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Acronyms 

Board Board of the Environment Protection Authority 
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EMPC Act Environmental Management and Pollution Control Act 1994 
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LUPA Act Land Use Planning and Approvals Act 1993 

RMPS Resource management and planning system 

SD Sustainable development 

TSP Act Tasmanian Threatened Species Protection Act 1995 
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Report Summary 

This report provides an environmental assessment of Walters Contracting Pty Ltd’s proposed Union 
Bridge Quarry upgrade.  
 
The proposal involves an increase in production at Union Bridge Quarry, Mole Creek, from 20,000 
m3 up to 50,000 m3 of product extracted, crushed and screened per year. The quarry footprint will 
not change from that previously assessed in 2011, with no further increase in area disturbed. The 
closest residence is located approximately 1.2 km to the south of the quarry.  
 
This report has been prepared based on information provided in the permit application and 
Environmental Effects Report (EER). Relevant government agencies and the public were consulted 
and their submissions, representations and comments considered as part of the assessment. 
 
Further details of the assessment process are presented in section 1 of this report.  Section 2 
describes the statutory objectives and principles underpinning the assessment.  Details of the 
proposal are provided in section 3.  Section 4 reviews the need for the proposal and considers the 
alternatives.  Section 5 summarises the public and agency consultation process and the key issues 
raised in that process.  The detailed evaluation of environmental issues is contained in section 6. 
Other issues are discussed in section 7. The report conclusions are contained in section 8. 
 
Appendix 1 contains the proponent’s commitments and Appendix 2 the environmental permit 
conditions for the proposal. The environmental conditions in Appendix 2 are a new set of operating 
conditions for the entire, intensified activity that will supersede the existing permit conditions. 
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1 Approval Process 

A Notice of Intent in relation to the proposal was received by the Board of the Environment 
Protection Authority (the Board) on 22 February 2018.  
 
An application for a permit under the Land Use Planning and Approvals Act 1993 (LUPA Act) for this 
proposal was submitted to Kentish Council on 18 October 2018. 
 
The proposal is defined as a ‘level 2 activity’ under clause 6(a)(ii), schedule 2 of the Environmental 
Management and Pollution Control Act 1994 (EMPC Act), being a quarry undertaking materials 
handling.  
 
Section 25(1) of the EMPC Act required Council to refer the application to the Board for assessment 
under the Act. The application was received by the Board on 20 November 2018.  
 
The assessment has been undertaken by the Director, Environment Protection Authority under 
delegation from the Board. 
 
The Board required that information to support the proposal be provided in the form of an 
Environmental Effects Report (EER) prepared in accordance with guidelines issued by the Board on 
23 March 2018. 
 
Several drafts of the EER were submitted to EPA Tasmania for review against the guidelines before 
it was finalised.  The final EER was submitted to Council with the permit application.  The EER was 
released for public inspection for a 14-day period commencing on 1 December 2018. An 
advertisement was placed in the Advocate Newspaper and on the EPA website. The EER was also 
referred to relevant government agencies for comment.  No representations were received. 
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2 SD Objectives and EIA Principles 

The proposal must be considered by the Board in the context of the objectives of the Resource 
Management and Planning System of Tasmania (RMPS), and in the context of the objectives of the 
Environmental Management and Pollution Control System (EMPCS) (both sets of objectives are 
specified in Schedule 1 the EMPC Act).  The functions of the Board are to administer and enforce 
the provisions of the Act, and in particular to use its best endeavours to further the RMPS and 
EMPCS objectives. 
 
The Board must assess the proposal in accordance with the Environmental Impact Assessment 
Principles defined in Section 74 of the EMPC Act. 
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3 The Proposal 

The main characteristics of the proposal are summarised in Table 1.  A detailed description of the 
proposal is provided in Part B of the EER. 
 
Table 1: Summary of the proposal’s main characteristics 

Activity 

Extraction, crushing and screening of a maximum of 50,000 cubic metres of rock per annum. 

