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Western Australia 6965

Cnr Rockingham Road and
@-\\ Coleville Crescent, Spearwood
——
/-'—\ e
Telephone: (08) 9411 3444
Facsimile: (08) 9411 3333

NOTICE OF MEETING

Pursuant to Clause 2.4 of Council’'s Standing Orders, an Ordinary Meeting of Council
has been called for Thursday 13 May 2021.

The meeting is to be conducted at 7.00pm in the City of Cockburn Council
Chambers, Administration Building, Coleville Crescent, Spearwood.

Chilief Executive Officer
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CITY OF COCKBURN

SUMMARY OF AGENDA TO BE PRESENTED TO THE ORDINARY COUNCIL

MEETING TO BE HELD ON THURSDAY, 13 MAY 2021 AT 7PM

N

© ® N o v

11.
12.

13.

14.

Page
DECLARATION OF MEETING ... ..ottt ettt e e e e eenees 5
APPOINTMENT OF PRESIDING MEMBER (IF REQUIRED)........ccooviiiiiiiiiiiiiieeeeeee, 5
DISCLAIMER (TO BE READ ALOUD BY PRESIDING MEMBER) ...........cuuvviviiiiiiinin. 5
ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF RECEIPT OF WRITTEN DECLARATIONS OF
FINANCIAL INTERESTS AND CONFLICT OF INTEREST (BY PRESIDING
MEMBERY) ... ittt e e e e ettt e e e e e e e et aaaeaaaaeannes 5
APOLOGIES & LEAVE OF ABSENCE ..... .ot 5
WRITTEN REQUESTS FOR LEAVE OF ABSENCE ... 5
RESPONSE TO PREVIOUS PUBLIC QUESTIONS TAKEN ON NOTICE ................. 6
PUBLIC QUESTION TIME ...ttt et e et e eeeaa e e e 7
CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES ... ettt e e eeeans 7
9.1 MINUTES OF THE ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING - 8/4/2021.................... 7
DEPUTATIONS ... et e et e e e tb e e e e et s e e e et aeaaee 7
BUSINESS LEFT OVER FROM PREVIOUS MEETING (IF ADJOURNED)................ 7
DECLARATION BY MEMBERS WHO HAVE NOT GIVEN DUE
CONSIDERATION TO MATTERS CONTAINED IN THE BUSINESS PAPER
PRESENTED BEFORE THE MEETING ......coouiiiii e 7
COUNCIL MATTERS ..ottt e et e e eea e e eeeans 8
13.1 COUNCIL MEETINGS - ORDER OF BUSINESS .......ccoiiiiiiieii i 8
13.2 PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO LOCALITY BOUNDARIES - NORTH

COOGEE.... . ettt e 11
13.3 MINUTES OF GRANTS AND DONATIONS COMMITTEE MEETING -

20 APRIL 2021 ... et e ettt aeans 25
PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT DIVISION ISSUES........cooi e, 65
14.1 PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT APPLICATION - DA 20/0973 - LOTS

39 AND 40 (200) BARRINGTON STREET, BIBRA LAKE -

PROPOSED MODIFICATION TO PREVIOUS APPROVAL -

DA19/0686 — INDUSTRY GENERAL (LICENCED) - PROPOSED

ADDITION OF CRUSHING FACILITY TO CRUSH BUILDING WASTE

(CONSTRUCTION AND DEMOLITION) ...ciiiiiiiiiiaieeeeee et e e 65
14.2 SIGNIFICANT TREE NOMINATIONS (3) - HAMILTON HILL,

COOGEE AND HAMMOND PARK ..ottt e e e 664

14.3 DEVELOPMENT APPLICATION - DA20/1061 - 237 PEARSE ROAD,
BEELIAR - STORAGE YARD (CARAVANS, BOATS AND TRAILERS)........ 688

3 of 892

Document Set ID: 10450079
Version: 1, Version Date: 07/05/2021



OCM 13/05/2021

14.4 DEVELOPMENT APPLICATION - 4 MADRAS LINK NORTH
COOGEE - DA21/0131 - RETROSPECTIVE SINGLE (R-CODE)

HOUSE — FINISH OFF EASTERN BOUNDARY WALL.........cooooiiiiiiiii, 724
15.  FINANCE & CORPORATE SERVICES DIVISION ISSUES...........ccccccviiiiiiiiiiiiiiens 795
15.1 PAYMENTS MADE FROM MUNICIPAL FUND - MARCH 2021 ................... 795
15.2 MONTHLY FINANCIAL REPORT - MARCH 2021.........cuuviiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiinnnns 819
16. ENGINEERING & WORKS DIVISION ISSUES ...........coiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieenenes 853
16.1 RFT01/2021 - PORT COOGEE MARINA EXPANSION - STAGE 3.............. 853
17. COMMUNITY SERVICES DIVISION ISSUES ..........ouutiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiineeeienees 863
18. EXECUTIVE DIVISION ISSUES.........ottiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiisiirseeeseessesssesnesssseensneennenees 864
18.1 STRATEGIC COMMUNITY PLAN 2020-2030 MINOR REVIEW .................. 864
19. MOTIONS OF WHICH PREVIOUS NOTICE HAS BEEN GIVEN ........cccccccviiiiinnnns 888
19.1 DIGITAL ASSETS ..o e 888
20. NOTICES OF MOTION GIVEN AT THE MEETING FOR CONSIDERATION
AT NEXT MEETING ...t e e e e e e e e 892
21. NEW BUSINESS OF AN URGENT NATURE INTRODUCED BY MEMBERS
OR OFFICERS ... et e e et e e e e e e e nnnn s 892
22. MATTERS TO BE NOTED FOR INVESTIGATION, WITHOUT DEBATE................ 892
23.  CONFIDENTIAL BUSINESS ..ot e 892
24.  RESOLUTION OF COMPLIANCE........coiiiiiiiii e 892
25.  CLOSURE OF MEETING ... oottt e e e e e eennnn s 892
4 of 892

Document Set ID: 10450079
Version: 1, Version Date: 07/05/2021



OCM 13/05/2021

CITY OF COCKBURN
AGENDA TO BE PRESENTED TO THE
ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING
TO BE HELD THURSDAY, 13 MAY 2021 AT 7PM

1. DECLARATION OF MEETING

2. APPOINTMENT OF PRESIDING MEMBER (IF REQUIRED)

3. DISCLAIMER (TO BE READ ALOUD BY PRESIDING MEMBER)

Members of the public, who attend Council Meetings, should not act
immediately on anything they hear at the Meetings, without first seeking
clarification of Council's position. Persons are advised to wait for written
advice from the Council prior to taking action on any matter that they may
have before Council.

4. ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF RECEIPT OF WRITTEN
DECLARATIONS OF FINANCIAL INTERESTS AND CONFLICT
OF INTEREST (BY PRESIDING MEMBER)

5. APOLOGIES AND LEAVE OF ABSENCE

6. WRITTEN REQUESTS FOR LEAVE OF ABSENCE

Nil
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7. RESPONSE TO PREVIOUS PUBLIC QUESTIONS TAKEN ON
NOTICE

Jillian

Spruyt, Coogee — Coogee Beach Caravan Park

The following questions were taken on notice at the 8 April 2021 Ordinary

Council Meeting. Ms Spruyt was provide with the following response on 21
April 2021
Q2. As regards to our submission, are the City of Cockburn

A2.

Q3.

A3.

Councillors prepared to discuss a preferred vision for the
redevelopment of the caravan park to avoid inappropriate and
costly duplication of Woodman Point Park?

The Chief Executive Officer has written to the Caravan Park Committee
chair and offered to meet with them. He has also advised the City will
discuss this with the potential operators and review internally in the
context of understanding the viability of the strategy and proposal and
whether it can meet the needs in terms of achieving the vision and
providing the required financial returns.

Are the City and Councillors aware that a representative from
Consumer Affairs had a conversation with David Temby, who
mentioned the development in the range of Sheila Raine’s
property may be delayed up to 10 years, and also advised that
residents need to wait and see whether the local Council renews
the head lease with the park before Consumer Affairs will be

able to determine how they proceed, but Consumer Affairs also
recommends residents seek their own legal advice before

selling, leaving the park or moving within the park?

There are some matters still to be worked through to get to a stage
where resolution can be achieved on some matters and we can
start to see clarity and certainty given about the future of the Park,
including a better idea of timeframes.

To provide further clarity for the residents of the Park,
Discovery and the City will continue to work to finalise the
negotiations for the Heads of Agreement and the proposed
lease with a view of resolving this as soon as possible.

The City appreciates the patience of the community as this
lengthy process is undertaken.

A Redevelopment Plan will include some indicative staging to work
out which areas of the park will have works and approximately when
those works would occur.

While the City cannot be involved in the tenancy agreements between
the operator and tenants, it is committed to providing the right
environment for these to be as mindful as possible of both the
redevelopment needs and the needs of residents.
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8. PUBLIC QUESTION TIME

9. CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES

9.1 MINUTES OF THE ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING - 8/4/2021

RECOMMENDATION
That Council confirms the Minutes of the Ordinary Council Meeting held
on Thursday, 8 April 2021 as a true and accurate record.

10. DEPUTATIONS

11. BUSINESS LEFT OVER FROM PREVIOUS MEETING (IF
ADJOURNED)

Nil

12. DECLARATION BY MEMBERS WHO HAVE NOT GIVEN DUE
CONSIDERATION TO MATTERS CONTAINED IN THE
BUSINESS PAPER PRESENTED BEFORE THE MEETING
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13. COUNCIL MATTERS

13.1 COUNCIL MEETINGS - ORDER OF BUSINESS

Author(s) D Green
Attachments 1. Proposed Order of Business I
RECOMMENDATION
That Council ADOPTS the changes to the Order of Business at
Ordinary Council Meetings, as shown in the attachment to the Agenda,
pending formalisation of this process through an amendment to the
Standing Orders Local Law.
Background
Council recently reviewed and endorsed the recommended
amendments to the Structure for Administering the City of Cockburn.
The restructure has resulted in the creation of two new “executive” roles
in addition to the retention of three existing senior positions and the
“splitting” of another.
As a result, the organisation now has:
Seven (7) Divisions, being:
e Natural and Built Development
e Finance
e Operations
e Community Services
e Governance and Strategy
e Corporate Affairs
e People, Culture and Safety
The new structure has a minor impact on the Council Meeting process,
through the preparation of that part of the Meeting Agenda which
relates to the “Divisional” reporting function.
Currently, the Order of Business paper, Sections 13 to 18, refers to the
previous structure of: “Council”, “Planning and Development”, “Finance
and Corporate Services”, “Engineering and Works” and “Community
Services”.
This will need to be amended to reflect the new arrangements adopted
by Council.
Submission
N/A
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Report

While the new Structure for Administering the City of Cockburn is
largely reflective of the same functions being undertaken under an
amended naming convention, it is considered appropriate for the City’s
reporting regime to also represent the new branding of the City’s
operational and strategic direction.

The current Standing Orders Local Law (Part 4) provides for a Council
Meeting Agenda to be prepared in line with the specified Order of
Business. However, it is able to be amended “for the greater
convenience of the Council” by resolution, as stipulated in Clause 4.1

Accordingly, it is recommended that Council adopts this proposal to
take effect as soon as practicable, pending the formalisation of this
process through an amendment to its Standing Orders Local Law,
which will commence immediately.

It is anticipated that the amendment will take place as part of a formal
review of the Local Law, to be completed by October 2021, prior to the
Council elections.

Strategic Plans/Policy Implications
Listening and Leading

A community focused, sustainable, accountable and progressive
organisation.

* Ensure good governance through transparent and accountable,
planning, processes, reporting, policy and decision making.

Budget/Financial Implications
N/A

Legal Implications
Clauses 4.1 and 4.2 of the City’s Standing Orders Local law refer.

Community Consultation
N/A

Risk Management Implications
There is a “Low” level of “Compliance” risk associated with this item.

Advice to Proponent/Submitter
N/A

Implications of Section 3.18(3) Local Government Act 1995
Nil
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Order of Business — New Organisational Structure

10.
11.

12.

13,
14,
15,
16.
17.
18,
19.
20.
21.
22.
23,
24,
25.
26.

Declaration of Meeting
Appointment of Presiding Member (If required)
Disclaimer (To be read aloud by Presiding Member)

Acknowledgement of Receipt of Written Declarations of Financial Interests ai
Conflict of Interest (by Presiding Member)

Apologies and Leave of Absence

Written Requests for Leave of Absence

Response to Previous Public Questions Taken on Notice
Public Question Time

Confirmation of Minutes

Deputations

Business Left Over from Previous Meeting (if adjourned)

Declaration by Members who have Not Given Due Consideration to Matters
Contained in the Business Paper Presented before the Meeting

Built and Natural Environment

Finance

Operations

Community Services

Governance and Strategy

Corporate Affairs

Chief Executive Officer

Motions of Which Previous Notice Has Been Given

Notices Of Motion Given At The Meeting For Consideration At Next Meeting
New Business of an Urgent Nature Introduced by Members or Officers
Matters to be Noted for Investigation, Without Debate

Confidential Business

Resolution of Compliance

Closure of Meeting
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13.2

PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO LOCALITY BOUNDARIES - NORTH
COOGEE

Author(s) D Green

Attachments 1. Submission - Including Information Sheet 1
2. Map - South Beach and Port Coogee Proposed
Suburb Boundaries §
3. Cockburn Coast - District Structure Plan §

RECOMMENDATION
That Council:

1. RECOMMENDS to the Geographic Names Committee (GNC) that it
does not support the joint petition for the renaming of that part of the
current locality of “North Coogee” to “Port Coogee”, nor the
renaming of that part of the current locality of “North Coogee” as
“South Beach”, as shown in Attachment 2; and

2. SUPPORTS that the subject area remains officially known as the
locality of “North Coogee”

Background

In 2005, the City of Cockburn successfully applied to the Geographic
Names Committee (GNC) to have a new locality, domiciled as “North
Coogee”, as the result of the proposed redevelopment of the Cockburn
coastline from largely disused industrial land to a high quality residential
and commercial hub.

Over the past 10 years, residential developments at both ends of this
area have occurred, commencing with “Port Coogee” at the southern
end and “South Beach” at the northern end.

Added to this is the State Government’s vision for the “Cockburn Coast”
development, which includes adopted Structure Plans featuring further
urban infill, with major commercial and mixed use zones created.

The City works in close collaboration with Development WA (formerly
Land Corp) to achieve an appropriate level of investment and
development of this area. Ideally, this process will provide for an
optimum level of infrastructure to be integrated with this outcome and
provide a superior level of facilities and services to complement the
quality residential product which is now identifiable with “North
Coogee”.

In 2018, both residential nodes established Community Groups to
represent the interests of residents of their respective areas.
Subsequently, both the Port Coogee Community Association and the
South Beach Community Group became active in promoting issues of
local interest which impact on the City of Cockburn.
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One of the matters which is most promoted by residents in both areas is
the negative community feedback on the locality name of “North
Coogee” being applied to them. Comments appear to mostly relate to
confusion surrounding the name of “North Coogee” for couriers, taxi
drivers and even emergency services, which have confused the two
separate locations for their destination.

