified during inspections and audits will be 
documented, investigated, and resolved. 

· Audits will be made available to the EPA on request. 
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Reference number Management, mitigation or monitoring measures 

Any non-conformance or incident with the potential for serious or material 
environmental harm will be reported to the Director, EPA within 24 hours. 

3.1 Air quality 

An air quality assessment was undertaken for the Project by Pitt & Sherry (2025a), the results of which are 
summarised in the following section. The report, titled Lutana Resource Recovery Centre Emissions 
Assessment (Emissions Assessment), is provided in Appendix B.  

3.1.1 Existing environment 

The climatic and meteorological conditions, terrain, and land use for the site has been described in detail 
in Section 2 (Description of site and surrounds) of this document. The site sits in the sunken area of an old 
quarry site and so experiences some protection from winds from the south and west, which assists in 
managing dust and odour dispersion somewhat. 

The closest EPA air monitoring station to the Project is at the State Hockey Centre in Newtown, 
approximately 2 km to the south. The data for 2025 to date is presented in Figure 3-1, which shows the 
Daily PM2.5 Air NEPM3 standard has been met for the year with the exception of a one-off data spike in 
March. The PM10 air NEPM standard (50 µgm3) has been met all year. Air quality is therefore considered 
generally acceptable in the Hobart area in alignment with the Air NEPM. 

There have been no dust or odour complaints made either directly to SWS or to Council in the last 
5 years of operation (Pitt & Sherry, 2025a). 

 

 

 

3 National Environment Protection (Ambient Air Quality) Measure. In Tasmania particle matter less than 10 micrometres (µm) and 2.5 µm and diameter 
(PM10 and PM2.5) are the main indicators of urban air pollution. 
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Figure 3-1 PM2.5 and PM10 measurements from the Hobart (Newtown) air monitoring station  

3.1.2 Potential impacts 

The Project has several sources of potential air emissions, including dust and other particulate matter as 
well as odour. Figure 2-2 shows the potential sources of air emissions across the Project Site. The details 
of the wastes accepted, handling methodologies and equipment used, stockpiling details, and site 
functionality is summarised in Section 2.1. 

Particulate matter 

Receival, sorting and processing of materials at the site has the potential to generate dust and other 
airborne particles. The Emissions Assessment notes that the majority of waste materials handled as part of 
the Project have large particle sizes with few fine particles that are likely to become airborne, and that the 
majority of material handling will occur within the main depot building, minimising any wind interactions 
(Pitt & Sherry, 2025a). The day to day receival, sorting and handling of the majority of materials is 
therefore not expected to pose a significant risk of producing problematic airborne particulate matter. 
Nevertheless, general precautions such as covering of loads, restricting operations in extreme weather, 
and storing any waste streams considered at risk of generating airborne particulates indoors will be 
followed, as outlined Section 3.1.3. 

Shredding is the activity with the greatest risk of generating airborne particulate matter. The shredding of 
rubber, foam (mattresses), and plastic down to the target size of 100 – 250 mm is not expected to 
generate more than minor amounts of fine particles or airborne dust (Pitt & Sherry, 2025a). The plastics 
proposed to be received and shredded include only rigid plastics such as old wheelie bins and HDPE pipe 
(rather than lighter more frangible plastics such as old drink containers, food packaging or soft plastics).  

Dry timber and plaster board present a higher risk of generating airborne particulates (depending on 
moisture content of the timber) that would require management to avoid potential fugitive release to the 
environment (Pitt & Sherry, 2025a). Management for timber and plaster board shredding will include 
avoiding the shredding of these materials on windy days, the use of water sprays to be equipped on the 
shredder, and ensuring that any particulates generated by the process in the immediate area are swept 
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up and disposed of accordingly in the general municipal waste collection stream. The onsite weather 
station will be used to determine when conditions are too windy to shred, with a 20 km/h cut-off for 
shredding, as recommended in the air assessment report (Pitt & Sherry, 2025a).  

The stockpiles of processed plasterboard and wood will be stored in concrete block bays or stockpiled in 
areas outside of the wind (if available) to minimise generation of wind-blown particulates. Stockpiles will 
also be watered down (using on site hoses) or covered as required. 

Dust generation from vehicle movements is likely to continue to be minor across the majority of the 
Project Site now as the main transport areas are fully sealed. Hardstand areas will be regularly swept and 
maintained to ensure the low risk is maintained. Water carts will be made available onsite to wet down any 
identified problem areas, with water sourced from the connected TasWater mains.  

Odour 

The Emissions Assessment identifies the main potential odour sources from the Project are associated 
with the handling and storage of general municipal waste and FOGO. There are no other significant 
sources of odour for the Project (Pitt & Sherry, 2025a). 

Pitt & Sherry (2025a) notes that only minimal storage and handling of the odorous materials will be 
undertaken onsite. General waste will be received and stockpiled inside the main building (stored within 
the building no longer than 2 days) and then loaded onto garbage trucks for transport to the Copping 
Landfill. FOGO similarly will be received and temporarily stored within the main building (2 days maximum) 
before being transported offsite for composting. This limits the potential for odour release into the local 
airshed. 

To demonstrate this, air dispersion modelling was undertaken by Pitt & Sherry (2025a) in accordance with 
the EPA’s Atmospheric Dispersion Modelling Guidelines, October 2020 (EPA Tasmania, 2020). The 
modelling takes into account both local topography and weather conditions to provide a site-specific 
assessment of potential odour impacts. 

The odour source model inputs were based on a similar assessment for a waste transfer station in NSW 
that used measured odour monitoring rates from a municipal landfill, which is considered conservative for 
the Project given municipal waste and FOGO is only a small percentage of the waste proposed to be 
handled (Pitt & Sherry, 2025a). The rate of odour generation or the ‘specific odour emissions rate’ (SOER) 
used for the modelling was 0.7 OU/s/m24 (Pitt & Sherry, 2025a). The modelling was run for a 1 year weather 
period in 2020, which allows for seasonal changes and a large variety of weather conditions to be 
incorporated into the modelling. The modelling assumes the odorous waste is handled within the main 
depot building. The full details of the modelling inputs and methodology are available in Appendix A of the 
Emissions Assessment report in Appendix B. 

It is noted that particular upset conditions were not specifically included in the modelling as there are fail 
safes in place to prevent such incidents occurring. Specifically 

· Waste can be diverted from the Project Site directly to Copping Landfill. 

· If the storage of FOGO or municipal waste at site could exceed the two days limit due to transport 
restrictions, additional vehicles and trailers could be hired to remove the waste to either Copping 
Landfill (or another site if a road blockage occurred). 

· No large-scale volumes of highly odorous material such as seafood or salmon waste is proposed to be 
accepted at the site. 

 

 

4 Odour units per second per square metre 
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The results of the odour modelling are shown graphically in Figure 3-2. The Tasmanian Environmental 
Protection Policy (Air Quality) 2004 (EPP Air) requires a 2 OU limit (99.5 percentile, 1 hr averaged results) 
to be met at the boundary of a facility (i.e. the Project Site boundary). The figure shows the new main 
depot building as a blue square, with odour contours emanating in 0.1 OU intervals from the Project Site. 
The modelled odour level at the Project Site boundary does not exceed 0.7 OU, with the nearest 
receptors receiving approximately 0.3 OU, well within the acceptable range. Pitt and Sherry (2025a) 
conclude that the odour emissions from the Project are unlikely to adversely affect the amenity of nearby 
sensitive receptors. 

 
 

Figure 3-2 Odour modelling output (Pitt & Sherry, 2025a) 
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3.1.3 Management, mitigation and monitoring 

As there is no specific construction phase for the Project, no construction management, mitigation or 
monitoring is required. 

The following operational management, mitigation and monitoring is proposed. 