Location and planning context 

Location Off Union Bridge Road, as shown in Figure 1 

Land zoning Part Environmental Management and part Rural Resource 

Land tenure The lease is located on Crown Land, the lower half is State Forest and the upper half is part 
of the Mount Roland Regional Reserve. 

Mining lease 93M/1984 

Lease area 12 ha 

Bond $ 12,600  

Existing site 

Land Use The site is an existing Level 2 quarry. 

Topography The pit is located on the southern side of the Gog Range at an elevation of approximately 
350 m.  

Geology The quarry and surrounding Mining Lease are located on the late Cambrian-Early 
Ordovician Roland Conglomerate. 

Soils The soils are a gravelly duplex with an iron organic B horizon.  

Hydrology There are no permanent or ephemeral waters within the lease. There is one “gully” 
characterised by an undefined channel. Two ephemeral creeks are located on either side 
(east and west) of the mining lease.  

Natural Values No threatened flora or fauna species listed under the Commonwealth Environment 
Protection & Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 (EPBC Act) or the Tasmanian Threatened 
Species Protection Act 1995 (TSP Act) have been recorded on site. 

There is moderate potential habitat within the lease area for the masked owl (Tyto 
novaehollandiae) and grey goshawk (Accipiter novaehollandiae) (habitat survey Appendix D). 

Local region 

Climate Rainfall is approximately 1179 mm per annum (Sheffield).  Wind is predominantly westerly 
to north westerly. 

Surrounding land 
zoning, tenure 
and uses 

Surrounding land tenure is Crown Land (Permanent Timber Production Zone land and 
Regional Reserve land (Mount Roland Regional Reserve)).  

Surrounding land use is a mix of native forest and grazing on private land further to the 
south. A limestone quarry is located approximately 4 km to the SE.  The nearest house is 
located approximately 1200 m to the south. 

Species of 
conservation 
significance 

Species of conservation significance recorded within 5 km of the site are listed in Tables 1 
(flora) and 2 (Fauna) of Appendix E of the EER. 

There are no records of threatened fauna within 500 m of the quarry site (Natural Values 
Atlas). 
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Proposed infrastructure 

Major equipment Excavator, dozer and crushing and screening equipment.  

Other 
infrastructure 

Temporary office. 

Inputs 

Water Water for dust suppression if required. 

Energy Fuel for equipment. 

Other raw 
materials 

No raw materials are required. 

Wastes and emissions 

Liquid Stormwater runoff from extraction and stockpile areas. 

Atmospheric Dust from internal and external traffic, and blow-off from stockpiles. 

Solid General refuse (e.g. food scraps, paper and packaging) and maintenance materials. 

Controlled wastes Waste engine oil, contaminated soil. 

Sanitary waste generated from portable chemical toilet. 

Noise From screening and crushing equipment, excavator and dozer, and vehicles going to and 
from the site. 

Construction and operations 

Proposal 
timetable 

No information provided. 

Operating hours 
(ongoing) 

0700 to 1900 hours Monday to Friday  

0600 to 1900 hours Monday to Friday (loading of product only) 

0800 to 1600 hours Saturday 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

Environmental Assessment Report – Walters Contracting Pty Ltd – Union Bridge Upgrade, Mole Creek  
 
5
 
  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 1 Location (Figure 1 of the EER) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 2 Plan view of existing quarry set up (Figure 3 of the EER) 
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Figure 3 Quarry plan at year 1 (Figure 4 of the EER) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 4 Quarry plan, north–south cross section (Figure 7 of the EER) 
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4 Need for the Proposal and Alternatives 

The pit provides gravel and general construction materials essential for road construction and 
maintenance in the local area.   

In recent years Walters Contracting Pty Ltd have experienced increased demand for products and 
propose to increase production to provide additional gravel supplies for civil works and road 
construction and maintenance. 
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5 Public and Agency Consultation 

No public representations were received.  
 
The EER was referred to a number of government agencies/bodies with an interest in the proposal.  
No submissions were received. 
 