Others refer to the long standing recognition of these developments
after the “estate” names applied to the original plans, being “Port
Coogee” and “South Beach”.

In 2019, both organisations formally sought advice from the City on the
process which needed to be followed in order to have these names
formalised and become the officially adopted suburb names.

Following a meeting with relevant City staff, both Groups decided they
would embark on an exercise to formally petition the Council to support
their objectives. This has resulted in the collection of significant
numbers of signatures in support of their joint submission to the City for
the division of the current locality of “North Coogee”, into two separate
locations to be individually named “Port Coogee” and “South Beach”
respectively.

Submission
Refer to Attachment 1.

Report
Statutory Perspective

The regulatory authority for approving the naming or re naming of
localities (suburbs) is the Geographic Names Committee (GNC), which
has as its primary brief the responsibility to recommend naming
transactions submitted to it for the approval, or otherwise, of the
Minister for Lands.

As part of the process the GNC has established criteria for the
guidance of applicants when preparing submissions for its
consideration.

These Guidelines are prescriptive and will generally require adherence
prior to being recommended. Proposals which are generally not
recommended include those with the following characteristics:

1. Seeking to adopt a developer’s estate promotional name.

2. Seeking to adopt names used for existing infrastructure, such as a

Shopping Precinct.

The name has no relationship to the area.

The name is duplicated or similar to an existing locality name within

Australia.

5. The proposal is not supported by the relevant local government.

6. The proposal is not favoured by strong local community support.

7. The proposal seeks to rename all or part of a locality after urban
development occurs.

B w
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It is not unusual for applications to not comply with one, or more, of the
above criteria, as the Guidelines are subject to change from time to
time and are amended to remain contemporary with standards and
reasonable expectations.

For example, there are duplications of location names across Australia
and even within Western Australia, which have occurred as a result of
past decisions.

Therefore, in assessing this submission against the GNC Guidelines, it
is not necessary to be prohibitive in the application of the criteria as the
only considerations relative to its merits.

In this case, it is noted that the application conforms against the
majority of the criteria.

In addition, the Guidelines require minimum standards in respect of size
and developable land. In the metropolitan area, the minimum size
requirements are 100 hectares for the locality and 1000 lots available
for development.

In this submission, the proposed new locality of “Port Coogee” is 153.5
ha and contains 1,350 developable lots and “South Beach” 121.7 ha,
with 940 lots currently approved and new structure plans to be
approved in future to create additional capacity.

Strategic Planning Perspective

The submission was assessed by the City’s planning specialists to
comment on the potential strategic implications of the proposed
renaming.

Initial concerns relate mainly to the number of deviations from the GNC
Guidelines which are apparent within the submission. These are
summarised as follows:

1. Locality names are expected to be enduring and should only be
changed if there is evidence that the retention of a name could
prove to be hazardous to the safety of occupants (by causing
confusion for emergency vehicles or other critical delivery services).

2. Both “Port Coogee” and “South Beach” are “estate” names which
were applied by the original developers for marketing purposes and
are not otherwise officially recognised for practical purposes, such
as postal deliveries.

3. While the proposal to divide North Coogee into two separate
locations meets the GNC Guidelines minimum size requirements of
100 ha (being 154ha for Port Coogee and 122ha for “South Beach”),
the proposal falls short of the “ideal” size recommended by GNC of
“approximately 500ha”.

4. The proposal seeks to divide the State Government’s premier
development within the district, being the “Cockburn Coast”, and will
result in an illogical outcome which will see this eventual
development being assigned between the two new suburbs, and
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could result in confusion for the residents/businesses which will
eventually be located there.

5. Wayfinding will likely be compromised, particularly in the “South
Beach” locality, for which the adjacent landmark of South Beach is
located in the City of Fremantle.

There are also many local businesses which are domiciled with the
South Beach brand (e.g. South Beach Café; South Beach Fish and
Chips) and also located within the district of Fremantle. While this
may not impact on identifying property addresses, it is likely to be
confusing when relating the name to the relevant local government.

6. The “Cockburn Coast” development will occur in the medium term
and will result in the connectivity upon which the original “North
Coogee” name was premised. Changing the names to reflect the
current distribution of population will eventually conflict with the logic
of the approved Structure Plans for the entire “Cockburn Coast”,
which spans all of “North Coogee”.

7. The use of name extensions, such as “Port” are not generally
supported by the GNC Guidelines, unless to give emphasis to a
unique topographical feature. The Port Coogee Marina does not
represent what is normally associated with typical Port
infrastructure.

8. The proposal to rename the area only 16 years after it was formed is
premature, particularly as the Guidelines do not support renaming
after significant development has occurred.

Community Perspective

For their part, both community organisations representing the current
populations based in the “Port Coogee” and “South Beach” precincts
have been very diligent and thorough in preparing their joint
submission.

Both organisations actively sought the support of all residents through a
traditional hard copy petition and online survey. They also solicited the
assistance of local businesses to provide written letters in favour of their
submission, as well as encouraging locally based community
organisations to do the same.

Of some note is that written communication has also been received
from 8 significant land holders in the area (including Development WA)
in support of the proposal.

The case provided by both organisations is logical and rational when
viewed independently, and conforms to many of the principles
contained in the GNC Guidelines.
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The personal signatures of 1356 individuals and 27 businesses located
in “Port Coogee” and 951 individuals and 12 businesses located in
“South Beach” have been received by the City. These figures have
been carefully verified by City of Cockburn officers for authenticity,
following which 1,150 from the Port Coogee area and 796 from the
South Beach area have been validated.

This represents an estimated combined support rate of approximately
75% of North Coogee residents and ratepayers, when matched against
records the City's records. This bears testimony to the passion held by
both communities in support of their cause, as well as demonstrating
the highly commendable commitment of the organisers.

Their approach to this exercise has been professional, engaging and
cooperative at all times. This has resulted in the preparation of a very
well-considered document and presents a very plausible case in
support of the submission.

Summary and Conclusions

The information presented in this report is purposely designed to
separate the personal views of the community from the professional
position of those who assess the overall interest of the City of
Cockburn.

Accordingly, it is apparent that these views conflict in certain areas of
critical importance, when considering whether the proposal should be
recommended for support, or otherwise.

On the case “for” the Council supporting the submission is the
compelling information put by both community organisations, all of
which is provided with genuine intent and detail.

On the other hand, the case “against”, as provided by professional and
senior officers of the City, focuses on the strategic, longer term
development of the total North Coogee land holdings and encourages
the Council decision to do the same.

In weighing up the benefits of a short term outcome, which will provide
two predominantly residential precincts, with a solution which will
resolve the perceived disconnect between the respective areas, against
the position which was adopted by Council in 2005 as a longer term
outcome to fulfil the strategic direction of developing the entire
“Cockburn Coast’, it is considered important to view this matter in
alignment with the Council’s adopted Strategic Planning documents.
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Council has in the past adopted individual Structure Plans for each of
the following Precincts within the locality of North Coogee.
e South Beach Village

e Port Coogee Activity Node
e Emplacement
e Robb Jetty

The District Structure Plan, shown at Attachment 3, which guides
development for the Cockburn Coast area, notes that both South Beach
and Port Coogee are separate residential areas within the greater
planning regime.

This is important as it identifies that both these areas are technically
adjacent to the development, while being considered as necessary
components which complement the overall concept.

With this in mind, there is an inclination to consider that the
development infill which will eventuate in line with Structure Planning for
the Cockburn Coast will result in connectivity between the two distinct
urban areas and the Precinct developments which will follow in due
course.

Such an outcome clearly aligns with the intent of the City of Cockburn in
2005 when it established the capacity of a single locality to
accommodate the overall land usage requirements into the future.

Accordingly, given the likelihood that the ultimate development plan for
the “Cockburn Coast” will result in the accomplishment of the City’s long
term vision for this important land holding, it is not seen as a desirable
outcome to divide what is currently a logical locality boundary for North
Coogee to create two new suburbs which, while satisfying the current
residents of these areas, will present issues for the City, and the
Council, in the future.

Strategic Plans/Policy Implications
Local Economy

A sustainable and diverse local economy that attracts increased
investment and provides local employment.

* Plan for and facilitate opportunities for local business (including home
business and sole traders), local activity centres and industry to thrive.

City Growth and Moving Around

A growing City that is easy to move around and provides great places
to live.

* Plan to provide residents with great places to live, activated social
connections and high quality open spaces.
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Listening and Leading

A community focused, sustainable, accountable and progressive
organisation.

* Ensure good governance through transparent and accountable,
planning, processes, reporting, policy and decision making.
Budget/Financial Implications

N/A

Legal Implications

The Policies and Standards for Geographic Naming in WA Guidelines
refer.

Community Consultation

The engagement on this process was undertaken by the Port Coogee
Community Association and South Beach Community Group.

These organisations undertook a comprehensive program of
consultation with their respective communities, which involved
individual petitioning and receiving written support from a number of
stakeholders within and outside the North Coogee locality.

The number of verifiable signatures in favour of the proposal from the
current suburb and received with the submission is estimated to
represent a rate of 75% of the affected community. This is considered
to be “strong community support” as required by the GNC Guidelines.
Risk Management Implications

There is a “High” level of “Reputation / Brand” Risk and a “Moderate”
level of “Compliance” Risk associated with this item

Advice to Proponents/Submitters

The proponents have been advised that this matter is to be considered
at the 13 May 2021 Ordinary Council Meeting.

Implications of Section 3.18(3) Local Government Act 1995

Nil
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Attachment 1~ The Petition pro forma

PETITION
Name Change North Coogee

To: Chief Executive Officer
City of Cockburn

We, the undersigned electors or ratepayers in North Coogee, request that Council
supports the renaming of the existing suburb of North Coogee to “South Beach” to the
north and “Port Coogee” to the south of McTaggart Cove (as shown on the map over page)
for the following reasons-

Community feedback has consistently demonstrated problems with way-finding and a lack of geographical
or historical identity with the existing locality name of “North Coogee”. The names “South Beach” and “Port
Coogee” are in common use and have been used for many years to describe the location of two distinct
coastal communities. These communities are physically divided by the CY O'Connor Reserve, the Cockburn
Coast Oval and the Power Station Precinct and will remain so into the future.

Residents and businesses in the “South Beach” area identify strongly with historic South Beach, which
geographically defines the entire western border of the area. The beachfront within City of Cockburn is a
heritage listed site named “South Beach” (Category 1 = Exceptional Significance). This and other heritage
sites honour the extensive industrial, military and horse training history of the area. The CY O'Connor Statue
and Seven Riders Memorial further commemorate horse training which continues on South Beach Horse
Exercise Area to this day. The similarity between “Port Coogee” and “North Coogee” causes confusion for
South Beach residents, visitors and businesses.

Residents and businesses in the “Port Coogee” area identify strongly with the Port Coogee Marina and
the Coogee Maritime Trail. The Port Coogee Marina is geographically significant and is a public port of call
for the Water Police, Sea Rescue and Fisheries Department. Itis named “Port Coogee” on national maritime
maps in use today. Sitting adjacent to the historic Owen and Beagle Anchorages, historical documents refer
to the area as a “port” and there are many protected shipwreck sites lying off the shores. Many local
businesses find it easier to define their location as “Port Coogee” to avoid confusion with North Coogee

South Beach area.

The South Beach Community Group (SBCG) and the Port Coogee Community Association (PCCA) have
initiated this petition on behalf of the community. Please return the Petition to the Associations. See details

aver page.

If you agree to the above proposal and are 18 years and over, are ratepayers at North
Coogee or on the electoral role for North Coogee please sign below.

[ Name (please PRINT) Address - North Coogee Signature |
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Attachment 2 — The Information Sheet

J
/""ﬂ'
PORTCOOGEE

community association

information Sheet

Changing our Suburb name
from North Coogee to South Beach and Port Coogee

The South Beach Community Group and
Port Coogee Community Association are
working together on a proposal to rename
the suburb of “North Coogee”. This will lead
to the creation of two new suburbs called
“South Beach” to the north and “Port
Coogee” to the south.

What does it take to change the name?

¢ A Petition must be initiated and signatures
collected from within the community. The
South Beach Community Group and the Port
Coogee Community Group have jointly
initiated this petition.

» A significant majority of our community must
support and sign the Petition. 90% is
considered a strong representation.

*  Gaining City of Cockburn support. SBCG and
PCCA are working closely with the City and
will present the Petition to the City along with a
written submission outlining the case. The City
will check all signatures and contact those
people missing from our submission.

*  Council Members of The City of Cockburn will
vote on the submission at an Ordinary Council
Meeting.

*  The City of Cockburn will then present the
case to the Geographical Names Committee
(GNC). The GNC, based at Landgate, has the
responsibility of collecting, approving and
registering place names in Western Australia.
The GNC will make the final decision. To read
about the GNC's policy for approval go to —

hitps://mwwwO0.landgate.wa.gov.au/maps-and-

imagery/wa-geographic-names/geographic-
names-committee

Where would the new boundary be located?

Why change the name “North Coogee”?

Community feedback has consistently
demonstrated problems with way-finding and a
lack of geographical or historical identity with the
existing locality name of “North Coogee”. The
names “South Beach” and “Port Coogee” are in
common use and have been used for many years
to describe the location of two distinct coastal
communities. These communities are physically
divided by the CY O'Connor Reserve, the
Cockburn Coast Oval and the Power Station
Precinct and will remain so into the future.

Residents and businesses in the “South Beach”
area identify strongly with historic South Beach,
which geographically defines the entire western
border of the area. The beachfront within City of
Cockburn is a heritage listed site named "South
Beach” (Category 1 = Exceptional Significance).
This and other heritage sites honour the extensive
industrial, military and horse training history of the
area. The CY O'Connor Statue and Seven Riders
Memorial further commemorate horse training which
continues on South Beach Horse Exercise Area to
this day. The similarity between “Port Coogee” and
“North Coogee” causes confusion for South Beach
residents, visitors and businesses.

Residents and businesses in the “Port Coogee”
area identify strongly with the Port Coogee Marina
and the Coogee Maritme Trail. The Port Coogee
Marina is geographically significant and is a public
port of call for the Water Police, Sea Rescue and
Fisheries Department. It is named “Port Coogee” on
national maritime maps in use today. Sitting
adjacent to the historic Owen and Beagle
Anchorages, historical documents refer to the area
as a “port” and there are many protected shipwreck
sites lying off the shores. Many local businesses find
it easier to define their location as “Port Coogee” to
avoid confusion with North Coogee South Beach
area.