Reference number Management, mitigation or monitoring measures 

Management and mitigation 

Air Quality MM 1 No shredding will be undertaken when wind speed reaches 20 km/h at the onsite 
weather station. 

Air Quality MM 2 Sealed hardstand areas will be maintained and cleaned regularly to minimise the 
potential for dust generation. 

Air Quality MM 3 Vehicles carry loads with potential to generate airborne particulates entering or 
exiting the site will be covered. 

Air Quality MM 4 Any stockpiled material (e.g. shredded plaster) stored outdoors will be wet down as 
required to prevent wind-blown particulates. 

Air Quality MM 5 The shredder will be equipped with water sprays. 

Air Quality MM 6 Landscaping and vegetation will be maintained site-wide to minimise and wind-
blown erosion. 

Monitoring 

Air Quality MON 1 Visual monitoring of the site will be undertaken by the site manager daily, with any 
activity causing excessive or potentially nuisance dust or other particulate matter 
(as determined by the site manager) to be paused until wind intensity or direction 
changes, or adequate mitigation is applied. 

3.1.4 Residual impacts 

The air assessment undertaken by Pitt and Sherry (2025a) has determined that the risk of the Project 
generating dust and other particulate matter to a degree that would adversely impact local air quality is 
considered low if the proposed management, mitigation and monitoring, which represent the application 
of accepted modern technology, as required by the Air EPP, is adhered to. 

Similarly, Pitt and Sherry (2025a) identified through odour modelling that odour is unlikely to exceed 2 OU 
at the boundary of the Project Site, as set by the Air EPP, and thus is unlikely to adversely impact on 
nearby sensitive receptors. 

These results suggest that the requirements of the Air EPP, namely the maintenance of the environmental 
values and standards identified in the Air EPP, will be maintained. 
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3.2 Water quality (surface, discharge and groundwater) 

3.2.1 Existing environment 

The closest surface water body to the Project Site is the Derwent Estuary (Prince of Wales Bay) 
immediately to the west (~150 m). There are no other watercourses or waterbodies in proximity to the 
Project Site. Stormwater discharge from the site eventually drains to Prince of Wales Bay via the 
stormwater network, making it the only aquatic receiving environment for the Project. 

The relevant Protected Environmental Values (PEVs) for the Derwent Estuary (as per the State Policy on 
Water Quality Management 1997) for the Project location are drawn from the EPA discussion paper 
Protected Environmental Values For The Derwent Estuary (EPA Tasmania, 2003). The Project Site sits 
within Area 3 from the paper - Middle Derwent Estuary – Tasman Bridge to Bridgewater Causeway; the 
PEVs are summarised as follows: 

A: Protection of Aquatic Ecosystems: 

(ii) Protection of modified (not pristine) ecosystems from which edible fish, but not shellfish 
or crustaceans, are harvested, and having particular regard to the ecological values identified in 
Derwent Estuary Protected Environmental Values (EPA Tasmania, 2003). 

B: Recreational Water Quality and Aesthetics: 

(i) Primary contact water quality 

(ii) Secondary contact water quality 

(iii) Aesthetic water quality 

and having particular regard to the recreational uses identified in Derwent Estuary Protected 
Environmental Values (EPA Tasmania, 2003). 

E. Industrial Water Supply: 

(Nyrstar Hobart Smelter) 

The State Policy on Water Quality Management 1997 requires that the Project must be designed and 
managed to ensure that any stormwater discharge does not prejudice the PEVs listed above. It must be 
demonstrated that the Project will not prejudice the achievement of any water quality objectives (WQOs) 
set for water bodies under the policy, which defines WQOs as the most stringent set of water quality 
guidelines that should be met to protect all of the PEVs nominated for that body of water. The WQOs for 
the location are described in the Default Guideline Values (DGVs) for Aquatic Ecosystems of the Derwent 
Estuary-Bruny Catchment (EPA Tasmania, 2021). Prince of Wales Bay contains yacht moorings which would 
be considered a sensitive use consideration for the discharge area. No site-specific water quality data has 
been provided for this area. 

Geotechnical investigations undertaken for the site (Pitt & Sherry, 2023) identified the geology of the site 
to be dominated by dolerite. Test pits were dug to refusal around the Project Site to test for geotechnical 
stability and encountered groundwater at depths from 0.45 - 0.8 m below ground level (bgl). 

There are no existing groundwater bores listed on the Department of Natural Resources and Environment 
Tasmania’s ‘The Groundwater Information Access Portal’ in the vicinity of the Project Site (DNRE, 2025). 
This indicates that groundwater is unlikely to be utilised as a resource in the area surrounding the Project 
Site.  
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Existing stormwater system 

The existing site has a comprehensive stormwater management system in place that was upgraded as 
part of the waste transfer station redevelopment in 2024, the “as-constructed” schematics of the system 
are provided in Appendix A. The stormwater management system encompasses the main sealed area that 
contains the new depot building, storage bays and office utilities. All aspects of the Project are within 
sealed areas of the site that drain to the newly upgraded stormwater system. There are no proposed 
changes to the stormwater system as part of the Project.  

The newly upgraded stormwater system utilises a series of buried drainage pipes and swales to direct 
stormwater towards a culvert which discharges to a retention basin, as shown in Figure 2-2. Prior to being 
discharged into the retention basin, the stormwater is passed through several grated pits (e.g. junction pit 
and catch pit), a separator system (Cascade Separator®) to remove sediments and then a filter cartridge 
system (Jellyfish® filter) to remove a wide range of pollutants including hydrocarbons, suspended solids, 
and particulate bound pollutants (e.g. nutrients and metals). For stormwater at the site, the key concerns 
are related to total suspended solids from unsealed surfaces, gross pollutants (i.e. rubbish), and 
hydrocarbons from machinery-use residue, all of which the two systems are designed to reduce. After 
collection in the retention basin, the stormwater is then discharged to the local stormwater network. 

Existing washdown water collection system 

For the capture of potentially contaminated drainage (referred to herein as ‘washdown water’) from the 
internal depot building footprint, including the internal truck drive through area, a drainage capture system 
was installed as part of the WTS redevelopment, a schematic of which is provided in Appendix A.  

This system includes a 600 L concrete sump set into the excavated sub-grade (no additional lining) at the 
lowest point of the internal driveway (in the depot building) that is then pumped to an underground 
8,000 L Fiberglass Reinforced Plastic (FRP) storage tank that sits adjacent to the depot building on the 
southern end; the tank is buried into the excavated rock sub-grade and does not include any additional 
liners. There are also drainage pits in each corner of the depot floor which drain to the tank; each 
catchment pit is fitted with a litter collection basket that is monitored and emptied during weekly 
inspections. 

The tank uses a float detection system to notify operators when the tank is half capacity and at 7000 L. 
The tank is pumped out to a vac truck on an as-needs basis (approximately 2 to 3 times per annum) during 
operation and will be delivered to a licenced wastewater disposal facility. 

3.2.2 Potential impacts 

The main liquid emissions associated with the Project are stormwater runoff across the Project Site and 
washdown water from within the depot building complex.  

Washdown water 

There will be minimal liquid within the actual waste brought into the depot building complex. The site will 
not accept liquid waste deliveries and trucks and skip bins delivering waste to the site are free draining 
and not designed to hold liquid. The washdown water therefore is simply water generated by washing the 
depot floor on an as needs basis. At most small puddles of liquid may be generated by the waste stream 
itself. Washdown from the depot floor may contain a variety of potential pollutants, albeit it at low 
concentrations, from the myriad of waste types accepted and sorted on the floor.  