The following Divisions/areas of the Department of Primary Industries, Parks, Water and 
Environment provided advice on the EER: 
 

 Regulator, EPA Tasmania; and 

 Conservation Assessment Section, Policy and Conservation Advice Branch. 

 
Their advice is incorporated into the evaluation of the relevant environmental issues in Section 6. 
 
According to the EER, the proponent has also undertaken consultation with state and local 
government authorities, including MRT, DPIPWE, EPA, Forestry and Kentish Council. 
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6 Evaluation of Environmental Issues 

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

1. Natural values 
2. Stormwater 
3. Noise and blasting 
4. Air emissions 
5. Waste management 
6. Environmentally hazardous substances 
7. Decommissioning and rehabilitation 

 
 
 

General conditions 

The following general conditions will be imposed on the activity: 
 

 G1 Access to and awareness of conditions and associated documents 
 G2 Incident response 
 G3 No changes without approval 
 G4 Change of responsibility  
 G5 Change of ownership 
 G6 Complaints register 
 G7 Quarry Code of Practice 
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Issue 1: Natural Values 

Description of potential impacts 

According to the EER, there is to be no additional clearance of vegetation, with the total area disturbed remaining 
at 4.5 ha.  
  
There is moderate habitat on the mining lease for two threatened species; the masked owl (Tyto 
novaehollandiae) and the grey goshawk (Accipiter novaehollandiae) (fauna/flora survey, Appendix D of 
the EER). There are two mature E. obliqua trees that occur on the northern margins of the quarry which 
bear stem hollows of suitable size for nesting (Figure 9 of the EER, Pit Final Topography). Based on the 
2011 fauna/flora survey (Appendix D of the EER), there was no evidence (at that time) that the hollows were 
utilised. These trees have been marked in the field and on the mining plan, and according to the EER will 
not be disturbed. 
 
A P. cinnamomi survey conduct in 2011, and updated in March 2017, found no signs of infection at the 
quarry site. According to the EER however, the forest on the lease area supports several species that 
are susceptible to infection.   
 
A single ragwort plant (Senecio jacobaea, ‘declared’ under the Weed Management Act 1999) was identified 
on site during a Forestry Tasmania survey conducted in March 2017 (Appendix F). This plant was 
removed at the time. No other declared weeds were observed within the quarry.  

Management measures proposed in EER 

Commitment 3 Maintain exclusion zone (fencing) around two old growth trees (Figure 9 of the EER) 
Commitment 5 Ensure machinery is washed in accordance with the wash down guidelines (not road 
trucks). Implement the weed and Phytophthora management plan (Appendix G of the EER). 
Public and agency comment 

PCAB provided the following comment: 
A devil den survey is recommended only of those areas to be cleared, traffic mitigation measures are 
recommended only if there is a 10% or more increase in traffic and an eagle nest survey is recommended 
if there is to be a new blasting regime or significant increase in general disturbance (e.g. large increase in 
production). 
It is nevertheless noted that no further vegetation will be cleared, and there in fact may be no additional 
impacts to those that already exist onsite.  

Evaluation 

Eight threatened flora species have been recorded within 5 km of the site. According to the fauna/flora 
report, Appendix D of the EER, habitat on site is considered marginal to unsuitable for many of these 
species. Given the above, and the fact that further clearance of vegetation will not take place, the 
potential for disturbance of threatened flora species is considered negligible.  
 
Similarly, the potential for disturbance of the threatened Tasmanian devil and spotted-tailed quoll is 
considered very low. The 2011 survey (Appendix D of the EER) found the area to be of low habitat 
potential for both species, and no evidence of utilisation of the site was found.  
 
The operation of the quarry will be largely unchanged from that assessed in 2011, including the 
requirement to blast. The quarry has previously been assessed for blasting at a frequency of 
approximately 2 to 3 times per year, the same as proposed in the current EER. The proponent has 
indicated that the last blast took place October 2018.  
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While PCAB noted that the forested area around the quarry contains highly suitable WTE nesting 
habitat, as defined by the Forest Practices Authority’s Nesting Habitat Model, the 2011 fauna/flora field 
survey found the area to be of very low habitat potential. The survey report concluded that the site has 
been an active quarry, and it is highly unlikely that the area is utilised by the species. As such, an eagle 
nest survey is not required, and it is considered that the risk of the quarry operation disturbing breeding 
eagles is low. 
 