The present suburb of North Coogee would be
divided at McTaggart Cove between the Power

20
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South Fremantle

Proposed
South New Suburbs
Estate South Beach
and Port Coogee
lﬂr within the
City of Cockburn

Shoreline
Estate

South Beach
Horse Exercise |

hianning
Park

Proposed
Port Coogee,

N*Marlna

Omeo
Dive Trail

How to return your signed Petition

As the initiators of the Petition SBCG and PCCA will jointly present all petitions to the City of Cockburn with
a written submission on behalf of the community. Please take care to ensure that your petition is legible.

I ___SouthBeacharea | PortCoogeearea |
To a Committee Member or Drop Boxes at
« Blooms the Chemist

* The Australian Brewhouse

{ By Hand | To a Committee Member or Drop Boxes at
+ Bistro 21

I

|

|

!

| ©RosemaryLink i
|

|

I

T

1

| PO Box 7173, Spearwood, WA 6163

Qetmons Qortooogeetz@gmall com

By Post | PO Box 892 South Fremantle, WA 6162

By Emall soumbeammmmumm@hotmall com

rMt::re h :
fInffo |  www.southbeachcommunitycom | ~ www.portcoogeeca.com
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The case for renaming South Beach and Shoreline Estates to "South Beach”

“South Beach™ more accurately describes where our residents live, work, play and meet
»  Our community survey found that the name "North Coogee" creates confusion for residents,
businesses and visitors to our area, being the single most important reason justifying a name
change.

» The name "South Beach” is already in common use within our community and beyond.

* The unique coastal lifestyle of South Beach is key to the identity and lifestyle of our
community

* Historically, our area has been known as "South Beach" since the early 1800's, with “North
Coogee” being only recently been applied (2005).

¢ The beach immediately adjacent to our community is a Category 1 listed (=exceptional
significance) heritage site officially named "South Beach”, representing the highest grade of
heritage listing for City of Cockburn historical sites.

Historical South Beach is also known as “South Beach Horse Exercise Area”, honouring the
first horse race in WA (1833), the extensive history of horse training, CY O'Connor’s death
and its continued use by the horse-riding community to this day.

» The beautiful coastline of South Beach is the most dominant geographical feature in our area,
defining the entire eastern border of our area.

« The Coogee lake, from which the name “North Coogee” is derived, lies over 4.5km away from
the nearest point in our area (McTaggart Cove).

« The portion of South Beach adjacent to our community is longer and holds a higher
significance of heritage listing than the portion within South Fremantle (Level 2 as per City of

Fremantle).

¢ The "South Beach Battery (Remains)” is another heritage listed site that directly overlooks the
South Beach and Shoreline Estates,

CY O’Connor Beach was originally known as “South Beach” as described as such in the CY
O'Connor Statue heritage listing. .

» Similarity between the names "North Coogee" and "Port Coogee" exacerbates confusion
about the actual location of the South Beach and Shoreline Estates.

» The Perth metropolitan area already has suburbs named “North Beach” and City Beach”,
therefore “South Beach” would be appropriate given our location relative to the city centre.

s There are no other suburbs in Australia named “South Beach”.
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PORTCOOGEE

community association

The case for renaming Port Coogee and Power Station Precinct from
North Coogee to Port Coogee

The name “Port Coogee” is already in common use and reflects important maritime history.

The "Port Coogee” community is well established with a clearly defined boundary strongly
separated from the Shoreline and South Beach Estates.

The public marina is geographically significant to all Western Australians. The Marina’s
proposed expansion will likely solidify this identity further into the future.

The Port Coogee community has a strong sense of identity linked to their location represented
by the marina and maritime history.

The Port Coogee area sits adjacent to the shores of Owen Anchorage, Beagle Anchorage and
Cockburn Sound. This area was historically viewed as a “port related site” and used since
European settlement as an “anchorage and landing place”.

Historical documents registering many of the shipwrecks in the area list the anchorage as the
“port” they were originally entering or leaving. Three shipwrecks lie off the shores of Port
Coogee and are protected under shipwreck legislation.

The only refuelling jetty between Fremantle and Rockingham is located in the Port Coogee
Marina making it a significant port of call and important that it be noted on mapping. It is a public
port of call used by maritime services including the Water Police, Sea Rescue and Fisheries

Department.
National Maritime maps in use today identify the area as “Port Coogee".

Residents find the North Coogee name confusing when dealing with tradesmen, emergency
workers and visitors, It necessitates advising them the full address plus the rider “at Port
Coogee".Google maps, widely used for navigation, identifies the area as Port Coogee.

Businesses have found the North Coogee name problematic and already use Port Coogee in
their name or publicity material to clarify their location.

The award-winning Omeo Wreck and Maritime Dive Trail further strengthens the maritime
identity. This is widely known to be “at Port Coogee”.

The Power Station precinct is closely connected to Port Coogee community by its proximity and
its beach which is well used by Port Coogee residents.

The Cockburn Coast Master Plan identifies future development of the Power Station precinct
commencing from the South contiguous with Port Coogee. This development will remain
separated from the northern residential area by CY O'Connor reserve and the Cockburn Coast
Oval. ltis better aligned with Port Coogee creating an area and future population of sufficient
size to be a considered a suburb in its own right under the GNC policy guidelines.

There is no other suburb in Australia named Port Coogee. It is unique.
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MINUTES OF GRANTS AND DONATIONS COMMITTEE MEETING -
20 APRIL 2021

Author(s) K Jamieson

Attachments 1. Minutes of Grants and Donations Committee
Meeting 20 April 2021 §

RECOMMENDATION
That Council:

(1) RECEIVES the Minutes of the Grants and Donations Committee
Meeting held on Tuesday, 20 April 2021; and

(2) ADOPTS the recommendations contained therein.

Background

The Grants and Donations Committee conducted a meeting on 20 April
2021. The Minutes of the meeting are required to be presented for
adoption by a resolution of Council.

Submission
N/A

Report

The Committee recommendations are now presented for consideration
by Council and if accepted, are endorsed as the decisions of Council.

Any Elected Member may withdraw any item from the Committee
meeting for discussion and propose an alternative recommendation for
Council consideration. Any such items will be dealt with separately, as
provided for in Council’'s Standing Orders.

Council approved a budget for Grants and Donations for 2020/21 of
$1,455,000, to be distributed as grants, donations, sponsorship and
subsidies.

The Grants and Donations Committee is empowered to recommend to
Council how these funds should be distributed.

At its meeting of 21 July 2020, the Committee recommended a range of
allocations of grants, donations and sponsorships, which were duly
adopted by Council on 13 August 2020.

Following the September 2020 round of grants, donations and
sponsorship funding opportunities, the Committee, at its meeting of 20
October 2020, recommended a revised range of allocations which were
duly adopted by Council on 12 November 2020.

The March 2021 round of grants, donations and sponsorship funding
opportunities has now closed and the Committee, at its meeting of 20
April 2021, considered revised allocations for the grants and donations
budget, as well as the following applications for donations and
sponsorship.
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The donations recommended to Council are as follows:

Applicant

Requested
Amount

Recommended
Amount

Friends of the Community

Comment: In line with similar sized
organisations and reach of services

$4,790

$4,000

The Hub 6163

Comment: A large portion of income
is already provided through grants
and donations from the City and there
is insufficient demonstration of
additional benefits to disadvantaged
people by increasing funding

$10,000

$6,000

Second Harvest Australia
Comment: As requested

$20,000

$20,000

Black Swan Health
Comment: As requested

$20,000

$20,000

Anglicare WA (Y-Shac)
Comment: This service is already
receiving recurrent operational
funding from the Government.

$20,000

$0

Imagined Futures (formerly South
West Metropolitan Partnership
Forum)

Comment: As requested

$15,000

$15,000

YouthCARE
Comment: As requested

$3,000

$3,000

The sponsorships recommended by the Committee are as follows:

Applicant Requested | Recommended
P Amount Amount

Business Foundations

Comment: Request for increased

funding is unsubstantiated based on $20,000 $15,000

level of services to be provided and

was increased by $5,000 last year

Spinnaker Health Research

Foundation $15,000 $15,000

Comment: As requested

Curtin University

Comment: As requested $6,500 $6,500
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Strategic Plans/Policy Implications
Community, Lifestyle and Security

A vibrant healthy, safe, inclusive and connected community.

* Provide a diverse range of accessible, inclusive and targeted
community services, recreation programs, events and cultural activities
that enrich our community.

* Foster local community identity and connection through social
inclusion, community development, and volunteering opportunities.

Listening and Leading

A community focused, sustainable, accountable and progressive
organisation.

* Ensure good governance through transparent and accountable,
planning, processes, reporting, policy and decision making.

Budget/Financial Implications

Council approved a budget for Grants and Donations for 2020/21 of
$1,455,000. Following is a summary of the proposed grants, donations
and sponsorship allocations.

Summary of Proposed Allocations

Committed/Contractual Donations $426,127
Donations $170,125
Sponsorship $68,000
Specific Grant Programs $790,748
Total $1,455,000

Legal Implications
N/A

Community Consultation

In the lead up to the March 2021 round, grants, donations and
sponsorship funding opportunities were promoted through the local
media and Council networks. The promotional campaign has
comprised:

. Three advertisements in the Cockburn Gazette on 18 February, 4
March, and 18 March 2021.

o City of Cockburn Facebook promotional posts on 15 and 21
February 2021.

o Promotion to community groups through the Community
Development Service Unit email networks, contacts and
community group meetings.
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o Attendance and presentation at the Community Development
‘Schools Sundowner’ event on 24 February 2021.

o Attendance and presentation at the ‘Successfully Write Grants and
Acquittals’ workshop for community groups and not-for-profit
organisations on 3 March 2021.

o Additional advertising through Community Development
promotional channels.

o Internal promotion of re-formatted funding landing page on City of
Cockburn website.

o Information available on the City of Cockburn website.

o Email banner on outgoing City of Cockburn emails from 8 March
2021.

o Reminder email sent to previous and regular applicants, and
people who made enquiries during the application period.

Risk Management Implications

The Council allocates a significant amount of money to support
individuals and groups through a range of funding programs. There are
clear guidelines and criteria established to ensure that Council’s intent
for the allocation of funds are met.

To ensure the integrity of the process there is an acquittal process for
individuals and groups to ensure funds are used for the purpose they
have been allocated.

The reputation of the City of Cockburn could be seriously compromised
should funds allocated to individuals or groups who did not meet the
criteria and guidelines and or did not use the funds for the purposes
they were provided. Adherence to these requirements is essential.

Advice to Proponents/Submitters

Applicants have been advised that this matter is to be considered at the
13 May 2021 Ordinary Council Meeting.

Implications of Section 3.18(3) Local Government Act 1995

Nil
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City of
Cockburn

wetlands to waves

City of Cockburn
Grants & Donations Committee
Minutes

For Tuesday, 20 April 2021

These Minutes are subject to confirmation

Presiding Member’s signature

Date: 20 July 2021
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GAD 20/04/2021

CITY OF COCKBURN

SUMMARY OF MINUTES OF THE GRANTS & DONATIONS COMMITTEE
MEETING HELD ON TUESDAY, 20 APRIL 2021 AT 6.00PM

Page
. DECLARATION OF MEETING ...ttt 3
2, APPOINTMENT OF PRESIDING MEMBER (IF REQUIRED).........ccocciiieiieiieene, 3
ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF RECEIPT OF WRITTEN DECLARATIONS OF
FINANCIAL INTERESTS AND CONFLICT OF INTEREST (BY PRESIDING
MEIMBER) ...ttt ettt ettt 3
4. APOLOGIES & LEAVE OF ABSENCE ........ooiiiiii et 4
CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES .. ..ot reaaes 4
51  (2021/MINUTE NO 0001) MINUTES OF THE GRANTS &
DONATIONS COMMITTEE MEETING - 20/10/2020 .......cooeieeiieeieeee e eeeeeeas 4
6. (] =] O I L 1 PP UTPTPTUPTRPPRPTRPN 4
BUSINESS LEFT OVER FROM PREVIOUS MEETING (IF ADJOURNED,)................ 4
DECLARATION BY MEMBERS WHO HAVE NOT GIVEN DUE
CONSIDERATION TO MATTERS CONTAINED IN THE BUSINESS PAPER
PRESENTED BEFORE THE MEETING .......coiiiiiiiieiiiiie e 4
9. COUNCIL MATTERS ... et 5
8.1  (2021/MINUTE NO 0002) GRANTS AND DONATIONS COMMITTEE
RECOMMENDED ALLOCATIONS 2020721 ...ooiiiiieciiie e 5
10. NEW BUSINESS OF AN URGENT NATURE INTRODUCED BY MEMBERS
O R O R  E R S L. e ettt et 36
11. MATTERS TO BE NOTED FOR INVESTIGATION, WITHOUT DEBATE.................. 36
12, CLOSURE OF MEETING ......cooiiiitiiiiie sttt eeee s ene s eaeene e sre e enanneenes 36
2 of 36

Document 563@:@648&29

Version: 1, Version Date: 07/05/2021



OCM 13/05/2021 ltem 13.3 Attachment 1

GAD 20/04/2021

CITY OF COCKBURN

MINUTES OF GRANTS & DONATIONS COMMITTEE
HELD ON TUESDAY, 20 APRIL 2021 AT 6.00PM

PRESENT:

ELECTED MEMBERS

Mr L Howlett - Mayor (Presiding Member)
Ms P Corke - Councillor
Mr P Eva - Councillor
Mr T Widenbar - Councillor

IN ATTENDANCE

Mr T Brun - Chief Executive Officer

Ms K Jamieson - Head of Community Development
Ms M Bolland - Grants and Research Coordinator
Ms B Miller - Grants and Research Officer

1. DECLARATION OF MEETING
The Presiding Member declared the meeting open at 6:26pm.
“Kaya, Wanju Wadjuk Budjar” which means “Hello, Welcome to Wadjuk Land”

The Presiding Member acknowledged the Nyungar People who are the
traditional custodians of the land on which the meeting is being held and pay
respect to the Elders of the Nyungar Nation, both past and present and extend
that respect to Indigenous Australians who are with us tonight.

2. APPOINTMENT OF PRESIDING MEMBER (IF REQUIRED)
Nil

3. ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF RECEIPT OF WRITTEN
DECLARATIONS OF FINANCIAL INTERESTS AND CONFLICT
OF INTEREST (BY PRESIDING MEMBER)

Cr Phoebe Corke - Impartiality Interest Item 9.1
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GAD 20/04/2021

4. APOLOGIES & LEAVE OF ABSENCE

Cr Lee-Anne Smith - Apology
5. CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES

5.1 (2021/MINUTE NO 0001) MINUTES OF THE GRANTS &
DONATIONS COMMITTEE MEETING - 20/10/2020

RECOMMENDATION

That Committee confirms the Minutes of the Grants & Donations
Committee Meeting held on Tuesday, 20 October 2020 as a true and
accurate record.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION
MOVED Cr P Eva SECONDED Cr P Corke

That the recommendation be adopted.