Potential contaminants from general and FOGO waste streams that could entrain in washdown water 
include nutrients (nitrogen and phosphorus compounds), suspended solids, organics (e.g. BOD 
components, proteins), heavy metals (e.g. lead, cadmium, chromium, copper, zinc, nickel, mercury from 
batteries and electronics), various hydrocarbons (e.g. from oil and paint cans), and pathogens from waste 
materials. The volumes and concentrations of the above contaminants are likely to be very minimal and in 
very trace concentrations in the washdown water. There will be no actual leachate produced by these 
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waste streams in the short time-frame they are handled, and they will not be exposed to rain and will be 
delivered practically dry to the depot building. 

Nevertheless, the washdown water presents an environmental risk and was the driver behind providing 
100% containment of this waste stream, which will be pumped from the sump area in the covered 
driveway to the storage tank for collection and disposal by a vac truck to a licenced wastewater disposal 
facility under a trade waste agreement to be acquired post-approval5. This waste stream therefore poses 
no potential for directly impacting the environment.  

The washdown water storage tank is fitted with indicators to alert the site operators when it is reaching 
capacity with a warning light (displayed in the depot building) automatically activated when it is nearing 
capacity and requires emptying. The washdown water collection system was installed when the WTS was 
upgraded, and there are no proposed changes to this system as part of the Project. The existing system 
is shown in Appendix A. 

The washdown tank is a brand new leak-tested FRP tank and is unlikely to degrade within the operational 
period of the Project, hence any leakage to groundwater is highly unlikely from this source. The Project is 
not considered a risk to groundwater and hence monitoring is not considered warranted. 

Stormwater 

Stormwater will be collected, treated (via the separator and filter systems), and discharged offsite into the 
existing stormwater network, which eventually discharges to the Derwent Estuary. Stormwater runoff from 
the operational areas is likely to contain sediment (especially from the areas of stockpiled material), 
spilt/windblown waste debris from loading and unloading of the various waste streams, and potentially oil 
and grease from machinery operation. Only inert materials will be stored in the open air storage bays, 
limiting the potential for runoff of pollutants. Shredding of materials (e.g. wood, plastic, plaster board) 
outside of the depot building will create dust and debris that could be entrained in stormwater. Untreated, 
this stormwater would present a risk to the PEVs of the receiving environment.  

The design of the stormwater system currently installed at the site (as part of the WTS upgrade) 
considered this pollutant pathway and includes a separator system (Cascade Separator®) and subsequent 
filter system (Jellyfish®) to remove these potential pollutants. The two systems are installed in an inline 
connection between the stormwater collection culverts/pipelines and the retention basin (a bypass 
pipeline is included for maintenance), as shown in the schematic in Appendix A. 

The separator system works via gravity, with water directed into two inlet flumes which send the water 
into a central tube which creates a vortex effect, separating the heavier sediment particles into a sump 
and allowing the cleaned water to proceed out of the separator. The system is capable of a maximum flow 
rate of 80 l/s and will remove all particles >5 mm and has been designed to remove fines down to 
50 microns. The system is capable of reducing total suspended solids by up to 80% (Ocean Protect, 
2025).  

The filter system also works via gravity to force stormwater through a series of filter cartridges designed 
to remove various pollutants during high rainfall events. The system also acts as a pollutant trap and 
captures floating debris. The system is designed for a maximum flow rate of 5 l/s per cartridge and is 
cable of the following median pollution removal efficiencies: 

· Litter, and debris - 100%  

· Total suspended solids (TSS) - 89% 

 

 

5 SWS may consider carting the washdown water to Copping Landfill in the future, which would require the alteration of that site’s operating licence. 
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· Total phosphorus / total nitrogen - 59% / 51% 

· Total copper / Total zinc: 90% / 70% 

· Fine particles: Minimum 75% removal for particles less than 25 microns 

The Cascade Separator® and Jellyfish® systems require minimum 6-monthly services, which include 
removal and rinsing of cartridges (Jellyfish only), removal of large floatable pollutants, and removal of 
accumulated sediment. The systems are also inspected on a monthly basis and cleaned out as required in 
between services.  

The stormwater system has been sized to accommodate a 1 in 20 year storm event (5% AEP6) and to allow 
conveyance of a 1 in 100 year storm event (1% AEP). The stormwater collection system was installed when 
the WTS was upgraded, and there are no proposed changes to this system as part of the Project. The 
existing system is shown in Appendix A. 

The stormwater retention basin has a maximum capacity of approximately 600 kl, the basin is not 
designed to receive sediment, with almost full removal designed to be achieved upstream through the 
two removal systems. The system has been designed, with the various grated pits, separator and filter 
system, to capture and remove litter and gross pollutants. With these measures in place the risk of litter 
or gross pollutants leaving the site entrained in stormwater is low.  

There are no known uses of groundwater in the area (e.g. industrial or irrigation water) and the main 
operational areas of the Project Site are fully sealed. Any stormwater contaminants are not likely to be at 
concentrations that would significantly alter groundwater chemistry in the area if seepage were to occur.  

The manufacturers service schedule of the Cascade Separator® and Jellyfish® systems will be maintained 
to ensure optimal functionality and to ensure stormwater quality in the retention basin is maintained, it is 
proposed to take regular 3-monthly samples of the basin. 

Other facilities 

The existing toilet and kitchen facilities onsite are plumbed to sewer and there is no proposed change to 
this part of the operation. The Project does not propose any new connection to sewer.  

The Project will result in a slight increase in potable water consumption for the washdown of the depot 
building floor, hard stand areas, and for dust suppression. Rainwater collected from the site will also be 
available for reuse for these purposes. 

3.2.3 Management, mitigation and monitoring 

As the Project is already constructed, no construction management, mitigation or monitoring is required. 

The following operational management, mitigation and monitoring is proposed. 

Reference number Management, mitigation or monitoring measures 

Management and mitigation 

Water Quality MM 1 Stormwater drains, swales, the installed separator and filter systems, and the 
retention pond will be inspected on a monthly basis to ensure system integrity is 
maintained, and any issues rectified. 

 

 

6 Annual Exceedance Probability 
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Reference number Management, mitigation or monitoring measures 

Water Quality MM 2 The installed separator and filter systems will be serviced in line with 
manufacturers requirements, not exceeding 6 months between services as a 
maximum. 

Monitoring 

Water Quality MON 1 Water quality monitoring will be undertaken quarterly at the retention pond and if 
available an upstream site (to be determined) in the first two years of operation to 
ensure the stormwater management system is working effectively.  

Duplicate samples will be collected and tested for the following parameters, which 
are generally useful indicators of overall stormwater quality, as reference in the 
State Stormwater Strategy (DPIPWE, 2010): 

· Total suspended solids (TSS) 

· Electrical conductivity 

· pH 

· Total phosphorus  

· Total nitrogen  

The results will be reviewed by a suitably qualified person to identify any trends 
over time, including the potential for environmental impact. 

The key performance indicator for the treated stormwater will be set at 30 mg/L 
for TSS, as set by the EPA Quarry Code of Practice 2017. 

If the TSS performance indicator is breached, a review of the efficacy of the 
stormwater management system will be undertaken and improvements made as 
required, including servicing of any filters. 

3.2.4 Residual impacts 

The Project has significant controls in place to prevent liquid emissions from impacting the environment, 
including a separate drainage and collection area for washdown water associated with waste handling 
(which is tankered offsite), and a stormwater management system designed for the site which includes a 
pollution-reducing separator and filter system. 

With these wastewater controls in place, the Project is considered to present a negligible risk to the 
receiving environment, the Derwent Estuary, and its PEVs. No known uses of groundwater are noted in the 
area surrounding the Project and stormwater runoff is not expected to significantly alter groundwater 
quality regardless. Therefore, the Project is considered consistent with the requirements of the State 
Policy on Water Quality Management 1997. 
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3.3 Noise emissions 

A noise assessment was undertaken for the Project by Pitt & Sherry, titled “Lutana Resource Recovery 
Centre Emissions Assessment” (Emissions Assessment) (2025a), the results of which are summarised in 
the following sections. The report is provided in full in Appendix B.  