The hollow bearing trees have been marked on the mining plan, and a site visit undertaken by the EPA 
Assessment Office and Regulator confirmed that the trees are clearly marked at the quarry. These trees 
will not be disturbed by any further clearing. There was no evidence during the 2011 survey that the hollows 
were utilised, and given the continual operation of the quarry it is unlikely that the proposed quarrying operations 
would represent a disturbance if the hollows were to be utilised.  It is therefore considered that the risk of the 
quarry operation to the masked owl is low. 
 
Similarly, given that the area of forest surrounding the mining lease is extensive and supports similar habitat, it 
is considered that the grey goshawk is unlikely to be significantly impacted upon by the quarry operations.  
 
The proponent developed a Weed Management Plan as a requirement of the previous assessment (2011), and 
has been operating under this plan. The site is essentially free from declared weeds. Condition FF1 will 
ensure weed management is continued at the quarry and that the quarry is maintained substantially 
weed free.  
 
To ensure appropriate hygiene protocols are maintained at the quarry, the proponent has also agreed to 
adhere to the most up to date washdown guidelines. Given that the forest on the lease area supports 
several floral species that are susceptible to infection P. cinnamomi, condition FF2 is warranted.   
Conclusion 

The proponent will be required to comply with the following conditions: 
FF1 Washdown Guidelines 
FF2     Weed Management Plan 

 
 

Issue 2: Stormwater 

Description of potential impacts 

There are no permanent or ephemeral waters within the mining lease. Two ephemeral creeks however are 
located on either side of the lease, the catchments of which are forested and in good condition. 
 
Drainage from the quarry workings and access road near the quarry is directed into a series of 4 settling 
basins (Figure 11 of the EER) that discharge into forested depressions that eventually flow through State 
Forest to adjoining grazing land and farm dams. An additional pond is located on the access road outside 
the lease area. All ponds have an approximate capacity of 900 m3. 
 
At an EPA inspection in November 2017, evidence was found of sediment carry over from one of the 
settling ponds, and as a consequence the proponents have cleaned out the ponds, increased their size and 
implemented a regular maintenance program.  
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According to the EER, the settling basins have sufficient capacity to cope with a 1 in 20 rainfall event.   

Management measures proposed in EER 

Commitment 8 Direct all runoff from active pit area through the settling pond prior to release. 
Public and agency comment 

No comment was received. 

Evaluation 

The EER did not provide any calculations to support the assertion that the settling basins have sufficient 
capacity to cope with a 1 in 20 rainfall event.  To ensure the basins are appropriately designed and 
cleaned out regularly, condition SW1 is required. Condition SW2 is also imposed to ensure 
appropriate management of stormwater is maintained throughout the quarry to the extent necessary to 
prevent environmental harm.  
 
To ensure the system does not become overwhelmed, permitter drains are considered necessary to 
control for overland flow upslope of the workings (condition SW3).  

Conclusion 

The proponent will be required to comply with the following conditions: 
SW1    Design and maintenance of settling ponds 
SW2    Stormwater 
SW3    Perimeter drains or bunds 

 

Issue 3: Noise and blasting 

Description of potential impacts 

There will be noise emissions from crushing, screening and drilling, and air blast over pressure and vibration 
effects from blasting. Rock crushing and screening will be undertaken on a campaign basis, and blasting is 
anticipated to occur at a maximum of 2 to 3 times per year. 
 
According to the EER, as there are no residences within 1km, no adverse effects are expected and 
prevailing standards for noise and vibration are expected to be met. If required, blast specifications can be 
modified and crushing and screening equipment can be operated behind bunds. 

Management measures proposed in EER 

No specific management measures were proposed. 

Public and agency comment 

No comment was received. 