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 4/0

6. DEPUTATIONS
Nil

7. BUSINESS LEFT OVER FROM PREVIOUS MEETING (IF
ADJOURNED)
Nil

8. DECLARATION BY MEMBERS WHO HAVE NOT GIVEN DUE

CONSIDERATION TO MATTERS CONTAINED IN THE
BUSINESS PAPER PRESENTED BEFORE THE MEETING

Nil
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GAD 20/04/2021

9. COUNCIL MATTERS

Declaration of Interest

The Presiding Member advised the meeting he had received a Declaration of
Impartiality Interest from Councillor Phoebe Corke in relation to Item 9.1,
pursuant to Regulation 22 Local Government (Model Code of Conduct)
Regulations 2021.

The nature of the interest being that Councillor Corke is the Chair of the
Hamilton Hill Community Group and wrote a letter of support for The Hub 6163
donation application.

9.1

(2021/MINUTE NO 0002) GRANTS AND DONATIONS
COMMITTEE RECOMMENDED ALLOCATIONS 2020/21

Author(s) K Jamieson

Attachments 1. Grants, Donations, Sponsorship Recommended
Allocations Budget 2020/21 1

RECOMMENDATION
That Council adopts the revised grants, donations and sponsorship
allocations for 2020/21 as attached to the agenda.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION
MOVED Cr T Widenbar SECONDED Cr P Corke

That the recommendation be adopted.

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 4/0

Background

Council approved a budget for Grants and Donations for 2020/21 of
$1,455,000. The Grants and Donations Committee is empowered to
recommend to Council how these funds are to be distributed.

At its meeting of 21 July 2020, the Committee recommended a range of
allocations of grants, donations and sponsorships, which were duly
adopted by Council on 13 August 2020.

Following the September 2020 round of grants, donations and
sponsorship funding opportunities, the Committee, at its meeting of 20
October 2020, recommended a revised range of allocations which were
duly adopted by Council on 12 November 2020.
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The March funding round was advertised to close on 26 March 2021. A
total of 54 applications were received including 19 applications for
Community Grants, 13 applications for Sustainability Grants, eight for
Environmental Education for Schools Grants and four applications for
Cultural Grants; which are being reviewed under the delegated
authority of the Manager Community Development. The remainder
include seven applications for Donations and three applications for
Sponsorship to be considered by the Committee.

Submission
N/A
Report

In the summary of Grants, Donations and Sponsorship Recommended
Allocations Budget 2020/21, attached to the agenda, there are the
following items for the Committee to consider:

e Seven applications for donations (shaded yellow)

o Three applications for sponsorship (shaded yellow) and one
adjustment (shaded blue)

o Five proposed adjustments to grant program funding allocations
(shaded blue).

The applications for donations and sponsorship are described in brief
below, followed by the proposed adjustments to grant program funding
allocations.

COMMITTED AND CONTRACTUAL FUNDING

As can be seen in the attachment, a number of donations are deemed
to be committed by legal agreements, such as leases, or by Council
decision.

There are no proposed adjustments to the commitments for the
2020/21 financial year.

The total proposed for committed/contractual donations for
2020/21 is $426,127.

DONATIONS
The proposed total for donations for 2020/21 is $170,125.

Following are the latest round of donation application summaries for
consideration.
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Item 9.1 GAD 20/04/2021

Applicant: Friends of the Community

Requested: $4,790

Recommended: $4,000

Friends of the Community (FOC) are a not-for-profit group made up
entirely of volunteers, of which there are currently 40 registered. The
group raises funds through a variety of activities, predominantly by
sales of food, drinks and equipment hire, with profits and fundraising all
returned to the community through donations.

The group has a small food van which sells sandwiches, tea and coffee,
ice creams and cool drinks; however their main source of income
comes from running sausage sizzles. They introduced a Living Healthy
project and now sell lighter, healthier snacks and meals too. They also
have some equipment and resources available to community groups for
hire, and they manage the community trailer for the City of Cockburn.

FOC attends 37 to 42 events per annum, with many throughout the City
of Cockburn and for other organisations, councils, P&Cs, Healthy
Lifestyle, Repair Cafe, Coogee Surf Life Saving Club to list a few.

The group provides assistance to the community, as follows:

o Homelessness: Assistance with food, clothing and referral to
appropriate government bodies, currently assisting three families.

e Student assistance: Provision of up to three $1,000 scholarships.
Since 2013 have provided a total of 25 scholarships to a total of
$25,000. In 2021, a new scholarship program will start with
Hammond College of two per annum at $1,000 each or four at $500
as per request.

¢ Modalities for better health with support to people in sports or
recreation groups by providing $1,900 for fees, uniforms, kit bags.

e Supporting local P&Cs and other smaller groups with a one- off
donation to increase membership.

o Partnerships and referrals with other organisations: On average this
is 182 referrals requesting assistance by individuals or other
organisations.

* Volunteering: Offer opportunity for wide cross section of people,
including students, to volunteer with the organisation to gain
experience, skills and formal qualification certificates. Since 2006
the organisation has contributed approximately 20,000 hours of
service (or to the value of $890,000).

The group report that they have provided over $170,000 in funding to
worthy organisations such as Cancer Council WA, Heart Association
WA, Starlight Children Foundation, St Pats and local groups Beeliar
Soccer, Coolbellup Early Learning Centre and Yangebup Family
Centre. Some previous project support also includes rebuilding the
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Jandakot Old School kitchen, provision of school books, shoes,
uniforms and sports uniforms to the value of $1,600, and purchase of
wheelchairs and assisted mobility equipment to support individuals and
organisations.

FOC have previously received the following community grants (for
specific projects) and donations from the City:

2020, September $3,000 (COVID-19 Recovery Grant)
2020, March $3,660 (Community Grant)

2018, September $2,000 (Donation)

2018, March $2,000 (Donation)

2017, March $2,000 (Donation)

2015, March $5,000 (Community Grant)

2014, March $2,000 (Donation)

2013, March $2,160 (Donation)

2011, September $1,300 (Community Grant)

2010, March $1,799 (Community Grant)

2007, March $4,000 (Community Grant)

The organisation will use the donation as a contribution towards running
the office, internet, telephone and mobile, including insurances and
licenses, which cost over $9,200 annually. There is also the
requirement for servicing and maintenance, and an allocation to a
renewal program for vehicles, food vans and computers.

The group report that since the COVID-19 pandemic hit, they have
experienced increased demand for services, for around 200 people,
ranging from assistance with transport to medical appointments for
cancer treatment, mental health appointments, food parcels and some
bill paying assistance. However, service costs have increased and their
income decreased due to COVID-19 related cancellation of events.

FOC have not received a donation towards operating costs since
September 2018, and have only applied for grants related to specific
projects and not running costs for the organisation.

The City's various residents associations support the group, and often
draw on them for event food services and hire of equipment as do many
other community groups, sporting clubs and schools who benefit from
the assistance offered. Letters of support have been provided by
Semple Property Group and Australian Navy Cadets Cockburn.

Recommendation:

The application scored 13/18 and the group has requested a donation
of $4,790 towards operating and admin costs to allow them to provide
the maximum amount of their fundraising back to the community. This is
a small but very active group in the community who are well supported
through financial and in-kind support from the City. It is recommended
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to support this application for $4,000 in line with similar sized
organisations and reach of services.

Applicant: The Hub 6163

Requested: $10.000

Recommended: $6.,000

The vision of the Hamilton Hill Community Hub has, at its heart, the

intent to foster a culture that facilitates and nurtures:

¢ A physical space where people of all ages and walks of life can
come together to learn about themselves and each other in ways
that create resilient and inclusive community.

¢ A network of community connections characterised by respectful
relationships, clear communication, and simple acts of reciprocal
kindness.

¢ Ways of ‘doing things together’ that raise awareness of ecological
and social sustainability, allows difference to thrive, and helps our
community meet future challenges.

Operating since July 2018, these objectives are achieved through
providing low cost workshops and activities (both Hub run and privately
run) and a space to hire for the community. It endeavours to connect
members of the community with each other by providing space for
these activities that contribute to an individual's mental and physical
wellbeing. These range in regular activities such as choir, textile
workshops, yoga and meditation to meet these needs.

The Hub also provide a regular meeting place for groups such as
Alcoholics Anonymous (AA) and local groups such as the Cockburn
Community Wildlife Corridor (CCWC) and the Hamilton Hill Community
Group (HHCG), music bands or choir, and wellness groups including
yoga who have a limited choice of venues for regular meetings. In
addition, a playgroup operates twice a week providing a much needed
service for parents.

The Hub generates its income by providing a managed venue for a
range of activities that benefit the local community. The Hub's regular
(40 weeks/year) class/workshop and meeting attendance amounts to a
total of 140 people per week. In addition, one-off or casual events have
brought an extra 375 people over the last 12 months who have used the
Hub's facilities. The group report that just over 60% of participants live
in Hamilton Hill while another 30% live in nearby suburbs such as
Coolbellup, Spearwood and Bibra Lake.

The Hub 6163 Facebook page currently has 1,400 members, which has
doubled in the last 12 months and is also indicative of their outreach.
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They actively pursue activities and groups that fit in with the ethos of

trying to address social isolation by:

* enabling local residents to form connections with others who have
similar interests and skills

e supporting people with mental and physical issues

o providing low cost physical health workshops for people who cannot
afford more costly options

¢ having a safe space for people to informally share their current life
concerns through a social setting orientated around an activity

* providing a low cost venue for people to practise hobbies and arts
based activities

Testimonials from centre users and support letters have been provided
by Cockburn Community Wildlife Corridor, Hubbub, Hamilton Hill
Community Group, Alcoholics Anonymous, Slow Jam and South
Fremantle Writers Group.

They are seeking a donation towards operational costs associated with
the Hub allowing them to continuing providing the current services and
improve on efficiency by retaining and increasing the volunteer base,
keeping the building neat and organised for activities to take place, as
well as keeping the price of workshops low. This includes having a
regular cleaner and effective administration (both software and a
dedicated worker) and effective, broad-reaching advertising. The
applicant advises this will mean that the hub volunteers will be able to
concentrate on alternative tasks.

The group states that the communication, financial administration,
cleaning and maintenance of the Hub requires more than one full-time
worker and much of the work is carried out by unpaid volunteers. A paid
contribution to the tasks performed reduces the stress on workers at the
Hub and creates the possibility of timely and dependable
communication and book-keeping tasks. They also state the current
funding of $5,000 is not sufficient to allow continuation of current
activities.

The Hub has previously received the following funding from the City:

2020, September $3,055 (COVID-19 Recovery Grant)
2020, June $4,485 (COVID-19 Response Grant)
2020, March $4,900 (Donation)

2019, September $4,991.72 (Community Grant)

Recommendation:

The application received a score of 14/18 and the group provides
ongoing benefits and assistance to the vulnerable and disadvantaged in
the community with a range of services. The proposed funding will
provide approximately 25-30% of the total income generated by the
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hub. Whilst the Hub does provide a service within the immediate
catchment, there is insufficient demonstration of additional benefits to
disadvantaged people by increasing funding. A large portion of income
is already provided through grants and donations from the City. It is
recommended to support a donation of $6,000 in line with their growth
in centre users, which is also attributable to COVID-19 grant-funded

activities.
Applicant: Second Harvest Australia
Requested: $20,000

Recommended: $20,000

Second Harvest Australia is a self-funded, not-for-profit organisation
with a 38-year heritage. The objective of Second Harvest is to relieve
hardship in the community, which is achieved by:

¢ Emergency food relief to families and individuals in the Cockburn
area and dispensing mother and baby hampers to Fiona Stanley
Hospital. This also includes Christmas hampers to the wider
community.

* The community food centre providing low cost food, free fruit, bread
and vegetables, tea and coffee, and provision to purchase low
priced clothing, shoes, furniture and household items (previously
facilitated through the Opportunity Shop).

e Delivery of fruit and bakery products to Southwell Primary School
daily and sourcing and donation of books and other consumables.

Furthermore, by providing:

» Opportunities for volunteers to engage and assist with others in their
community.

o Work for the Dole, community youth programs and advocacy.

¢ Support and connecting with other not-for-profit groups in Cockburn
such as being a host site for the Freo Street Doctor to attend every
Thursday.

Emergency Relief (ER) is a vetted process whereby individuals and
families experiencing financial hardship are provided with food hampers
to feed themselves for 3-4 days with basic nutritious food lines. In
further support of its emergency relief strategy, Second Harvest also
delivers bread and fruit regularly to Southwell Primary School for
children who are attending school without breakfast or lunch. The
community centre supports these programs but also provides a safe,
non-threatening environment for people to connect with others and an
avenue for volunteering. As volunteers are becoming harder to engage,
Second Harvest partners with Work for the Dole agencies and has
assisted individuals in returning to paid employment.
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Since the previous donation in March 2020, Second Harvest has

reported an increase in services and the number of families and

individuals who directly benefitted from their work, including:

* 180 recipients of mother and baby hampers delivered to Fiona
Stanley Hospital (previously 100)

o 80 recipients of Christmas hampers distributed within Cockburn

o An average of 240 people who access the Food Centre weekly,
which represents 9,600 people based on 40 weeks.

¢ Atotal of 11,770 individuals assisted.

Second Harvest has received the following funding from the City to
assist with their ongoing costs:

2020, June $3,000 (COVID-19 Response Grant)

2020, March $20,000 (Donation)

2019, March $18,000 (Donation)

2018, March $18,000 (Donation)

2017, March $18,000 (Donation)

2016, March $16,000 (Donation)

2015, March $14,000 (Donation)

2014, March $12,000 (Donation)

2013, March $10,000 (Donation)

2012, March $8,850 (Community Grant for fridge and freezer)

Second Harvest is also supported by Lotterywest, ATCO Gas,
Commonwealth Bank Spearwood and Gateways, FinanceCorp, Fiona
Stanley Hospital, Coogee Deli, Mooba, Fremantle Street Doctor, Great
Life Church, Woolworths Gateways and Southwell Primary School.

Unfortunately due to COVID, future staffing, anti-social behaviour being
experienced at the site and operating at a loss, the Op Shop store
closed in September 2020, however the organisation still run an ‘Op
Shop’ within the community centre that offers the same provisions on a
smaller scale.

Second Harvest report that they continue to run an emergency relief
program which has seen higher numbers since government assistance
has reduced and now finished. According to the Department of Social
Services (2021), Hamilton Hill (the primary client base) recorded a 60%
increase in the percentage of the 15-64 age population who are
registered for JobSeeker. At the time of writing, 13.5% of residents
subsist on the fortnightly payment whilst Western Australia as a whole
record less than 6%.

Recommendation:

The application received a score of 17/18 and provides ongoing direct
benefits and assistance to the vulnerable and disadvantaged in the
community with a range of services in emergency relief, access to food
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and clothing at reduced prices, work programs and advocacy. The
group have requested the maximum available donation of $20,000; and
it is recommended to support the organisation with a donation of
$18,000, plus an additional $2,000 contribution due to increased
demand for services whilst government COVID support payments are
being reduced and ceased.