3.3.1 Existing environment 

The Project Site surroundings are affected by noise from various existing commercial and industrial 
sources, including the existing waste transfer station, as well as moderate traffic noise from the nearby 
Brooker Highway. The Project Site sits within an old quarry area that provides some noise buffer to 
nearby sensitive receptors, the locations of which are shown in Figure 2-1. 

There has been one noise complaint in the last five years, in February 2024, involving a person living in the 
nearby Lennox Avenue. The matter was investigated and found to be associated with early earthworks for 
the Lutana waste transfer station construction. The issue arose as early works had commenced in advance 
of community notification of the pending construction works. The matter was addressed by engagement 
with the affected residence and placing notification letters on the front gate of the site and by completing 
letterbox drops to residents in the surroundings areas. As this noise issue was related to construction 
works, it was an isolated not ongoing matter. 

3.3.2 Potential impacts 

Pitt & Sherry prepared a noise impact assessment for the Project, taking into consideration all industrial 
noise sources from the Project Site (Pitt & Sherry, 2025a) .  

The first step in the assessment was determination of noise criteria for the Project. The Tasmanian 
Environmental Protection Policy (Noise 2009) (Noise EPP) has some general provisions for the regulation 
of noise from commercial and industrial sources, including requiring the use of best practice 
environmental management to reduce noise emissions (particularly dominant or intrusive characteristics) 
to the greatest extent that is reasonably practical and maintaining a reserve capacity in the acoustic 
environment such that combined noise does not prejudice the protection of environmental values. The 
Noise EPP also provides acoustic environmental indicator levels for various noise sensitive activities, which 
relate to total ambient noise not only noise from the industrial source being assessment (Pitt & Sherry, 
2025a). 

Regarding intrusive noise, a commonly used measure of the level of impact of noise from a new industrial 
activity is that if the noise level from the activity is more than 5 dB higher than the existing background 
noise level, L90

7, then it is considered intrusive and would require management and mitigation to reduce 
the sound to an acceptable level. This measure has been adopted from the NSW Noise Policy for Industry 
(EPA NSW, 2017), which is commonly adopted for industrial settings such as the Project. 

With consideration of the Project Specific Guidelines and the Noise EPP, Pitt & Sherry adopted noise 
criteria for the Project of background (L90) plus 5 dB(A). To determine background noise levels for the 
Project, the noise assessment utilised noise logging data from a previous noise study undertaken for the 
waste transfer station in 2023 (Pitt & Sherry, 2025a); the noise logger locations are shown in Figure 3-3. 

 

 

7 L90 is defined as the noise level that is exceeded for 90% of the measurement time. 
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Figure 3-3 Noise logger locations (Pitt & Sherry, 2025a) 

Using the background noise monitoring data, the following noise limits were set for the nearest sensitive 
receivers using the lowest measured background L90 + 5 dB(A) criteria8: 

· Morning (5am to 7am): 37.89 + 5 = 42.8 dB(A) 

· Daytime (7am to 6pm): 41.89 + 5 = 46.8 dB(A) 

There are several sources of noise from the Project, including mobile machinery and vehicles, stationary 
machinery, and permanent fixtures such as the exhaust fans in the main depot building, all of which have 
the potential to impact on sensitive receivers surrounding the Project Site. Table 3-1 lists the noise 
generating equipment associated with the Project, including the sound power levels and heights above 
ground level. All sound power levels used are anticipated maximum sound power levels, incorporating a 
level of conservatism in the assessment (Pitt & Sherry, 2025a). The equipment in Table 3-1 was used in the 
noise impact assessment modelling for the Project at the locations shown in Figure 3-5 (see location 
codes from Table 3-1) (Pitt & Sherry, 2025a). Most of the equipment is existing as part of the waste 
transfer operation, with only the shredding equipment proposed to be added to the site for the Project. 

 

 

8 Only morning and daytime criteria required as the Site does not operate outside these hours. 

9 From Table 1 of Appendix B (Pitt & Sherry, 2025a) 
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Table 3-1 - Noise producing equipment and sound power levels 

Location Equipment Quantity New or 
existing 

Height above 
ground level 

(m) 

Sound power 
level Leq,10min 

dB(A) 

S01 15T Excavator 1 Existing 1.5 82.5 

S02 
Komatsu WA180 
Wheel Loader 

1 Existing 1.5 92.7 

S03 Telehandler 1 Existing 1.5 82.5 

S04 
Waste Collection 
Trucks (Incoming) 

2 Existing 1.5 61.0 

S05 
Semi-Trailers 

(Outgoing) 
1 Existing 1.5 61.0 

S06 
Roof Mounted 

Fan 
6 Existing 9.6 88.3 

S07 Wall Mounted Fan 4 Existing 2.0 100.1 

S10 
Komptech 
Terminator 

6000S Shredder 
1 New 2.0 109.2 

Using the sound power level data (Table 3-1), the potential noise impacts of the Project were modelled 
using SoundPLAN environmental noise modelling software at a variety of sensitive receptor locations, as 
shown in Figure 3-5 (see sites R01 – R10) (Pitt & Sherry, 2025a) and compared against the adopted criteria. 
It should be noted that no tonal corrections were applied as 1/3 octave data was not available for all noise 
sources; the equipment is considered typically ‘broadband’ (Pitt & Sherry, 2025a). 

There were three different scenarios modelled, as discussed below and shown in Figure 3-4: 

· Scenario 1: A base case scenario with trucks collecting and unloading waste, an excavator operating 
within the depot, and a telehandler and front end loader operating between the depot and stockpile 
areas. 

· Scenario 2A: Scenario 1 + Operation of shredder (equipment item S10) at Shredder Operation Area 
‘A’10 

· Scenario 2B: Scenario 1 + Operation of shredder (equipment item S10) at Shredder Operation Area ‘B’ 

 

 

10 Note that the shredder will only operate at one of the two areas at a time. 



 

36 Lutana Resource Recovery Facility | Environmental Effects Report era-advisory.com.au 

 

 

Figure 3-4 3D view of the modelled scenario areas 

 

 

Figure 3-5 Noise generating equipment locations and sensitive receiver locations (Pitt & Sherry, 2025a) 

The predicted Leq 10 min noise levels from the Project at several of the nearest sensitive receptors are 
provided in Table 3-2. The tabulated results include a +5dB(A) correction for low frequency noise where 
required. It is noted that the low frequency correction was applied to Scenario 1, but not Scenarios 2A and 
2B (because the shredders contribute more additional high frequency than low frequency noise) which is 
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why the final results as shown below indicate higher noise for the base case (Scenario 1) than Scenarios 
2A and 2B.  

The modelling results for each scenario are provided as contour maps in the Emissions Assessment (Pitt & 
Sherry, 2025a).  

Table 3-2 - Predicted Leq 10 min noise levels at nearest sensitive receptors in dB(A) (Source: Pitt & Sherry 2025a) 

Receiver Scenario 1 Scenario 2A Scenario 2B 

R01 144 Bowen Rd 38.0 36.0 34.6 

R02 142 Bowen Rd 38.0 35.9 34.9 

R03 138 Bowen Rd 35.8 33.9 33.2 

R04 116 Lennox Ave 42.2 38.9 37.8 

R05 114 Lennox Ave 40.1 36.5 36.0 

R06 110 Lennox Ave 40.7 37.0 36.4 

R07 145 Lennox Ave 38.5 39.5 39.4 

R08 132 Bowen Rd 29.0 32.7 30.6 

R09 8 Cox Ave 32.9 31.5 29.4 

R10 125 Derwent Park Rd 32.9 30.7 29.6 

The results show the highest modelled noise levels (Leq 10 min) were at receiver R04 for Scenario 1. The 
adopted daytime noise limit of 46.8 dB(A) (7am to 6pm) (as described above) was not exceeded at any of 
the receiver locations (Pitt & Sherry, 2025a). There were also no predicted exceedances of the adopted 
morning noise limit of 42.8 dB(A) (5am to 7am) at any receiver. 