Evaluation 

The nearest house is located approximately 1.2 km to the south of the quarry, off Skyes Road. Although 
the site is exposed and elevated, with little topographic screening, the separation distance to the nearest 
residence is greater than the Quarry Code of Practice standard for blasting (and crushing and screening), 
and it is considered unlikely that noise or blast effects will result in an impact to surrounding properties. 
 
While the EER states that the proposed operating hours are in accordance with the Quarry Code of 
Practice, the hours actually stated in the EER (0600 to 1900 hours Monday to Friday) do not accord. The 
proponent has subsequently indicated that the intent is to undertake the loading of product only 
between 0600 to 1900 hours Monday to Friday, with all other extractive activities, including crushing and 
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screening, not commencing until 0700 hours. Given the attenuation distances to the nearest residences, 
and the fact that there are no residences along the access road to the quarry, the proposed earlier start 
for product loading is considered acceptable (condition N1). Condition N1 will ensure that crushing, 
screening and other quarrying activities only occur within the standard Quarry Code of Practice 
operating hours. 
 
The hours of blasting however should be further restricted (condition B1), in accordance with standard 
practices. Standard blasting limits should also be imposed for blasting impacts (condition B2) given the 
location of the nearest residence,  with notification of each blast to be provided (condition B3) and each 
blast monitored (condition B4).  
 
Given the attenuation distances and standard operating hours for crushing and screening (condition N1), 
a requirement for noise limits is not considered necessary.  
 
Finally, as there are no residences along the access road to the quarry, the proposed increase in traffic 
volume (70 to approximately150 trucks per week) is unlikely to result in any noise nuisance.  

Conclusion 

The proponent will be required to comply with the following conditions: 
N1    Operating hours 
B1    Blasting times 
B2    Blasting – noise and vibration limits 
B3    Notification of blasting 
B4    Blast monitoring 

 

 

Issue 4: Air emissions 

Description of potential impacts 

There will be no air emissions other than exhaust from diesel-powered equipment and occasional dust 
from crushing and screening. According to the EER, the quarry is well protected by forest, with prevailing 
winds away from the nearest residence.  
Management measures proposed in EER 

Commitment 9 Operate water sprays on crushing equipment when required. Maintain access roads and 
apply dust suppression measures (water sprays) as required. 

Public and agency comment 

No comment was received. 

Evaluation 

The relatively exposed and elevated position of the quarry and crushing equipment means that dust has 
the potential to travel outside the boundary of the mining lease. While the EER states that the prevailing 
winds are away from residences, the wind roses show that there can occasionally be a strong northerly 
component, towards the nearest residence. The separation distance and natural vegetation bordering the 
quarry will nevertheless help to prevent dust impacts from occurring. The proposed management 
measures (commitment 9) will also be effective in mitigating emissions during conditions conducive to 
dust generation and transport. Conditions A1 and A2 will ensure that such measures are implemented 
as necessary.  
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Condition A3 is required to ensure dust from product cartage does not result in a nuisance.  
 
As there are no residences along the access road to the quarry, the proposed increase in traffic volume 
(70 to approximately150 trucks per week) is unlikely to result in any dust nuisance. 

Conclusion 

The proponent will be required to comply with the following conditions: 
A1   Control of dust emissions 
A2   Control of dust emissions from plant 
A3   Covering of vehicles 

 

Issue 5: Waste management 

Description of potential impacts 

No solid wastes will be generated, other than the normal domestic wastes, plus some maintenance 
materials, which will be disposed of to the Council garbage service on a daily basis.  
 
A portable toilet will be installed on site, with all toilet waste disposed of at Council facilities. All waste 
oils (controlled wastes) will be removed from the site to an appropriate facility. 
Management measures proposed in EER 

Commitment 10 Dispose of all liquid and solid wastes at an appropriate facility. 
Public and agency comment 

No comment was received. 

Evaluation 

The proposed management of waste is considered appropriate, and is unlikely to result in an 
environmental impact. No conditions are considered necessary, although the proponent should be made 
aware of the Waste Management Hierarchy for best practice (OI1).  