Applicant: Black Swan Health

Requested: $20.000

Recommended: $20.000

Black Swan Health's primary objective is to achieve the best possible
primary health, mental health and social welfare outcomes for the
community as a whole, and for individuals who require care and
support. This is achieved by delivering services including, but not
limited to:

¢ Freo Street Doctor

Partners in Recovery

headspace services

headspace Youth Early Psychosis Program

Counselling Services

Chronic Disease Management

Pain Management, and

National Disability Insurance Scheme supports.

This application for funding is specifically for a donation to assist with
the costs of operating the Freo Street Doctor service in Cockburn.

Freo Street Doctor is a free, visible, easily accessible, culturally
appropriate and non-judgmental, accredited, mobile medical service.
The service provides treatment to disadvantaged, marginalised and at
risk populations; including young people, Aboriginal and Torres Strait
Islander people, people with diagnosed and undiagnosed mental
illness, homeless people, people with little or no income, and drug
users.

Freo Street Doctor provides a full suite of general practice medical
services delivered from a purpose-fitted vehicle. All medical services
provided at mainstream practices are available to Street Doctor
patients.

Each clinic is staffed by a GP, Registered Nurse and Outreach Worker.
While the GP and Nurse focus on the primary health and mental health
issues of patients, the Outreach Worker provides education regarding
other supports and services available, including housing and
employment, taking a holistic approach. Services are delivered at the
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same time and location each week, on a no-appointment required
basis.

Patients attend Freo Street Doctor because of accessibility, availability,
bulk-billing of all patients, cultural appropriateness and flexibility. The
Freo Street Doctor patient cohort does not readily engage with
mainstream services and experience many barriers in accessing
medical care. This service removes those barriers, enabling people to
address their health issues and improve their lives.

Freo Street Doctor delivers weekly clinics in the City of Cockburn at the
Jean Willis Centre and Second Harvest. Black Swan Health regularly
reviews the service efficiency of clinic locations and relocates clinics to
optimise support for the community. They are projecting at least 1,100
physical and mental health opportunities being available during the
funding period roughly in line with 2019’s projections; with the recovery
from COVID-19 expected to allow patronage to return to previous
levels.

In the past year in Cockburn, Freo Street Doctor delivered more than
400 medical consultations and 350 mental health interactions. Of these,
63% are female, 47% identify as Aboriginal or Torres Strait Islander
people, 18% are over 65 years of age and 66% of patients have at least
two chronic health conditions. In fact, 99% of City of Cockburn patients
indicated that Freo Street Doctor is their regular GP. The service
therefore improves the health outcomes not only of these individuals but
of the entire City of Cockburn — reducing communicable disease and
treating and managing non-communicable diseases.

This shortfall in 2020 can almost exclusively be attributed to the impacts
of COVID and lockdowns in the community. While the service continued
uninterrupted throughout the pandemic months, service users were less
inclined to seek healthcare and/or mental health support during these
times, as the general population was encouraged to stay at home.

Freo Street Doctor is advised by a consortium of partner agencies that
work with people that use the Street Doctor services and understand
the unique requirements of this group. The purpose of this consortium is
to ensure ongoing improvement of service provision to better meet the
needs of the clients through systemic change, advocacy and research.
The consortium has been operational since October 2014 and includes
Cockburn Integrated Health, SMYL Community Services, St Patricks
Community Centre, Ruah Homeless Services, Fremantle Hospital,
Mental Health Services, Nyungar Outreach, Fremantle Women's Health
Centre and Silver Chain.

Freo Street Doctor receives monetary and non-monetary donations in
the form of medical and general supplies from individuals and
community groups, which assists in reducing overall costs. Monetary

14 of 36

Document 564@:@648&29

Version: 1, Version Date: 07/05/2021



OCM 13/05/2021 ltem 13.3 Attachment 1

Item 9.1 GAD 20/04/2021

donations assist in purchasing important non-budgeted items to assist
clients in significant need and disadvantage, such as patient taxi
vouchers, sleeping swags, and toiletries. The organisation receives
operational funding from South Metropolitan Health Service, Medicare
Australia and donations.

The City has provided annual donations for this program for the last four
years, as follows:

2020, March $20,000
2019, March $15,000
2018, March $15,000
2017, March $15,000

The City of Fremantle have allocated a budget item funding the Freo
Street Doctor's Fremantle Services for $20,000 in 2020/21 to support
six weekly clinics operating for three hours with a general practitioner,
volunteer nurse and outreach worker.

Recommendation:

This application scored a 17/18 for delivering services to disadvantaged
and vulnerable people within Cockburn. It is recommended to maintain
the level of support with a donation of $20,000 this year. While reported
services have decreased according to number of consultations in 2020,
it is still a valuable and worthwhile service, with anticipated increased
patronage in the wake of COVID-19.

Applicant: Anglicare WA

Requested: $20,000

Recommended: $0

Anglicare WA is one of the largest social services not-for-profit
organisations in Western Australia. The services across the State are at
the forefront of tackling some of the most difficult challenges faced by
the WA community, including poverty, youth homelessness, family and
domestic violence, grief, mental wellbeing and other forms of crisis and
trauma. They seek to address the root-causes of social disadvantage
through a commitment to counselling, crisis intervention and outreach.
Anglicare WA is non-discriminatory and non-judgemental, and works in
a spirit of reconciliation between Aboriginal and non-Aboriginal
Australians. In 2019/20, Anglicare WA supported nearly 42,000 people
in 47 communities across Western Australia through 70 different
services.

One of these focus areas is on youth homelessness. Y-Shac
Spearwood has been operating in Cockburn for eight years and is a
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multipurpose space providing support services to youth including
emergency and transitional housing; drug and alcohol support; referral
to specialist services; independent living and group engagement
activities with access to support workers 24/7. They report that not only
does this increase the health, safety and wellbeing of the whole
Cockburn community; it ensures that no individual is left behind during
the City’'s development. Y-Shac Spearwood aims to provide early
intervention and support for young people and in 2019 and 2020,
supported 24 and 31different young people, respectively. The number
of young people that Y-Shac Spearwood can support each year is
largely dependent upon vacancy rates at the accommodation site (up to
12 people per night). Previously, young people were restricted to a
three to six month stay at Y-Shac, in line with the original need, to
provide crisis and transitional accommodation. Over time, Anglicare WA
has adapted this policy to determine length of stay on a case-by-case
basis. There are currently three young people engaged long-term with
Y-Shac Spearwood, two engaged in crisis support, and the remaining
engaged in transitional accommodation and support services. Most of
the young people who are referred have previously resided in the City
of Cockburn or the City of Fremantle. All of the young people currently
engaged with Y-Shac Spearwood are from the City of Cockburn.

Y-Shac Spearwood can be accessed by anyone aged 15-25 years who
is homeless or at risk of homelessness, provided there are vacancies.
The support services provided within the program are only available to
those individuals currently living in the accommodation services, with
young people usually engaged with Y-Shac Spearwood for between
three to thirty-six months. Anglicare WA will often maintain contact with
these young people for many years.

Vulnerable young people are referred to Y-Shac Spearwood through
numerous channels including, but not limited to: high schools (such as
Port High School), chaplains, Centrelink, Department of Child
Protection, mental health providers, hospitals (such as Fiona Stanley,
general practitioners, churches and parishes, and community groups).
Y-Shac Spearwood engage with a variety of other services within the
City of Cockburn, however have not provided any organisation names
or support letters in their application or subsequent follow-up.

The service is fully funded from recurring state government operating
grants, with 50% of funding going to the Spearwood site, and the other
50% to Y-Shac Rockingham. This budget allocation is broken down into
approximately:

e Client Support 1%

Motor Vehicle costs 2%

Repairs and maintenance 2%

Salaries and Wages 75%, and

Other 20%.
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The applicant reports that the donation request for $20,000 is to be put
towards general operational costs, such as completing much needed
maintenance in a more timely manner. This would then make funds
available to provide more personalised support for every individual
housed.

The City has previously provided Anglicare WA a COVID-19 Recovery
Grant of $1,250 in September 2020. However this project, and
subsequent acquittal, are not due to be completed until October 2021.

Recommendation:

This application scored a 10/18 for delivering services to disadvantaged
and vulnerable people within Cockburn. The City's Youth Services
Manager has previously advised they have had limited to nil contact
with Y-Shac in the past. Anglicare offer crisis accommodation in
Cockburn, however is not the only organisation to do so. To date, the
organisation has not formed any partnerships or sought support in-kind
or financial from the City. Whilst the City recognises the valuable
contribution the organisation makes to the community, there are no
additional services, programs, nor increase in capacity or benefits to the
wider community by this well-funded service. It is recommended to not
provide any financial support at this stage; however we would
encourage Anglicare to foster a relationship with the City to engage with
referrals and other in-kind support.

Applicant: Imagined Futures (formerly South West
Metropolitan Partnership Forum)

Requested: $15,000

Recommended: $15,000

Complex social issues and their impact, especially upon women,
children and young people, are beyond the capacity of any single
organisation to resolve. Imagined Futures (IF), previously known as the
South West Metropolitan Partnership Forum (SWMPF), recognises that
the only way to effect large-scale social change is through working
together, pooling and mobilising the vast resources available in the
community to achieve shared social goals. In order to achieve this, IF
brings together 60 not-for-profit and government service providers, as
well as business, philanthropy and community members, to work on a
collective impact model to address complex social issues and foster
systemic change to overcome barriers for effective service delivery to
vulnerable members of the community.

IF was established in 2013 through a Social Innovation Grant from the
Department of Local Government and Communities to trial collaborative
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and innovative approaches to respond to complex social issues in three
local government areas of Cockburn, Fremantle and Melville. The
previous grant agreements ceased in July 2017, and IF was granted a
reduced amount of funding ($200,000) by the Department of
Communities to cover a two-year period until 31 July 2019, and a
further $80,000 per annum for five years commencing in July 2019. IF is
auspiced by St Patrick's Community Support Centre to manage funds
received.

Priorities for IF include:

¢ Youth - intervening early to prevent at risk young people from
disengaging from school. Keeping kids connected and engaged in
school can improve their future life prospects. The working group is
keen to build upon this work to look for opportunities to support
young people's mental health.

o Housing and homelessness - taking a collaborative approach to
implementing the State's 10-year Housing and Homelessness
Strategy.

* Mental Health - responding to increasing numbers of people
experiencing mental distress. |F is hosting an ‘Alliance Against
Depression’ to improve care and treatment of depression and a
reduction in suicide.

IF coordinated an at-risk youth initiative which provided direct benefits
to young people at South Lake Primary School and Lakeland Senior
High School with previous funding from the City. An example of how the
community of Cockburn benefited from this ongoing work can be seen
through the significantly improved attendance rates from the vulnerable
children at South Lake Primary School who have been participating in
the resilience building project over the last five years. As new cohorts of
children pass through the program, the benefits to the community grow.

The expanded IF youth program includes a transition to high school
component developed to target those children who are falling through
the net post primary school. Leadership and mentoring programs at
Lakeland Senior High School also work to build a cohort of young
people as role models in the community. The programs have proven
outcomes in increasing attendance rates in at-risk young people, in
improving their social and emotional resilience, and their conduct at
school. They have also improved their sense of belonging at schoal,
helping young people find their place and stay engaged.

With ongoing funding, IF will be able to continue its collaboration with
agencies and coordination of the IF youth program to continue to work
with young people in South Lake Primary School and Lakeland Senior
High School, to improve their school attendance, their social and
emotional resilience, and their confidence. Through the ‘Keeping
Vulnerable Kids Engaged Project’, in 2021, Lakeland Senior High
School plans to put 90 of their students through the program, South
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Lake Primary School currently has 20 people engaged in their year-long
program for a total of 110 students through the program.

In June 2020 the partnership released a COVID-19 Response Plan to
guide a whole of community response to mitigating the impacts of the
pandemic. This approach involved adapting and strengthening existing
programs (Keeping Kids Engaged Project and the Community initiative)
and undertaking new bodies of work using collective impact principles.

IF stepped in to host an ‘Alliance Against Depression’ group, this work
is an evidence-informed, community-led initiative that has been shown
to improve treatment and care of people with depression and reduce
the number of suicides. The model involves raising community
awareness, brokering training to gatekeeper groups and organisations
to better support people with mental ill-health, training GPs in the best
standard of care and supporting high risk groups. It is expected that
residents in the City will benefit from this collective impact approach.
Further, the work that IF is doing in supporting the triage project and
through directories of local services is designed to assist in connecting
people to the help they need when they need it.

IF has been working closely with the City and service providers based
in Cockburn to ensure that Cockburn residents benefit from this work.
Further, IF has secured funding from Lotterywest to undertake a co-
design project aimed at linking emerging cohorts of people experiencing
disadvantage to the right help at the right time to prevent them entering
into entrenched cycle of disadvantage.

South Lake Primary School and Lakeland Senior High School continue
to be committed to the IF Keeping Kids Engaged Project because they
can see the benefits of the program to the students who participate in
the program directly, and these benefits then extend to the school more
broadly. The schools actively promote the program to students and their
families. COVID-19 impacted on the expected number of students able
to participate in the Keeping Kids Engaged program. 77 students from
Cockburn participated in the program in 2020. 12 students from South
Lake attended weekly resilience building sessions, 24 students from
Lakeland Senior High School participated in a term of weekly two hour
boxing, mental health and resilience building sessions, and 40 students
from Lakeland SHS participated in the Change Champions leadership/
transition program across Terms 3 and 4. Imagined Futures also
partnered with Lakeland SHS to produce an "At Home Workbook" to
support students during lockdown (in particular those that do not have
access to internet or computers at home) to be engaged in fun and
educational activities that promoted pro social behaviours and mental
and physical wellbeing.

Other organisations working in Cockburn that support IF include:
Lakeland Senior High School, South Lake Primary School, Palmerston
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Association, Black Swan Health, Meerilinga, RUAH, Cockburn
Integrated Health, Anglicare WA, WA Police, Department for
Communities — Child Protection and Family Services.

Imagined Futures has previously received the following funding from the
City to assist with their operations:

2020, March $15,000
2019, March $10,000
2017, September $10,000

Recommendation:

This application received an assessment score of 15/18 due to its work
with disadvantaged youth in Cockburn. The City's Children’s
Development Officer is supportive of the application however noted that
other local government partners City of Fremantle and City of Melville
have not recently provided funding to the program. It is recommended
to support this donation request for $15,000, which is the cost of the
program at Cockburn schools due to anticipated reach and outcomes
from its youth program in Cockburn.

Applicant: YouthCARE

Requested: $3,000

Recommended: $3,000

The Hamilton Hill YouthCARE Council previously supported a full time
chaplain at Hamilton Hill Senior High School. Since its closure, they
offer the same service at Fremantle College, two chaplains sharing a
four-day chaplaincy at North Lake Senior Campus, and also support
chaplains at ten other primary schools including six in Cockburn (East
Hamilton Hill, Phoenix, Southwell and Spearwood Primary schools,
Spearwood Alternative School and Coolbellup Community School).