The existing ambient noise levels at nearby sensitive receptors already exceed most of the Noise EPP 
acoustic indicator levels as a result of traffic and other industrial noise. During the day existing ambient 
noise levels at some nearby residences already exceed the Noise EPP acoustic indicator for ‘moderate 
annoyance’ in outdoor living areas of 50 dB(A) and in some cases also the ‘severe annoyance’ indicator of 
55dB(A) (Pitt & Sherry, 2025a). The predicted noise levels from the modelling are generally more than 
10dB(A) less than the existing ambient noise levels, so the change in ambient noise and the level of 
exceedance of the Noise EPP indicator level will be negligible (Pitt & Sherry, 2025a). For the morning 
period, the sleep disturbance indicator of 45 dB(A) is already exceeded on all days that the Project 
operates. Additional noise from the Project has the potential to increase the ambient noise by up to 
around 1dB(A) on weekday and Saturday mornings. Given the adopted criteria (background + 5 dB(A)) is 
not exceeded, this will not make a significant change to amenity of nearby residences (Pitt & Sherry, 
2025a). 

The Emissions Assessment identified several good practice noise management and mitigation measures 
proposed by Pitt & Sherry (2025a) to be followed, as outlined in Section 3.3.3 below. 
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3.3.3 Management, mitigation and monitoring 

As the Project is already constructed, no construction management, mitigation or monitoring is required. 

The following operational management, mitigation and monitoring is proposed. 

Reference number Management, mitigation or monitoring measures 

Management and mitigation 

Noise MM1 All fixed and mobile plant will be maintained in good order and regularly serviced, 
including noise control devices such as mufflers. 

Noise MM2 Speed limits will be set at 20 km/h within the Project Site. 

Noise MM3 All site-based vehicles will be fitted with reversing alarms using a broadband 
tonality. 

Noise MM4 A noise reducing strip will to be fitted to the main loader bucket to minimise 
impact noises. 

Monitoring 

No additional monitoring to that outlined in the applicable broader monitoring measures outlined in Section 3 is 
proposed. 

3.3.4 Residual impact 

The noise assessment by Pitt & Sherry (2025a) has demonstrated that the area surrounding the Project 
Site already experiences a relatively high level of ambient noise (from industrial operations and traffic) and 
the Project will contribute a negligible impact on the amenity of the surrounding residents of Lutana. 

Pitt & Sherry (2025a) conclude that noise from the Project is unlikely to be distinguishable from the 
existing ambient noise and will not result in loss of amenity at the nearest sensitive receptors. With best 
practice environmental management measures in place, as proposed, and given the results of the 
predictive noise modelling, the Project is considered to be consistent with the requirements of the Noise 
EPP. 
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3.4 Natural values 

3.4.1 Existing environment 

The Project Site occurs entirely on a brownfield site, all mapped as ‘Urban areas’ (FUR) on TASVEG 4.0 
(LISTmap, 2025). 

There are two records of the grey goshawk (Accipiter novaehollandiae) on the southern border of the 
Project Site and one 250 m to the south; this species is listed as endangered under the TSP Act. There is 
also a white-bellied sea eagle (listed as vulnerable under the TSP Act) record in the property to the south 
of the site. No other fauna records are present within or surrounding the Project Site. The site contains 
very little suitable habitat for fauna and is unlikely to support native species. 

There are two threatened flora records to the south of the Project Site in the adjacent parkland area, the 
risdon peppermint (Eucalyptus risdonii), listed as rare under the TSP Act, and the spreading knawel 
(Scleranthus fasciculatus), listed as vulnerable. No other flora records are present within or surrounding 
the Project Site.  

There are no raptor nests within 1 km of the Project Site, with the nearest nests approximately 2.1 km away 
across the river. 

The Project is likely to attract pest species including vermin and feral cats, which are currently regularly 
controlled by pest technicians; this is discussed further in Section 3.5. 

3.4.2 Potential impacts 

No vegetation or habitat clearance is required for the Project, with all major infrastructure already built. 
There are therefore no direct impacts to native flora, fauna or vegetation communities that will occur as a 
result of the Project. 

Lighting will be required for the operational area around the depot building during low light conditions, 
especially during dawn and dusk in the winter period. Unmitigated light spill can have detrimental effects 
to fauna species if they occur nearby, especially during sensitive seasons such as breeding or migration. 
Lights at the existing site are positioned to minimise light spill into neighbouring areas, which minimises 
the potential impacts on adjacent sensitive receivers and also to fauna species nearby. There is no 
breeding or nesting habitat within or immediately adjacent to the Project Site and there is very little risk 
of indirect impact via light spill. 

There will be some additional traffic on local roads as a result of the Project (from an increase in truck 
movements), which will increase the risk of roadkill occurring. However given the highly industrialised and 
urbanised nature of Project Site and surrounds, and the general lack of native fauna habitat in the vicinity, 
the risk to native fauna is low and the Project does not significantly increase the risk to native species. 

There may be a risk of attracting avifauna species to the Project Site with the increased throughput of 
organic materials, however these will likely be limited to common and introduced species (e.g. seagulls). 
Raptor species could interact with the site through scavenging or predation of vermin species; this will be 
controlled by managing scavenging opportunities of organic wastes through storage management and 
through pest and vermin control (covered in Section 3.5). 

There are no geoconservation sites within proximity of the Project Site and thus no impacts.  

3.4.3 Management, mitigation and monitoring 

Given the highly urbanised nature of the Project Site, no specific management, mitigation or monitoring is 
proposed for natural values for the Project (noting that weed and post management is addressed 
separately in Section 3.5). 
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3.4.4 Residual impacts 

There are unlikely to be any significant impacts to any natural values as a result of the Project. 
Management of water runoff is seen as the highest risk to natural values (associated with the aquatic 
environment) which is considered in Section 3.2. 
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3.5 Weeds, pests and pathogens 

3.5.1 Existing environment 

Given the lack of natural values within the Project Site and its urban location, a natural values assessment 
was not required for the Project and therefore no weed mapping has been completed to date. 

Desktop assessment has identified a single record from within the Project Site itself, namely pampas 
grass (Cortaderia sp.), and several weed species records in the areas surrounding, including the following 
species, all of which are listed on the Tasmanian Biosecurity Act 2019: 

· Blackberry (Rubus fruticosus) 

· Boneseed (Chrysanthemoides monilifera subsp. monilifera) 

· Gorse (Ulex europaeus) 

· Fennel (Foeniculum vulgare) 

· Montpellier broom (Genista monspessulana) 

The large number of weed records in the area is not unexpected given the highly urbanised nature of the 
surroundings. As the majority of the operational area of the Project Site is sealed, no specific weed issues 
have arisen at the Project Site to date. Elevated areas around the Project Site fringe are likely to have 
weed populations, but these areas are rarely accessed. 

There are no known plant pathogen issues currently onsite and no known flora species or vegetation 
communities at risk from a pathogen introduction such as root rot (Phytophthora cinnamomi). 

Pest and vermin species are already present onsite with the current waste handling facility, and they are 
managed on a regular basis by a licenced pest technician.  

3.5.2 Potential impacts 

The operation of the Project has the potential to introduce weeds, pests or pathogens into or out of the 
Project Site through the movement of vehicles and machinery, and the transfer of waste material and 
recycled products between sites.  

The Project Site and surrounds are known to contain weeds, including the species outlined above, which if 
disturbed could be spread to other sites and/or result in increases in local infestations. Although weed 
infestations already occur within and around the Project Site, the Project must avoid exacerbating or 
further spreading these infestations. As all vehicles accessing the site do so via sealed access roads, and 
travel on sealed internal roads once onsite, the risk of weed or pathogen introduction or spread is 
relatively low. Vehicles accessing the site must pass via the weighbridge where they are visually inspected 
for visible clods of dirt and mud. Any visibly dirty vehicles are denied access to the site and must access 
offsite washdown facilities before entry.  