Conclusion 

The proponent will be made aware of the following information: 
OI1   Waste Management Hierarchy. 

 

Issue 6: Environmentally hazardous substances 

Description of potential impacts 
According to the EER, no dangerous goods or chemicals will be used on site other than oils, lubricants 
and fuels, and that used by the blasting contractor. All handling of oils, lubricants and fuels will be 
within a bunded area. Spill kits will be available on site. 
Management measures proposed in EER 

No specific measures were proposed. 

Public and agency comment 

No comment was received. 

Evaluation 
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Given that the quarry is located within the catchment of the Mole Creek karst system, and to ensure the 
protection of the local environment, it is important that all oil, lubricant and fuel is handled and stored 
appropriately. Condition H1 is therefore required. Condition H2 will ensure spill kits appropriate to the 
task are maintained on site in case of spill.   

Conclusion 

The proponent will be required to comply with the following conditions: 
H1    Storage and handling of hazardous materials 
H2    Spill kits 

 

Issue 7: Decommissioning and rehabilitation 

Description of potential impacts 

The quarry plan allows for an active pit with progressively rehabilitation of the upper benches during 
operations (shown in Figure 10 of the EER). The EER acknowledges that the rehabilitation process is 
based on the recovery and direct replacement of the topsoil and native vegetation seed. It is further 
noted that planting native seedlings and or active application of native seed may be required.  
 
According to the EER, final rehabilitation of the quarry will involve deep ripping of the quarry floor, 
covered with a minimum of 200-300 mm of overburden and topsoil. Revegetation will involve the 
application of native seed and planting with native seedlings.  

Management measures proposed in EER 

Commitment 1 Operate the pit in accordance with the Forest Practices Code, the Quarry Code of 
Practice, the EER, the land use Permit and Mining Lease conditions. 
Commitment 11 Salvage topsoils and subsoils and rehabilitate benches progressively and at quarry 
closure. 

Public and agency comment 

No comment was received. 

Evaluation 

The proposal allows for the progressive rehabilitation of the upper benches, which according to the EER, 
will commence after approximately 1 to 2 years. Progressive rehabilitation is important and required by 
condition DC1. Condition DC2 will ensure surface soil is stockpiled during operations.  
 
Conditions DC3 and DC4 will ensure that the quarry is decommissioned and rehabilitated appropriately 
on final closure. Conditions DC5 and DC6 are required to ensure notification of closure, or temporary 
suspension in activity, is received. Condition DC6 will also ensure that the quarry is managed 
appropriately should there be a temporary suspension in activity. 

Conclusion 

The proponent will be required to comply with the following conditions: 
DC1     Progressive Rehabilitation 
DC2     Stockpiling of surface soil 
DC3     DRP Requirements 
DC4     Rehabilitation following cessation 
DC5     Notification of cessation 
DC6     Suspension of Activity 
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7 Other Issues 

The following issues have been raised during the assessment process and are discussed briefly here. 
These are issues which are not the Board’s responsibility under the EMPC Act, or issues which are 
more appropriately addressed by another regulatory agency.  
 

1. Heritage 

2. Transport impacts 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Issue 1: Heritage 

Description of potential impacts 

According to the EER, there are no Aboriginal sites in the area and no other heritage sites were 
identified in a desktop search, and none have been identified in site surveys. 

Management measures proposed in EER 

If a relic is suspected and/or identified during works then works will cease immediately and the 
Tasmanian Aboriginal Land and Sea Council and Aboriginal Heritage Tasmania will be contacted for 
advice before work continues.  

Public and agency comment 

Aboriginal Heritage Tasmania (AHT) provided the following comment: AHT has completed a search of 
the Aboriginal Heritage Register (AHR) regarding the proposed Union Bridge Quarry at Mole Creek and 
can advise that there are no Aboriginal heritage sites recorded within or close to the works area. As the 
footprint of the quarry will not change it is believed that the area has a low probability of Aboriginal 
heritage being present. Accordingly there is no requirement for an Aboriginal heritage investigation and 
AHT have no objection to the project proceeding. 