The YouthCARE mission is to provide pastoral care, and provide
personal and professional development to staff and volunteers. Each
year, YouthCARE helps thousands of students, staff and family
members in Western Australian public school communities by providing
an essential social, emotional and mental health support service.

Chaplains are there to listen, and provide a supportive place to talk.
They offer confidential, non-judgmental pastoral care and values
education based on respect, compassion and service. Chaplains are
trained in pastoral care, with ongoing training opportunities provided to
specialise in critical incidences, community members living in isolation
and mental health initiatives.
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The wider Cockburn area is affected by the health and function of its
schools. As such, this donation can assist the aim of chaplaincy, which
is to support young people and their communities who may be facing
challenging personal and social issues. The chaplains listen,
understand and refer to extra help, as appropriate.

This year, YouthCARE are seeking funding for North Lake Senior
Campus, where there are currently 313 students registered, of which
125 (approximately 40%) are Cockburn residents. This number also
increases with the number of families and staff from the Cockburn area
who are also accessing chaplaincy services. North Lake Senior
Campus is a co-educational public education campus for secondary
and mature age students, and offers an Intensive English centre for
students new to Australia to prepare for Years 11 and 12, training,
university and employment. It caters for a culturally diverse student
base with representation from over 51 countries.

In 2020, the YouthCARE chaplaincy service in the Cockburn area
registered 1,200 formal conversations with students with the top topics
of conversations around school concerns, COVID-19, family
relationships and mental health. In addition, they offered meals through
breakfast club programs, provided emergency meals, ran lunch time
programs for students, held 66 social, emotional and physical programs
focusing on prevention of bullying, developing leadership and improving
general wellbeing as well as 17 sessions around mental health.

Chaplains within the City of Cockburn provided programs and had
contact with a range of different students and parents from different
demographics and situations including Indigenous Australians, refugees
and wards of the state.

The City has provided annual donations for this program for a number
of years, as follows:

2020, March $12,000
2019, March $9,000
2018, March $9,000
2017, March $9,000
2016, March $9,000
2015, March $9,000
2014, March $9,000
2013, March $9,000
2012, March $9,000
2011, March $9,000
2010, March $9,000
2009, March $9,000
2008, March $9,000
2006, October $9,000
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YouthCARE Council has requested a donation of $3,000 to assist with
their aim to serve the school community at North Lake Senior Campus
and provide positive benefits for the whole community. This is a
decrease in funding from previous years as Fremantle College have
stated they no longer require additional funds/chaplaincy service days.
This previously accounted for chaplaincy services extended to the 843
students of which nearly 70% resided in the Cockburn.

Recommendation:

Based on an assessment score of 15/18, it is recommended to support
this application with a $3,000 donation based on the current enrolments
from Cockburn students and demonstrated uptake of services. This
application was also reviewed by the City’s Children’s Development
Officer who supports a full funding request due to the noted work
already occurring at this campus, especially during the COVID-19
pandemic last year.

SPONSORSHIP

The proposed total for sponsorship for 2020/21 is $68,000.

Following are the latest round of proposal summaries.

Applicant: Business Foundations

Proposal: Small Business Support Services
‘Co-branding of specialised services’

Requested: $20,000

Recommended: $15,000

Business Foundations is a not-for-profit provider of enterprise and
business development services to owners of small to medium (SME)
businesses in Cockburn. Their services benefit the local community and
economy through employment creation, economic development and
generation of financial activity. Clients range from people wanting to
start a small business to existing small to medium sized businesses
wanting to grow.

The services are provided for free or low cost and they include one-to-
one advisory sessions, small business mentoring and small group
training. Business Foundations provides an important service to people
wanting to start in business or become self-employed and to existing
business owners that require professional business management
knowhow.
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Business Foundations have been providing services for over 25 years
and continue to innovate, providing new services every year, including
training seminars with a focus on online marketing, specific supports for
home-based businesses and enterprise development for youth. They
currently assist more than 4,000 business people a year across all
industry areas and customer groups.

Business Foundations supports small business owners by providing
business expertise and knowledge to these small business operators in
an affordable and accessible manner. By supporting small businesses
they can provide new opportunities to create employment, enhance
prosperity and drive economic development throughout the entire
community.

Over the past year, Business Foundations has advised that in the City

of Cockburn they have:

¢ delivered 44 emergency advisory interactions to 40 COVID-19
affected small business owners.

¢ provided business development training to a further 44 Cockburn
businesses.

o supported the creation of 60 new small businesses within the City of
Cockburn.

¢ Provided small business training and advice to 163 City of Cockburn
residents to become new entrepreneurs and to start their own
business venture.

As the economic repercussions of the COVID-19 pandemic continue to
flow through the local economy, Business Foundations is working
collaboratively with the City's Business Engagement Officer to provide
Cockburn small businesses access to sponsored advisory support. This
program provides advisory support for business owners to gain clear
direction on strategies they can implement, government supports
available to them and strategies to preserve cashflow.

The organisation has received funding from the City in previous years,
as follows:

2020, March $15,000
2019, March $10,000
2018, March $10,000
2017, March $10,000
2016, March $10,000
2015, March $10,000
2014, March $10,000
2013, March $10,000
2012, March $10,000
2011, March $10,000
2010, March $10,000
2009, March $10,000
2007, October $10,000
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This year, Business Foundations have applied for $20,000 Sponsorship
to work with the City of Cockburn's Business Engagement Officer to
deliver services to support SMEs within the City. Projected for this
funding period is to run four quarterly education sessions for the City
targeting 25 individuals at each. These workshops will be held locally,
and will be targeted towards addressing specific issues that are
challenging local businesses. They are also seeking to continue
providing Advisory Services to City of Cockburn small businesses on an
as needed basis. This is hoped to engage with 30-40 small business
owners through the year offering three, one hour sessions for each
business owner (90 — 120 advisory sessions in total).

Opportunities will be provided for local business owners to network,
learn from business experts and develop new knowledge to enable their
businesses to continue to thrive. The program will demonstrate a
collaborative effort between the City of Cockburn and Business
Foundations towards achieving economic development goals of the
City.

In collaboration with the City's Business Engagement Officer, they
advise they are developing and delivering the following types of
activities for the benefit of Cockburn businesses:

1) Develop and deliver a series of specialised workshops to address
business challenges facing City of Cockburn business owners.
These will be delivered throughout the year and will be co-branded
with the City.

2) To continue to provide a business advisory service enabling local
business owners to access sponsored business advisory services
in an accessible, timely and local manner.

3) Continue to offer emergency business support services to Cockburn
business owners in the event COVID-19 forces further government
lockdowns. This service supports local businesses in an emergency
fashion to navigate the economic ramifications of lockdowns and
social distancing.

Many of the activities planned with the City's Business Engagement
Officer will be targeted towards the small to medium business segment,
and are expected to engage with between 60 - 80 businesses through
the program of events.

In return for Sponsorship, the applicant advises that all marketing
material for events sponsored by the City of Cockburn will be co-
branded between the City and Business Foundations. This will require
that the City's logo feature prominently in both electronic and printed
material related to the events. The City's support for these events will
also be acknowledged at the beginning of each event ensuring that all
participants know that it is through the support of the City that it is taking
place.

24 of 36

Document Se5|3:@(548&29

Version: 1, Version Date: 07/05/2021



OCM 13/05/2021 ltem 13.3 Attachment 1

Item 9.1 GAD 20/04/2021

Business Foundations is supported by major State and Federal
Government funding bodies, including receiving funding through the
Department of Industry, Innovation and Science and from the New
Enterprise Incentive Scheme.

Recommendation:

The application for Sponsorship achieved an assessment score of
14/21. This year, Business Foundations has requested funding of
$20,000, however, the levels of outcomes remain at similar or lower
levels to previous years, so the request for increased funding is
unsubstantiated and the recommendation is for sponsorship of $15,000.
The value that is added through the funding support of the City of
Cockburn enables Business Foundations to support currently operating
small businesses within Cockburn, assist with targeted recovery from
COVID and provide specialised services in conjunction with the City’s
Business Engagement Officer.

Applicant: Spinnaker Health Research Foundation

Proposal: City of Cockburn Award - Spinnaker Health
Research Foundation Grants 2022
‘Naming Rights’ Sponsorship

Requested: $15,000

Recommended: $15,000

Spinnaker Health Research Foundation was established as
independent charitable entity Fremantle Hospital Medical Research
Foundation in 1996, and later re-branded Spinnaker in an homage to
founding Chair, Warren Jones under an expanded agreement with
Fiona Stanley Hospital. The expansion of the foundation built on the
commitment to the health of the wider south metropolitan community.

Since 1999, Spinnaker has granted almost $4,600,000 to support vital
health research for Western Australians. As the only medical research
foundation south of the river, Spinnaker has expanded its traditional
mission of support for early career research and seed grants to include
priority areas that are recognised gaps in knowledge and yet critical to
the community. The Foundation’s purpose is to support innovative
research into the causes, prevention, treatments and cures of the
illnesses and diseases most prevalent in the local community. Uniquely
positicned in partnership with WA's leading tertiary hospital, the
Foundation funds the entire life cycle of health, from maternity to
geriatrics, including newborns, paediatrics, life-impacting diseases such
as cardiovascular and diabetes, cancer, mental health and rare
disease.
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Their grant-making strategy focuses on improving diagnosis, treatment

and care of patients in hospitals and prevention of disease for improved

community health. The foundation state that they strive to:

e Support research that responds to identified needs of the south
metropolitan community of Perth

e Support and inspire research with demonstrable translation to
clinical practice

* |mprove patient outcomes across all areas of disease and injury

e Support research for the prevention of chronic health conditions

o Provide opportunities for the translation of knowledge for the benefit
of all members of the community.

Applications for the Spinnaker Grant projects must demonstrate how
their projects will address current health concerns in South Metropolitan
Perth and how they'll use their research to address the problem in order
to receive funding. The full benefit of these projects to the community is
immeasurable. For many of the donors, the knowledge that doctors,
nurses, clinicians and allied health staff are performing research outside
of their paid position is reassuring as they are constantly striving for
cures, new treatments and better practices for the improved health of
the community. Spinnaker grant projects are scored by an esteemed
Scientific Advisory Committee (SAC) against the National Health and
Medical Research Council guidelines, to be the most feasible projects
to demonstrate outcomes that translate into improved health and
enhanced clinical practices for our community.

In many cases, Spinnaker grants are the commencement of an initial
idea, and once the project is complete the researchers leverage the
funding provided to secure grants from peak bodies, such as the
National Health and Medical Research Council. Over 20 million dollars
has been secured in additional funding for the grants, with monitoring of
projects over their life cycle.

Spinnaker offer to work with the City to select an appropriate project to
support from the successful research projects recommended by the
SAC and Board in October 2021. The individual research project
sponsored by the City of Cockburn will be conducted in a lab or health
facility within the South Metropolitan area, most likely being Fiona
Stanley Hospital.

In partnership with the City of Cockburn, a research project from the
2022 pool of applications (received between May-June 2021) will be
selected for the City's funding and will align closely to the City's
Strategic Community Plan. The specific project selected will be
reflected as the City of Cockburn Award and will be awarded to the
chosen applicant at the Foundation's Annual Award Ceremony on 24
November 2021 at the Esplanade Hotel in Fremantle.
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The event will recognise the successful grant recipients, as well as the
donors or named sponsors that made the grants possible. The City will
have the opportunity to present their award in front of an audience of
120-150 guests comprised of research grant recipients, university
representatives, South Metropolitan Health Service Executives, South
West Local Government Councillors and Mayors, corporate and
community partners, Fremantle and Attadale Rotary Club supporters,
media and suppliers.

The applicant advises that it will promote and publicise the City of

Cockburn's sponsorship support through:

¢ Logo promotion on their supporters webpage

¢ Newsletter distributed to 1,035 subscribers

¢ Naming in the Event Program

¢ Naming in the Foundation’s Annual Review

e On-screen logo at the Awards night

e Social media post acknowledgment including use of event
hashtags.

Branding benefits include:

¢ Naming of an Award

o Opportunity for the City to be involved in the selection of the project
receiving the award in line with the City's Strategic Community Plan
in the area of Community, Lifestyle and Security - providing safe,
attractive, healthy programs and infrastructure for a diverse range
of activity and people

¢ |nvitation for the Mayor, CEO and suggested staff members to
attend the Annual Awards night on 24 November 2021

¢ Opportunity for City representative to present Award at the Annual
Awards night

o Opportunity for City to provide pull up banner to display at Awards
night.

Other benefits include:

¢ City to receive outcomes and benefits of the City's sponsored award
via partnership report or grant acquittal

e Publicity and photos of the Award Ceremony provided to the City

o Certificate of Appreciation

¢ |nvitation to the Foundations other key events provided to the CEO
and Mayor.

The City has assisted this applicant in previous years as below:

September 2019, $15,000
September 2012, $15,000
September 2011, $15,000
September 2010, $15,000
September 2009, $10,000
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September 2008, $10,000
October 2007, $10,000
October 20086, $10,000

The application is supported by Attadale Rotary Club, and the
application states that Spinnaker has a large base of supporters and
donors including Austal Shipping, South Metropolitan Health Service,
Little Creatures Brewing, Fremantle and Attadale Rotary Clubs and
South Metropolitan Perth philanthropists.

Recommendation:

The proposal has achieved an assessment score of 19/21. The
sponsorship opportunity is in line with the City’s desired image. The
recommendation is for sponsorship of $15,000 in line with other naming
rights sponsorships the City has provided and the potential longevity
and immeasurable benefits to the community.

Applicant: Curtin University

Proposal: Curtin Ignition 2021
‘Program Sponsor’

Requested: $6,500

Recommended: $6,500

Ignition is a 5%2-day intensive, inspirational, practical, entrepreneurial
educational program held annually in Perth, run by the Curtin
University's Business School. Ignition brings together the WA
innovation, start-up, professional, investor and public sector
communities. The purpose of the program is to deliver world-class
entrepreneurial education with the goal of stimulating commercialisation
and creating a more diversified industry base in WA. To date it has
aided potential high growth ventures raise equity funding, helped create
new enterprises and created over 200 new jobs in alumni ventures.

Ignition attracts 100+ contributors who have the credibility to teach and
assist entrepreneurs. Around 50 - 60 delegates attend each Ignition
program, and, since inception in 2011, over 450 delegates have
attended and are members of the prestigious alumni and community of
innovation practice.

Curtin University report the benefits to the Ignition program include:
o Stimulates the creation of new high growth ventures

¢ [Increases knowledge in the start-up community

o Fosters entrepreneurial spirit in WA
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* |Increases the level of collaboration between corporate innovation
partners, universities, government departments, small and large
businesses

Increases employment opportunities

Encourages the creation of new connections

Improves business and innovation knowledge and capability
Improves access to advice from key experienced professionals
Creates linkages between delegates, students and the business
community.