All organic materials, including all general waste and FOGO, will be transferred to the Copping Landfill, 
which is a controlled SWS site with its own weed, pest, and the pathogen controls. No other waste 
streams associated with the Project are likely to harbor weeds, pests, or pathogens. 

The increased loads of general waste and FOGO may result in an increase in vermin and other pest 
species numbers, including feral cats. Additional pest control measures may be required on top of existing 
controls to minimise exacerbation of any existing issues. 
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3.5.3 Management, mitigation and monitoring 

The following management, mitigation and monitoring measures are proposed for the operational phase 
of the Project. 

Reference number Management, mitigation or monitoring measures 

Management and mitigation 

Weeds, pests and pathogens 
MM 1 

The Operational Environmental Management Plan (OEMP) will include measures to 
manage weeds, pests and pathogens at the site including: 

· Weed control for areas of existing weed infestation at the Project Site. 

· Pest management protocols to control pests and vermin. 

· Hygiene protocols including vehicle inspections to ensure vehicles are free of 
visible dirt or weed propagules and control measures for material brought onto 
the site where required. 

Monitoring 

No additional monitoring to that outlined in the applicable broader monitoring measures outlined in Section 3 is 
proposed. 

3.5.4 Residual impacts 

The Project presents a relatively low risk of weed or pathogen introduction or spread. With weed and 
hygiene measures incorporated into the OEMP, the residual risk is very low.  

The Project presents a moderate risk of pest introduction as vermin and pest species are likely to be 
attracted to the FOGO and general waste at the site. By containing these waste streams within the main 
building, this risk is substantially reduced. With the continued maintenance of pest species onsite by pest 
controllers, the residual impact of pests at the Project Site is considered to be low.  
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3.6 Waste 

The Project is a waste processing and transfer facility; the receipt, handling, storage, processing and 
export of all waste materials is described in detail in Section 2 (Proposal Description). 

The Project will generate very limited waste streams (aside from the incoming material as outlined above), 
including: 

· Very small volumes of general and recyclable waste generated by site personnel, which will be added 
to the general waste and recyclable waste streams received onsite.  

· Machinery and vehicles will be serviced both on and offsite as required by servicing contractors, who 
will remove all service waste offsite, this will eliminate this waste stream from the Project Site. 

Any waste generated by the handling and process of incoming material, will be collected and fed into the 
relevant waste stream. This includes windblown waste around the Project Site that is likely to occur from 
time to time (despite the majority of waste likely to become windblown being handled within the depot 
building); this is managed by collection of windblown waste by staff patrols of the Project Site boundary, 
which are regularly scheduled by the operations team. 

General refuse generated by processing of incoming materials will be fed into the general waste flow 
which is taken offsite to the Copping Landfill. 

The Project is considered a Class A Resource Recovery Facility under the Waste and Resource Recovery 
Act 2022. The proponent therefore must adhere to the recording and reporting requirements under the 
Act and associated regulations.  

The main requirement for the Project is ensuring a resource recovery movement record is maintained for 
each movement into and out of the facility. The resource recovery movement record is to contain: 

· The source, origin and destination of material  

· Weight of material in tonnes 

· Type of material 

As a Class A facility, the Project must also submit a Resource Recovery Monthly Return, as well as an 
Annual Return each year. The Project will use the existing weigh bridge for all tonnage calculations for 
reporting. 

3.6.1 Management, mitigation and monitoring 

The following management, mitigation and monitoring is proposed for the Project. 

Reference number Management, mitigation or monitoring measures 

Management and mitigation 

Waste MM 1 Waste generated by site operators will be separated into general waste and 
recyclables and added to the relevant waste and recyclables streams being 
handled and exported from the Project Site.  

Waste MM 2 Windblown waste will be regularly collected from the Project Site by operational 
staff patrols of the area, including the Project Site boundary fence. 

Monitoring 
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Reference number Management, mitigation or monitoring measures 

Waste MON 1 A resource recovery movement record will be maintained for each movement into 
and out of the facility.  

The resource recovery movement record will contain: 

· The source, origin and destination of material  

· Weight of material in tonnes 

· Type of material 

Waste MON 2 The facility will submit Resource Recovery Monthly Returns and Annual Returns in 
accordance with the Waste and Resource recovery Act 2002 and associated 
regulations. 

3.6.2 Residual impacts 

The Project will not generate significant volumes of waste and ensuring the small volumes of waste 
generated by site operations are appropriately collected, stored and disposed of effectively manages all 
waste streams generated by the Project.  

The overall residual impact of the Project in relation to waste management is a positive one. By extracting 
recyclable and reusable materials from the existing waste stream, the Project helps to minimise the 
quantum of material sent to landfill and reduce reliance on virgin materials for downstream industries.   
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3.7 Environmentally hazardous substances 

Environmentally hazardous substances present a risk to the environment and human health if used, stored 
or disposed of incorrectly. Spills of these materials to waterways, drainage lines and wetlands can present 
significant risks to aquatic flora and fauna, ranging from direct toxicity impacts to smothering effects (e.g. 
from hydrocarbons). Spills of these substances to ground can present similar risks if the water table is 
reached or they are washed into drainage lines during rains; these risks are outlined in detail in Section 
3.2. 

Environmentally hazardous substance storage and handling for the Project falls into two aspects; materials 
used by site operators in the course of undertaking the activity and materials handled as part of the 
incoming waste stream.  

The existing operation stores environmentally hazardous materials onsite in the workshop building as 
shown in Figure 2-2. This includes various lubricants, hydraulic oils, cleaning chemicals, and paints. The 
workshop is sealed and bunded to contain any spills that may occur. Fuel for the operation is stored in a 
containerised bunded fuel cell that is located on the south-western corner of the depot building, as shown 
in Figure 2-2. This is refuelled as required by tanker. The Project does not propose any change to these 
existing arrangements. 

The Project will also handle environmentally hazardous substances, including controlled wastes and 
dangerous goods, in the incoming waste streams. This will include asbestos (Waste Code N220) and waste 
tyres (Waste Code T140), both of which are classified as controlled wastes and will be handled in 
accordance with the processes described in Section 2. Although these are the only two controlled waste 
categories proposed to be received on a routine basis, the Project may also incidentally receive and 
handle other environmentally hazardous substances that arrive onsite as a component of incoming loads. 
This could include environmentally hazardous substances contained within E-waste or small quantities of 
other materials included within the general waste stream (e.g. containers with residues of paints or 
chemicals [Waste Code N220]).  

E-waste stored at the facility presents a low risk of leachate generation due to its predominantly inert 
composition and short-term storage in skip bins prior to offsite recycling. Potential contaminants include 
trace heavy metals (e.g., lead, cadmium, mercury) and residual liquids from batteries or capacitors. If 
damaged and exposed to rainfall, these substances could leach into stormwater; however, the risk is 
mitigated by storage in skip bins, regular collection and the absence of onsite processing. E-waste will not 
be processed onsite and will be provided to a licenced third-party recycler. 

Any environmentally hazardous liquids incidentally received will be discharged into the washdown water 
tank, for offsite disposal to a licenced wastewater facility. If general waste loads have obvious 
contamination of controlled wastes (e.g. tins of oils, paints or chemicals) the load will either be refused at 
the weighbridge and directed to Copping Landfill for appropriate disposal or, if already on the tipping 
floor, visible controlled wastes will be picked out and segregated for suitable disposal at the Copping 
Landfill C-Cell. 