Conclusion 

Aboriginal heritage is protected under the Aboriginal Heritage Act 1975. 
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Issue 2: Traffic impacts 

Description of potential impacts 

A Traffic Impact Assessment (TIA) was undertaken in 2011 as a part of the previous assessment 
(provided as Appendix I of the current EER).  The traffic assessment report indicated satisfactory traffic 
safety and traffic service conditions for the proposed increase (at that time) to 20,000m3 per year. 
According to the EER, the increase in production proposed (from 20,000 to 50,000m3), while doubling 
the original truck traffic (70 to approximately150 trucks per week), will not affect traffic due to the low 
traffic volumes. 

Management measures proposed in EER 

Commitment 6  Maintain access roads in good condition. Liaise with Forestry re road use and 
maintenance. Liaise with Council re road junction improvements. 

Public and agency comment 

No comment was received. 

Conclusion 

The EPA Board does not assess traffic safety or service conditions. Traffic noise and dust are addressed in 
Issues 3 and 4 respectively, Section 6.   

 

8 Report Conclusions 

This assessment has been based on the information provided by the proponent, Walters Contracting 
Pty Ltd, in the permit application, the case for assessment (the EER).  
 
This report incorporates specialist advice provided by EPA Tasmania scientific specialists and 
regulatory staff, other Divisions of DPIPWE and other government agencies. 
 
It is concluded that: 
 

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

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

3. the proposed activity is capable of being managed in an environmentally acceptable manner 
such that it is unlikely that the objectives of the Environmental Management and Pollution 
Control Act 1994 (the RMPS and EMPCS objectives) would be compromised, provided that 
the Permit Conditions - Environmental No. 9845 appended to this report are imposed and 
duly complied with. 

 
The environmental conditions appended to this report are a new set of operating conditions for the 
entire, intensified activity that will supersede the existing permit conditions. 
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9 Report Approval 

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

 

 
 

Wes Ford 

DIRECTOR, ENVIRONMENT PROTECTION AUTHORITY 

Acting under delegation from the Board of the Environment Protection Authority 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Date: 31 January 2019 
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Appendix 1 – Table of proponent commitments 
Note, there was no commitment 4 in the table of commitments in the EER. 

No Potential impact Management measure Timeframe 

1 General Operate the pit in accordance with the Forest 
Practices Code, the Quarry Code of Practice, 
the EER, the land use Permit and Mining Lease 
conditions. 

Ongoing 

2 General Consult with Forestry regarding timber 
salvage, road access, fire management  and 
maintenance 

Ongoing 

3 Flora and fauna Maintain exclusion zone (fencing) around two 
old growth trees (Fig 9) 

Ongoing 

5 Weeds and disease Ensure machinery is washed in accordance 
with the wash down guidelines (not road 
trucks) Implement the weed and 
Phytophthora management plan. (see 
Appendix  G). 

Ongoing 

6 Transport Maintain access roads in good condition. Liaise 
with Forestry re road use and maintenance  
Liaise with Council re road junction 
improvements 

As needed, Ongoing 

7 Visual Maintain visual screen around quarry via 
retaining vegetation. Progressive rehabilitation 
of upper benches 

Ongoing 

8 Water 
management 

Direct all runoff from active pit area through 
the settling pond prior to release 

Ongoing 

9 Dust management Operate water sprays on crushing equipment 
when required.  
Maintain access roads and apply dust 
suppression measures (water sprays) as 
required. 

Ongoing 

10 Wastes Dispose of all liquid and solid wastes at and 
appropriate facility. 

Ongoing 

11 Rehabilitation Salvage topsoils and subsoils and rehabilitate 
benches progressively and at quarry closure. 

Ongoing 

12 Management Cooperate with EPA, MRT and Forestry 
officers in site inspections and 
recommendations/directions.  
Seek professional advice when required 

Continuous 



 

Environmental Assessment Report – Walters Contracting Pty Ltd – Union Bridge Upgrade, Mole Creek   Appendix 
2
 
  

Appendix 2 – Permit conditions  
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