The program is split into different themes on each day, which are as
follows:

Sunday - Welcome/Induction

Monday - Business Models and Marketing

Tuesday - Intellectual Property

Wednesday - Finance and Investment

Thursday - Team Building/Launching your Idea

Friday - Clinics, Posters, Presentation Pitch

Each day has 3-4 presentations from industry experts. At the end of all
presentations the delegates split into groups of 5-6 and are able to
apply the day’s learnings to their own businesses one on one with their
mentor. On Tuesday and Wednesday there are panel sessions in the
evening, one is "Ask the Alumni", and the second is a "Finance" panel.
The program then culminates on the final day where the delegates have
the opportunity to have two 30 minute appointments of their choice with
a range of different clinicians i.e. IP lawyer, marketing expert, after this
each delegate gives a 10 minute pitch on their business to panel of
experts and receive 10 minutes of feedback on their pitch.

Ignition has already generated over $6,000,000 of economic activity for
WA over the 10 years. The program is a chance for early stage
businesses or people who have an early stage idea in the Cockburn
area to expand on their venture and test its capability in a safe
environment with the guidance of industry experts and one on one
mentors To date it has aided potential high growth ventures raise equity
funding, helped create new enterprises and created over 214 new full
time jobs and over 83 part time jobs in alumni ventures.

In the lead up to the event, Ignition host 20 information sessions at
either a sponsor venue or internal Curtin venue to provide prospective
delegates a chance to talk one on one with any questions they may
have. Alumni member are invited to attend each session so prospective
delegates can hear their perspective on how they found they program
and what they got out of it.

The sponsorship benefits for the City include:
¢ Logo and link on the Curtin Ignition Website
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¢ [nclusion on Ignition social media channels

¢ Inclusion of City's logo on appropriate PR communications

e Opportunity to display City's banner in the teaching room for
Ignition’s duration

e Opportunity to provide collateral for the delegate bags

An invitation for two people to the Welcome’ session’, ‘Ask the

Alumni Panel Session’ and ‘Funding Panel Session’

Opportunity to attend a selection of the keynote sessions

An invitation for two people to attend the finale Cocktail Function

Exposure to high level industry guests, media and attendees

Entry in and copy of the contributor directory booklet

Members of the organisation to be invited to be a member of the

Pitch Panel and the one on one clinics

o Access to the Ignition program’s extensive network of entrepreneurs
and corporate innovators.

The City has previously provided sponsorship of $6,500 in March 2020
to the applicant for the 2020 program.

The application is supported by Landgate, UWA, WA AustCyber
Innovation Hub, Cities of Canning, Subiaco, Vincent, Wanneroo and
Town of Victoria Park amongst others; and 2020 City of Cockburn
members who attended the program (five in total).

Recommendation:

This application received an assessment score of 17/21. It provides an
opportunity to promote local business and startups with links in the local
community. It is strongly supported by the City's Business Engagement
Officer who would also be involved in supporting the program and be a
key to its success within Cockburn. It is also indicated the City would
have a role in selecting the sponsored delegates with the cost of the
program being $3,250 per delegate which includes all teaching,
materials, mentoring, networking sessions and catering.

September 2020 Round Sponsorship Update - Spacecubed

Spacecubed was offered Sponsorship of $10,000 from the City in the
September 2020 funding round, however chose to decline the offer. No
funds were disbursed, so this allocation has been reduced to $0 on the
budget attachment.

GRANTS

As can be seen in the budget attachment, there are a number of grant
programs for which there are established criteria and processes in
place.
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There are five proposed adjustments to grant allocations for the

2020/21 financial year, as follows:

. Increase Community Grants Program allocation from $100,000 to
$120,000 due to higher quantity of applications and requested
amount of funding in March 2021 round.

. Increase Grants for General Welfare from $10,000 to $15,000 to
allow for increased requests to support Cockburn vulnerable
people during COVID-19 recovery.

. Increase Grants to Schools from $9,000 to $15,000 for minor
items due to increased requests and over-subscription this year.

. Increase Security Subsidy for Seniors from $50,000 to $60,000
due to increased promotion and applications.

. Additional Economic Development (Business) Grants funding of
$25,000, to bring total funding available in this program to over
$80,000 in 2020/21.

The total allocation proposed for grants programs is $790,748.

Strategic Plans/Policy Implications

Community, Lifestyle & Security

A vibrant healthy, safe, inclusive and connected community.

* Provide a diverse range of accessible, inclusive and targeted
community services, recreation programs, events and cultural activities
that enrich our community.

* Foster local community identity and connection through social
inclusion, community development, and volunteering opportunities.

Listening & Leading

A community focused, sustainable, accountable and progressive
organisation.

« Ensure good governance through transparent and accountable,
planning, processes, reporting, policy and decision making.

Budget/Financial Implications

Council approved a budget for Grants and Donations for 2020/21 of
$1,455,000. Following is a summary of the proposed grants, donations
and sponsorship allocations.
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Summary of Proposed Allocations

Committed/Contractual Donations $426,127
Donations $170,125
Sponsorship $68,000
Specific Grant Programs $790,748
Total $1,455,000

Legal Implications
N/A
Community Consultation

In the lead up to the March 2021 round, grants, donations and
sponsorship funding opportunities were promoted through the local
media and Council networks. The promotional campaign has
comprised:

. Three advertisements in the Cockburn Gazette on 18 February, 4
March, and 18 March 2021.

. City of Cockburn Facebook promotional posts on 15 and 21
February 2021.

. Promotion to community groups through the Community
Development Service Unit email networks, contacts and
community group meetings.

. Attendance and presentation at the Community Development
‘Schools Sundowner’ event on 24 February 2021.

) Attendance and presentation at the ‘Successfully Write Grants and
Acquittals’ workshop for community groups and not-for-profit
organisations on 3 March 2021.

. Additional advertising through Community Development
promotional channels.

. Internal promotion of re-formatted funding landing page on City of
Cockburn website.

. Information available on the City of Cockburn website.

) Email banner on outgoing City of Cockburn emails from 8 March
2021.

. Reminder email sent to previous and regular applicants, and
people who made enquiries during the application period.

Risk Management Implications

The Council allocates a significant amount of money to support
individuals and groups through a range of funding programs. There are
clear guidelines and criteria established to ensure that Council’s intent
for the allocation of funds are met. To ensure the integrity of the
process there is an acquittal process for individuals and groups to
ensure funds are used for the purpose they have been allocated.
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The reputation of the City of Cockburn could be seriously compromised
should funds allocated to individuals or groups who did not meet the
criteria and guidelines and or did not use the funds for the purposes
they were provided. Adherence to these requirements is essential.

Advice to Proponent(s)/Submitters

Applicants have been advised that their applications are to be
considered at the 20 April 2021 Grants & Donations Commiittee, and
May 2021 Ordinary Ceouncil Meeting.

Implications of Section 3.18(3) Local Government Act, 1995

Nil
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GRANTS, DONATIONS & SPONSORSHIP RECOMMENDED ALLOCATIONS BUDGET 2020/21
Proposed
P 315 Allocated  |Actual as at April Council Decision/
Hatural Bescription 202021 2021 ";';:"" [F— Delegated Authority
Acc 6310
D tions
[Committed/Contractual
. Funding for Cockbum Communily Men's Shed Inc. 1o support the annual adminstration
c [
B80S  |Cockbum Men's Shed 38,000 36,000 36,000 costs of a part-time sinator Council Decision
9239 |Natve ARC 93,782 93,782 83,782 |Donation to su the: annual admanisiration costs of Native ARC CPI2.2%) Council Decision
9310 |The Wetlands Centre Cockburm 93,782 93,782 93,782 Council Decision
4317 |Pmaview Preschool Mamtenance Contnbution 8,126 8,126] 8,126 Lease Agreement
9322  |Cockburn ARC/Dolphin Swam Club Subsidy 150,000 112,500 150,000 Council Decision
9398 |Cockburn Senior Citeens Building Donation 9.972] 0.972] 9,972 |Assists with mainlenance costs as per agresment (plus CPI 2 %) Lease Agreomant
9550 |Cockburn Cricket Club Insurance 1,500 1,500 1,500|Commitment included in the lease Lease Agreemaent
Spearwood Dalmatinac Club - Rates [Reimbursement of 50% of annual rates payable by Spearwood Dalmatinac Club for 42
574 Rekmbur at 12,964 12201 12,964 IAzetia R, S as 1o Council Decision 14 May 2008 Council Decision
[ Two-year agreemant for $20,000 per annum in 202021 and 2021722, and peppercom
9244 |Metvilla Cockburn Chamber of Commerce (MCCC) 20,000 20,000} 20, , subjgect 1o ola of L (MOU) and the Council Decision
IMCCC meeting and repofing on agreed Key Performance Indicalons
Future Alocalions [1]
\ICommitted/Contractual Sub Total 426,127
Donations to Organisations
9196 |Donations 1o Organisations 137,875 O|Remander of Donations funding Council Decision
Request for $9,000 Donalion towards operating costs for 2477 radio coverage and soa
29196  |Cockburn Velunteer Sea Search and Rescue Group 9,000/ 9,000 9,000 saarch and r @ 5o Counci Decision
[Roquest for $10,000 Donation lowards thoir aclivitios, oparabons and commemorative
9106 |City of Cockburn RSL Sub-Branch 10,000 10,000| 10,000 as 1he ANZAC Youth Parade Council Decision
9196 [Cockburm Community and Cultural Council 10,000] 10.000] 10.000]Request for $10.000 Donation lowards their general operating costs Council Decision
Request for $13,125 Donation towards operating three creche 5essions 8 woek 1o
9196 |Yangebup Family Centre 13,125 13,125 13,125 suport craer 3, PlayClub and community pannting workshop Council Decision
[Request for $5,000 Donation towards operaling costs 10 asssl with emergency relet
9196  |Cooby Cares 5,000] 5,000| 5,000 acthvities n Cooleliup nd sumrounding suburbs Council Decision
9196 |Meeriinga Young Children's Service 10,000 10,000 10,000/ gxub.::m $10,000 Donation lowards oparations of family and children's services in Council Decision
©106__|Cockburn Toy Library 7,000] 7.000] 7,000 |Request for $7.000 Donalion towards their rant and other axpanses Council Decision
[Request for $20,000 Donation towards chaplaincy senices at Atwell College. Lakeland
9196 |Cockburn Central YouthGARE Council (CCYG) 20,000 20,000 20,0000 o Schoo! and Hammond Park Secondary Colone Council Decision
Request for $12 000 Donation lowards operating costs lo delver personal safely and
9196  |Conslable Care Child Safely Foundation 12,000 12,000 12,000 riitves P 1 progranT twouah thealne-ii-ed n 1o children in Cockbum Council Decision
9196 Vol Home Su 6,000 6,000 6,000 :::ll:st for $8,000 Donation 1o assist wilh garden waste removal costs for Cockburn eouncil Docision
Request for $4,790 Donalicn towards operating and admin costs (o allow funds rased 1o
9196  |Frionds of the Community -I,EI)DM"e| 0 the commun Council Decision
[Request for $10,000 Donation lowards operaling costs Ncluding admin and clkeaning for
9196 |The Hub 6163 6,000 unity Spece, programs and workshops Council Decision
[Request for $20,000 Donation lowards. costs and rediel
9196 [Second Harvest Ausiralia 2O Rermsars and commimlly iood cants In Coclbim Council Decision
2198 |Block Swan Health 20,000 :ngu.st Tor §20,000 Donalion lowards operaling costs of the Freo Streel Doclor servce |
9196 |Anghcare WA % :!t':;(“:In Support operaling costs of Y-Shac Spearwood 1o Councl Dacision
Imagined Fulures (lormerly South West Metropolitan Ruust for $15,000 Donabion lowards. costs lor and
919 _|Partnorship Forum) 15.000)ot sarvicos to address complax social issues e O
[Request for $3,000 Donaltion to assist wilh cosls for Cockburn students al
9196  |YouthCARE 3,000 [North Lake Senior Campus Council Decision
102,125

Donations to Organisations Sub Total

240,000
|

170,126/
|
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6241 |Len Packham Hall Subsidy (Burdiya)

ooo|Subsidy program that assists Indigenous and mulicultural Cockburm famiies with hal

8,000 hire costs for hosting funerals, memonals and cultural events

o 315 Allocated  |Actual as at April Council Decision/
Matural Deseription 202021 2021 Admetmanty Commants Delegated Authority
Acc 6810 20201
Sponsorships
9197 TMrshEs 58500| Council Decision
9197 [Cockburm Masters Swimming Club 11,500 11,500 11,500|719QUeS! 1o 711,500 Major Event Panner” Sporsorship for Cooges Jetty lo Jolly Swim | oy nasision
9197 [Southern Lions Rugby Union Football Club 10,000 o 10,0pp|73GuES! fOr $10,000 Narming NS pSOTSIIp OF A of GoCKpUn 105 Rugey Council Decision
6197 _[Spacecubed 10,000 o] [Council Decision
9107 |Business Foundet 15,000 Request for $20,000 Sponmhv for co-branding of specialised business support Councll Decision
Request for §15,000 Hamng Rights’ Sponsorship of Cily of Cockburn Award of Health
9197 Haalth [ 15,000 L oont tor 2022 Council Decision
9197 [Curtin Univorsity Request for 6,500 Program Sponsorship for two Cockbum delegates o aflend Curbn | =
9197 _[Indnadual Sponsorships 10.000] o[ Delegated Authority
B rahips Sub Total 100,000 11,500
Grants
Financial and natural rasource managemenl traning sUpporl program for Cockburm
Bo40 | y G Progrem 35,0000 sownens (o conssrve the natursl bushisnd end welland arsas on their prope Delegatad Authorty
B004_|Ema Disastor Fund 30.000]F or one-off emergency and dsaster situatons fod Author
8015 _[Youth Academic Grants 2,000 [Asssts young peopls to travel o allend academic programs and acindies [Detogated Authority
ASSISIS young peopla in Cockburn represanting WA or Ausiralia in intorsiate or
55.990] tpmational team or individual sports to travel 1o competitions Datogated Authority
40.000|Grants program established in accordance with Council Decision on 13 May 2010 Dategated Authority

Detegated Authority

29312 unity Grants Program

120,000|Formal grant process for local commul groups and organisatio

9314 |Provide Bins rting Events

1,000|Provide bins lo schools for sports camivals

Detegated Authority

g3z7 [CommunityResuents Assoc. Hall Hue Subsdly
ind Suppan Program

12,000 AsSss community groups with hall hire for monthly meetings and events,
* |incorporation/set up funds for new fesidents associations, small PO box hife funds.