Any spills of environmentally hazardous substances will be captured in the washdown water drainage 
system installed in the depot building floor which drains to the washdown water storage tank shown in 
Figure 2-2 and in Appendix A. There is potential for spills to occur outside of the depot building (e.g. burst 
hydraulic lines or mishandled waste) which could potentially become entrained in stormwater if not 
managed effectively. Spills kits are kept onsite within the depot building to mitigate this risk.   

3.7.1 Management, mitigation and monitoring 

The following management, mitigation and monitoring measures are proposed for the operational phase 
of the Project. 
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Reference number Management, mitigation or monitoring measures 

Management and mitigation 

Environmentally hazardous 
substances MM 1 

Hydrocarbon and chemical spill kits will be stored onsite wherever environmentally 
hazardous substances are likely to be stored or found incidentally. All spills of 
dangerous goods or environmentally hazardous materials will be cleaned up 
immediately and reported to the site supervisor. 

Environmentally hazardous 
substances MM 2 

All disposal of dangerous goods and environmentally hazardous materials will be 
undertaken in accordance with relevant Australian Standards and state regulations, 
including: 

· Australian Code for the Transport of Dangerous Goods by Road and Rail 
(Edition 7.7 2020) 

· Dangerous Substances (Safe Handling) Act 2005 and associated regulations 

· Dangerous Goods (Road and Rail Transport) Act 2010 and associated 
regulations 

· Work Health and Safety Regulations 2012 

· Australian Standard AS 1940:2017 The Storage and Handling of Flammable and 
Combustible Liquids. 

Environmentally hazardous 
substances MM 3 

Clean-up measures, reporting and notification procedures for equipment 
breakdowns and accidental releases will be incorporated into the Operational EMP. 
This will include incident response in the event of fire, chemical release, or an 
explosion. 

Monitoring 

There is no specific monitoring proposed for environmentally hazardous substances during the operational phase. 

3.7.2 Residual impacts 

The washdown water collection system within the depot building will minimise the likelihood of any 
environmentally hazardous substances reaching the open environment. Additionally, the site will be 
managed with sufficient bunding and spill kits to minimise any impacts to the environment if a spill was to 
occur outside of the depot area. Overall, the residual risk of the Project causing environmental harm 
through the handling of environmentally hazardous substances is considered low. 
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3.8 Site contamination 

The Project Site was historically used as a rock/gravel quarry which handled only inert materials unlikely 
to cause contamination. There are no contamination records (including underground petroleum storage 
systems) identified for the Project Site or surrounds on The LIST (LISTmap, 2025). 

The existing use of the Project Site as a waste transfer station may have resulted in some minor volumes 
of contaminated runoff reaching surface and groundwater, albeit in minor volumes. Given the latest round 
of upgrades have significantly improved capture of stormwater and created impervious surfaces to 
prevent seepage to groundwater, and no groundbreaking will occur to facilitate the Project, no 
contamination assessment was undertaken for the Project. During decommissioning this aspect would 
require further investigation. 

3.9 Other off-site impacts 

The main offsite impact resulting from the Project will be associated with increased traffic. The traffic 
impact assessment undertaken for the Project (see Appendix C) notes that due to the use of more 
efficient trucks, such as the new trailers developed specially for the Project, the Project is only likely to 
result in a 10% increase in truck movements per day (approximately 2 additional movements per hour) at 
full capacity. The report surmised that the Project would have a negligible impact on the safety and 
efficiency of the surrounding road network (Pitt & Sherry, 2025b). 

The other potential offsite impact is wind-blown waste leaving the bounds of the site and reaching 
surrounding sensitive areas, including the Derwent Estuary. The use of the main depot building for the 
receipt, sorting, and loading of the general waste and FOGO streams will prevent the generation of most 
wind-blown waste. Regular monitoring, and manual removal, of wind-blown waste around the Project Site 
will reduce the chances of any waste leaving the site (refer Section 3.6.1). The stormwater system is 
designed to capture litter and gross pollutants to ensure they do not leave the site entrained in 
stormwater (refer Section 3.2). 

There are no additional offsite impacts that would affect the amenity of residents or other sensitive uses. 

3.10 Decommissioning and rehabilitation 

In the event that activities onsite were to cease, the decommissioning and rehabilitation process for the 
Project Site would be expected to include the following actions: 

· Removal of all aboveground infrastructure that forms part of the Project, this would include all sheds 
and buildings not wished to be retained for future use.  

· Removal of all water management infrastructure not required for ongoing site management. 

· Removal of all site roads not required for ongoing site management, including all concrete areas and 
any areas of bitumen. 

· Installation of long-term sedimentation and erosion controls to stabilise the environment where 
appropriate. 

· Ripping, contouring, and reseeding of all voids left at the Project Site. Reseeding would be undertaken 
in consultation with a qualified agricultural/ecological consultant. 

· Treatment and removal of any established weed outbreaks. 

· Development of a post-decommissioning monitoring plan that incorporates any ongoing monitoring 
required to ensure site stability and revegetation is occurring as planned. 
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3.10.1 Management, mitigation and monitoring 

The following management measure is proposed for the Project.  

Reference number Management, mitigation or monitoring measures 

Decommissioning and 
rehabilitation MM 1 

A final Decommissioning and Rehabilitation Plan will be provided to the Director, 
EPA for approval within 12 months of the planned cessation of the Project Site as a 
whole. 

3.11 Greenhouse gas emissions and climate change 

Reporting of greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions is currently regulated under the National Greenhouse and 
Energy Reporting Act 2007 (NGER Act), through the National Greenhouse and Energy Reporting Scheme 
(NGER Scheme). The NGER Scheme outlines thresholds for facilities and corporations which trigger 
reporting obligations under the NGER Act (Clean Energy Regulator, 2022). SWS trigger the requirement to 
report GHG emissions due to the Copping Landfill site. The existing WTS operation and Project do not 
meet the thresholds and will not require GHG reporting. 

The Project will implement best practice environmental management in energy consumption by utilising 
energy efficient vehicles and machinery to operate the Project, including the six new purpose-built waste 
trailers recently purchased for the operation. The Project Site also supports the use of electric vehicles 
through the provision of charging stations in the main staff carpark. 

Tasmania’s Climate Change Action Plan 2023-25 (Department of State Growth, 2024) outlines the 
government’s plan for action on climate change and is intended to help Tasmania reach its target to 
maintain net zero greenhouse gas emissions, or lower, from 2030. The Project will help to achieve several 
of the targets of the Tasmanian Climate Change Action Plan (Department of State Growth, 2024) through 
the recovery and recycling of wastes destined for landfill, which has several downstream effects, including 
a reduction in land required to be cleared for landfill airspace and a reduced production of goods through 
recycling, moving towards a circular economy. The Action Plan is supported by Emissions Reduction and 
Resilience Plans. The Project furthers the objectives of the Waste Emissions Reduction and Resilience Plan 
2024 – 2029, specifically the focus on increasing recycling and recovery of high emission waste streams. 

The potential impacts of climate change on the Project could include changed weather patterns, more 
intense storm events or more severe fire weather. These changes could increase the potential for 
pollution via airborne particulates or increased stormwater runoff. However, these potential impacts have 
been considered in the design of the facility and the proposed management measures in this EER 
including the management of airborne particulates (Section 3.1) and stormwater (Section 3.2). 
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4 Part D – Summary of proposed 
management, mitigation and 
monitoring measures 

The following summary tables outline the management and mitigation measures committed to by the 
proponent for the Project. 

Reference 
number 

Management, mitigation or monitoring 
measure 

Project phase EER 
Section 

Various MM 1 An Operational Environmental Management Plan 
(OEMP), capturing all relevant operational phase 
management measures as set out in the EER (and any 
resulting approval conditions) will be prepared and 
made available to the EPA upon request. 

Operation Section 3 

Various MM 2 An online complaints register and contact phone 
number will continue to be maintained to capture any 
complaints received from the public. Complaints will be 
actioned, the complainant notified and a record kept of 
the resolution. 

Operation Section 3 

Air Quality MM 1 No shredding will be undertaken when wind speed 
reaches 20 km/h at the onsite weather station. 

Operation Section 
3.1.3 

Air Quality MM 2 Sealed hardstand areas will be maintained and cleaned 
regularly to minimise the potential for dust generation. 

Operation Section 
3.1.3 

Air Quality MM 3 Vehicles carry loads with potential to generate 
airborne particulates entering or exiting the site will be 
covered. 

Operation Section 
3.1.3 

Air Quality MM 4 Any stockpiled material (e.g. shredded plaster) stored 
outdoors will be wet down as required to prevent wind-
blown particulates. 

Operation Section 
3.1.3 

Air Quality MM 5 The shredder will be equipped with water sprays. Operation Section 
3.1.3 

Air Quality MM 6 Landscaping and vegetation will be maintained site-
wide to minimise and wind-blown erosion. 

Operation Section 
3.1.3 

Water Quality MM 
1 

Stormwater drains, swales, the installed separator and 
filter systems, and the retention pond will be inspected 

Operation Section 
3.2.3 



 

50 Lutana Resource Recovery Facility | Environmental Effects Report era-advisory.com.au 

Reference 
number 

Management, mitigation or monitoring 
measure 

Project phase EER 
Section 

on a monthly basis to ensure system integrity is 
maintained, and any issues rectified. 

Water Quality MM 
2 

The installed separator and filter systems will be 
serviced in line with manufacturers requirements, not 
exceeding 6 months between services as a maximum. 

Operation Section 
3.2.3 

Noise MM1 All fixed and mobile plant will be maintained in good 
order and regularly serviced, including noise control 
devices such as mufflers. 

Operation Section 
3.3.3 

Noise MM2 Speed limits will be set at 20 km/h within the Project 
Site. 

Operation Section 
3.3.3 

Noise MM3 All site-based vehicles will be fitted with reversing 
alarms using a broadband tonality. 

Operation Section 
3.3.3 

Noise MM4 A noise reducing strip will to be fitted to the main 
loader bucket to minimise impact noises. 

Operation Section 
3.3.3 

Weeds, pests and 
pathogens MM 1 

The Operational Environmental Management Plan 
(OEMP) will include measures to manage weeds, pests 
and pathogens at the site including: 

· Weed control for areas of existing weed infestation 
at the Project Site. 

· Pest management protocols to control pests and 
vermin. 

· Hygiene protocols including vehicle inspections to 
ensure vehicles are free of visible dirt or weed 
propagules and control measures for material 
brought onto the site where required. 

Operation Section 
3.5.3 

Waste MM 1 Waste generated by site operators will be separated 
into general waste and recyclables and added to the 
relevant waste and recyclables streams being handled 
and exported from the Project Site.  

Operation Section 
3.6.1 

Waste MM 2 Windblown waste will be regularly collected from the 
Project Site by operational staff patrols of the area, 
including the Project Site boundary fence. 

Operation Section 
3.6.1 

Environmentally 
hazardous 
substances MM 1 

Hydrocarbon and chemical spill kits will be stored 
onsite wherever environmentally hazardous substances 
are likely to be stored or found incidentally. All spills of 
dangerous goods or environmentally hazardous 
materials will be cleaned up immediately and reported 
to the site supervisor onsite. 

Operation Section 
3.7.1 

Environmentally 
hazardous 
substances MM 2 

All disposal of dangerous goods and environmentally 
hazardous materials will be undertaken in accordance 
with relevant Australian Standards and state 
regulations, including: 

· Australian Code for the Transport of Dangerous 
Goods by Road and Rail (Edition 7.7 2020) 

Operation Section 
3.7.1 



 

51 Lutana Resource Recovery Facility | Environmental Effects Report era-advisory.com.au 

Reference 
number 

Management, mitigation or monitoring 
measure 

Project phase EER 
Section 

· Dangerous Substances (Safe Handling) Act 2005 
and associated regulations 

· Dangerous Goods (Road and Rail Transport) Act 
2010 and associated regulations 

· Work Health and Safety Regulations 2012 

Australian Standard AS 1940:2017 The Storage and 
Handling of Flammable and Combustible Liquids. 

Environmentally 
hazardous 
substances MM 3 

Clean-up measures, reporting and notification 
procedures for equipment breakdowns and accidental 
releases will be incorporated into the Operational EMP. 
This will include incident response in the event of fire, 
chemical release, or an explosion. 

Operation Section 
3.7.1 

Decommissioning 
and rehabilitation 
MM 1 

A final Decommissioning and Rehabilitation Plan will be 
provided to the Director, EPA for approval within 12 
months of the planned cessation of the Project Site as 
a whole. 

Decommissioning Section 
3.10.1 

The following summary table outlines the monitoring measures committed to by the proponent for the 
Project. 

Reference 
number 

Management, mitigation or monitoring measure Project phase EER 
Section 

Various MON 1 Monitoring procedures for operational environmental 
controls will be documented in the OEMP and 
implemented during the operational phase, including as a 
minimum: 

· Daily visual monitoring of waste and visible water 
quality issues (including high sediment loads or 
surface sheen) during periods of high rainfall. 

· Annual audits of all environmental management 
measures, mitigation, and monitoring requirements.  

· Any non-conformance identified during inspections 
and audits will be documented, investigated, and 
resolved. 

· Audits will be made available to the EPA on request. 

Any non-conformance or incident with the potential for 
serious or material environmental harm will be reported 
to the Director, EPA within 24 hours. 

Operational Section 3 

Air Quality MON 
1 

Visual monitoring of the site will be undertaken by the 
site manager daily, with any activity causing excessive or 
potentially nuisance dust or other particulate matter (as 
determined by the site manager) to be paused until wind 
intensity or direction changes, or adequate mitigation is 
applied. 

Operational Section 
3.1.3 

Water Quality 
MON 1 

Water quality monitoring will be undertaken quarterly at 
the retention pond and if available an upstream site (to 
be determined) in the first two years of operation to 
ensure the stormwater management system is working 
effectively.  

Operational Section 
3.2.3 
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Reference 
number 

Management, mitigation or monitoring measure Project phase EER 
Section 

Duplicate samples will be collected and tested for the 
following parameters, which are generally useful 
indicators of overall stormwater quality, as reference in 
the State Stormwater Strategy (DPIPWE, 2010): 

· Total suspended solids (TSS) 

· Electrical conductivity 

· pH 

· Total phosphorus  

· Total nitrogen  

The results will be reviewed by a suitably qualified 
person to identify any trends over time, including the 
potential for environmental impact. 

The key performance indicator for the treated 
stormwater will be set at 30 mg/L for TSS, as set by the 
EPA Quarry Code of Practice 2017. 

If the TSS performance indicator is breached, a review of 
the efficacy of the stormwater management system will 
be undertaken and improvements made as required, 
including servicing of any filters. 
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5 Part E – Public and stakeholder 
consultation 

5.1 Engagement undertaken to date 

To date the Proponent’s engagement for the Project has focused on the following key stakeholders: 

· Glenorchy City Council  

· Government regulators (e.g. EPA) 

· Local residents 

The Council and EPA have been engaged largely through one-on-one meetings during the early phases of 
the Project. 

During the construction phase of the Lutana WTS upgrade, SWS engaged with local residents by way of 
letterbox drops informing them of the proposed upgrade details and works schedule. 

5.2 Engagement proposed to be undertaken 

There is no additional engagement proposed at this stage of the Project. 
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Appendix A Stormwater and 
Washdown Water Plan 
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Appendix B Air and Noise 
Emissions Report 
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Appendix C Traffic Impact 
Assessment 
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Appendix D Council advice 
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