9329 |Cultural Grants Program

40,000 |Provide small grants to cultural and aristic groups and ndviduals

9331 |Bus Hire Subs:

9335 ants General Welfare

1,500|Provides a subsd towards the bus hire for community organisalions
iscellanecus re

9341 |[Community Group Newsletter Sul

615,000

161,929

5,000} 208, 248|Remander of funding allocations

9371 _|Small Evenls S rs| am i i
9396 |U Fund 1,000]Small grants for youth lor culluraliarts inilialves and events Dajegated Authernty
93090 |Youth Arts Scholarships 0 5, Fqu’;ﬁ:ﬁ peopie to travel in order lo participale in performing/arts ovents and also for |, ted Authorit
9450 [Emaronmental Educabion Intatives Program 4,000] 15.000|Assisis schools to facilitale environmental education bed Author
9517 |Cockburn Community Group Volunteer Insurance 12,954 15,000|Cockbum Community Group Insurance Program bed Author
2535 |[Council Match Stall Donaton S69] 2,000[Counci o malch staff fundraising effon Delegated Authorty
. Support to schools for safely programs for children getting 1o school and lo attend Safety
9649 |Salely House/Walk o School Program 0| 1,000 House shows in Safety House month Delegated Authority
(Grants matched by local sporting chubs for minor capital works on Council owned
9673 |Sport and Recreation Club Grants 20,423 35,000| . iutios and s porting equipment Delegated Authority
9.814) 15,000|For small donations lo schools for minor items o
49,349 50,000|Subsidy program for security devicas for seniors 0
1] 25,000 |For one-off projects o actiibas that support local economic development 0

790,748

1,455,000 653418 1,455,000
1,455,000 1 000,
0 0

COVID-18 Community Funding / Economic
ent (Business) Grants

113,543

113,543 |Funding Program adopted by Council on 14 May 2020 (balance of funds from 2019720 to
- be carried forward to 2020121 financial year)

Delegated Authority
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10. NEW BUSINESS OF AN URGENT NATURE INTRODUCED BY
MEMBERS OR OFFICERS

Nil

11. MATTERS TO BE NOTED FOR INVESTIGATION, WITHOUT
DEBATE

Nil

12. CLOSURE OF MEETING

The meeting closed at 6:42pm.
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14. PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DIVISION ISSUES
PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT APPLICATION - DA 20/0973 - LOTS 39

14.1

AND 40 (2

00) BARRINGTON STREET, BIBRA LAKE - PROPOSED

MODIFICATION TO PREVIOUS APPROVAL - DA19/0686 —
INDUSTRY GENERAL (LICENCED) - PROPOSED ADDITION OF
CRUSHING FACILITY TO CRUSH BUILDING WASTE
(CONSTRUCTION AND DEMOLITION)

Author(s) L Harris

Attachments 1. Location and Context Plan §
2. Site Plan
3. Elevation Plans - Sea Container Barrier &
4. Applicant Report §
5. Dust Management Plan
6. Acoustic Report §
7. Asbestos Management Plan 1
8. Outstanding Concerns (CONFIDENTIAL)
9. DA 19/0686 (Previous DA details)

(CONFIDENTIAL)

10. Previous Planning Approval DA19/0686 1
11. Schedule of Submissions I

Location Lot 39 and 40 (200) Barrington Street

Owner Demo Investment 6 Pty Ltd, Demo Investment 7 Pty
Ltd

Applicant Brajkovich Landfill and Recycling

Application DA20/0973

Reference

RECOMMENDATION

That Council:

(1) REFUSE DA 20/0973 which is a proposed modification to a
previous approval DA19/0686 — Industry General (Licenced) with
the proposed addition of crushing facility to crush building waste

[cons

truction and demolition (C & D)] at Lots 39 and 40 (200)

Barrington Street, Bibra Lake, for the following reasons:

Reas

1.

ons

The proposal does not comply with Draft State Planning
Policy No. 4.1 Industrial Interface November 2017.

The proposal does not comply with the Environmental
Protection Authority Guidance for the Assessment of

Environmental Factors Separation Distances between
Industrial and Sensitive Land Uses No. 3 — June 2005.

The proposal does not comply with the relevant factors of the
South Metropolitan Peel Sub-regional Planning Framework
March 2018.

The proposal does not comply with the City of Cockburn
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

Town Planning Scheme No. 3 including the “aims of the
scheme”.

The proposal has not adequately audited, defined and
accounted for the potential impacts on [potential] “sensitive
[industrial] premises”.

The proposal does not comply with the Department of Water
and Environmental Regulations Guideline - Managing
asbestos at construction and demolition waste recycling
facilities April 2021.

The proposal does not meet 14 of the objectives outlined
under Schedule 2 part 9 of Clause 67 “Matters to be
considered by local government” under the Planning and
Development (Local Planning Schemes) Regulations 2015 —
Deemed Provisions.

The proposal has not suitably addressed compliance with the
“relevant legislation, policies and Guidelines” under section
1.3 of the applicants Revised Dust Management Plan.

The Dust Management Plan submitted has not demonstrated
how dust emissions from the site will be adequately
addressed and mitigated.

The Asbestos Management Plan submitted does not account
for crushing operations at the site and has not been prepared
in accordance with the Guideline for Managing Asbestos at
Construction and Demolition Waste Recycling Facilities,
revised as of April 2021.

The Acoustic Report submitted has not demonstrated how
noise emissions from the site will be adequately addressed
and mitigated.

The site plan provided does not accurately depict the ‘true’
location of the structures and bunds on site and is generally
insufficient.

The proposal is not demonstrated to be environmentally
acceptable for the impacts on human health, flora and fauna.

The nature of this industry/ type of business is not acceptable
in this locality under the precautionary approach.

The proposal is not considered to accord with the provisions
of orderly and proper planning. As such the proposal is likely
to reduce the quality of life enjoyed by the surrounding

inhabitants and is therefore considered to be “poor planning”.

(2) NOTIFY the Applicant and those who made a submission during
the public consultation period of Council’s Decision.
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Background

The subject site is 6.06 hectares in area and is bounded by industrial
development to the north, east, and west, and Barrington Road to the
south. Attachment 1 provides a Location and Context Plan identifying
the surrounding zonings in proximity to the proposal.

On 28 May of 2020 the City of Cockburn (‘the City’) approved under
delegation an application (DA19/0686) for Industry — General
(Licensed) (Solid Waste Depot, Transfer Station, Salvage Yard, and
Transfer Depot) at Lot 39 & 40 (200) Barrington Street (‘the subject
site’).

The previous application/ approval DA19/0686 outlined the following
types of Material to be permitted on site;

“Construction and Demolition materials are accepted to Site,
inclusive of excess or waste material arising from the demolition
of buildings and structures or pavements. Primarily the
construction and Demolition wastes and materials accepted to
site will be inclusive of ‘concrete, brick, rubble, asphalt, metals
(ferrous and non-ferrous), timber, wallboard, glass, plastics, soll
and other building materials and products.’ Toxic materials are
excluded from the accepted materials’.

Confidential Attachment 8 (DA19/0686) provides a copy of the previous
development application report as submitted by the [then] applicant.
Attachment 8 provides details in relation to the already approved
practices on the subject site. Please note the previous application does
not including crushing of building material, only stockpiling.

Confidential Attachment 9 provides the City’s development approval for
the previous DA inclusive of the approved plans with the associated
conditions as imposed by City officers. Condition No. 6, as imposed by
City officers, specifies “no crushing of materials on site”.

The approval under DA19/0686 constituted a northern 4m high earth
bund (to shield industrial receptors), stockpile of the above mentioned
material and processing areas for materials, parking areas, a screener,
loaders, excavators and general site amenities (office and lunch room).

In conjunction with the approval issued by the City a works approval for
a Category 62: Solid Waste Depot was issued by the Department of
Water and Environmental Regulation (‘'DWER’) on 10 June 2020.

The proposal presented before Council (the subject proposal) is DA
20/0973. This application proposes to delete Condition 6 by seeking
approval for crushing. DA 20/0973 was received by the City on 7
October 2020. This proposed modification is the subject of this report
for Council’s consideration. The intent of this application is to permit the
crushing of construction and demolition materials that are brought to
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the site. This includes but is not limited to bricks, limestone and
concrete.

In accordance with the Environmental Protection Authority’s Guidance
for the Assessment of Environmental Factors — Separation Distances
between Industrial and Sensitive Land Uses a 1000m buffer should be
established between crushing operations of building materials and
sensitive land uses (including industrial and residential).

The proposal does not meet the above mentioned buffer requirement.
Accordingly, the proposal was advertised in accordance with the
requirements of clause 64 (3) and (6) (Advertising Applications) of the
Regulations. This included letters to owners and residents for all
industrial, commercial, and residential properties that fall within the
1,000m buffer area from the site. A total of 2,442 letters were sent to
approximately 700 residential addresses and 900 industrial addresses.

Over the course of the advertising period a total of 339 submissions
were received. The breakdown of responses is as follows:

Response Type No. of Responses
Objection 328
Non-Objection 10
Comment Only 1

The application DA 20/0973 is being presented to Council for
determination as City officers do not have delegated authority to
determine applications where Industry — General (Licensed) proposals
do not meet the above referenced buffer requirement.

Submission
N/A

Report

Proposal

The current proposal seeks to modify a previous approval granted by
the City for an industry general (licensed) facility to incorporate the
crushing of oversized construction and demolition materials into site
operations.

Key aspects of the proposal are as follows:

- The site is to be fully enclosed on all 4 boundaries at the perimeter
with earth bunds to a height of 4m above the relative ground level of
the adjacent sites. In the event that not enough earth is available,
sea containers will be utilised;
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Crushing of bricks, stones or concrete is proposed to be undertaken
at an estimated 150,000 tonnes/ annum with maximum stockpile
heights proposed to be 5m.

Crushing is proposed to be restricted to the Processing Shed and
Workshop at the north-eastern portion of the site.

Oversized construction and demolition material (C&D) that enters
the site is proposed to be crushed for the following purposes;

o Fines,

o Hardstand aggregate
o Road Base; and

o Drainage aggregate

All material will be crushed to a size <100mm.

Approved equipment to be utilised onsite includes the following;
o Screener
o Excavator; and
o Loader

As part of this application the following is proposed;
o 1 x Kleeman 120 Drill Crusher; and
o 1 x McClosky Impact Crusher.

Hours of operation proposed are 7:00am through to 6:00pm Monday
to Saturday.

To support the proposal the applicant has provided the following
documentation:

Site Plan

Elevation Plans of the proposed sea container barriers

Application report

Dust Management Plan

Acoustic Report

The applicant stated as part of their development report that
operations relating to the containment of asbestos would be
undertaken in accordance with the Asbestos Management Plan
(AMP) previously submitted as part of the previous application. It is
important to note this asbestos management plan does not address
the proposed crushing of C&D material. As such the AMP is not
considered to be acceptable.

The above referenced reports, including the previous Asbestos
Management Plan, have been included as attachments to this report.

Previous Approval

The previous application submitted and approved by the City stated
that no crushing would take place on the site.
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The application was assessed as an Industry General (Licensed) for
Solid Waste Depot, Transfer Station, Salvage Yard, and Transport
Depot.

Review of the Environmental Protection Authority’s Guidance for the
Assessment of Environmental Factors — Separation Distances between
Industrial and Sensitive Land Uses indicated that the following
separation distances to land uses were applicable:

Figure 1 — Transport Depot Separation Buffer

Industry Description of industry |PeF Lecace | Key Government | Code of Practice Impacts Buffer distance in
- L P apencies for advies | (CaP) /
Regisration | or approvak enviroamental metres and
categary (%) Fequiremsat qualifying notes
Ceanioi N Dwst Ordour Risk
Transport vehicles | buses, trucks and other DolR, \l V \l \l 200
depot heavy vehicles depot local gov't

Figure 2 — Waste Depot Separation Buffer

Industry Description of industry | Dot Heence ::_::;::"'“ bt b Impacts Buffer distance in
Registration | or approvaks coviroamental metres and
eategery () e qualifying notes

Gaseows [Noise  [Dust | Odouwr | Risk
waste depot premises on which waste |V DoH, Guidelines v v v 200

is stored or sorted, (62) WRC, for
pending final disposal or local gov't | Acceptance
re-use of Solid

Waste to

Landfill - Jan

2001

Figure 3 — Screening Works Separation Buffer

Industry Description of industry |PeFleence | Key Government | Code of Practice Impacts Buffer distance in
N ) agencies for advice |(CaP) /
Registration | or spprovab. environmental metres and
categary (") requirceascats qualifying notes
oancoun Nasine Dust Ardour Risk
Screening works | screening or sieving of |/ DolR, i v 500
sand, rocks, chemicals  [(12, 70)  |local gov't
and minerals

The proposal was noted to meet the buffer distance requirement as the
nearest residential land use (a deemed sensitive receiver) was 530m
from the site. To this end delegation to determine the application
remained with City officers.

The operation of the screening process on the site would separate the
materials accepted at the site into the following categories of materials:

<10mm fines
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Given that the operations on site would not constitute the crushing of
any of the above materials and rather the screening and sorting of the
following materials:

e Construction and Demolition materials

¢ Waste material arising from the demolition of buildings and
structures or pavements.

e inclusive of ‘concrete, brick, rubble, asphalt, metals (ferrous and
non-ferrous),

e timber,

e wallboard,

e (glass,

e plastics,

e soil and other building materials and products.’

e Toxic materials are excluded from the accepted materials’.

The previous approval (DA 19/0686) was deemed acceptable by the
City and as such the proposal was approved subject to conditions
controlling the operations of the site. Specifically, as mentioned above,
condition 6 of the previous approval stated that no crushing of materials
was permitted to occur on the site.

Planning Framework

South Metropolitan Peel Sub-regional Planning Framework March 2018

Perth and Peel @ 3.5 Million identifies the subject site as being within
the “Industrial zoned — existing” area namely the Bibra Lake Industrial
area. This locality is on the periphery of a relatively small industrial
estate which is approximately 5.2sgkm in area.

The Bibra Lake Industrial area is surrounded by developed Urban zone
(residential) including areas of regionally significant open space (Bibra
Lake Reserve, South Lake Reserve, Little Rush Lake, Beeliar Regional
Park).

Figure 5 — Sub-regional Planning Framework:
Perth and Peel@3.5million - spatial plan Lok

Fremantle

| Subiect Site

Industrial zoned - existing

Urban zone - developed
\</‘ Open space

< == Passenger rail - potential
Activity centre

[ T c— Freight rail - existing
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Due to the relatively small scale of the subject industrial estate (in
comparison to Perth and Peel’s various industrial areas) this
assessment needs to consider the context further from a “land use
compatibility” perspective.

As mentioned this industrial area is relatively small and surrounded by
medium density residential in close proximity. This includes the
following suburbs including areas of sensitive land uses;

e Yangebup;

e Spearwood;

e Bibra Lake;

e South Lake; and
e Coolbellup

The subject site is approximately;
e 2,000m from the residential land to the north
e 530m from the residential land to the south
1,001m from the residential land to the east
1,070m from the residential land to the west

The Sub-regional framework provides 10 principles for urban
consolidation when considering broad land use planning principles.
Under principle 6 the framework specifies;
“Industrial Centres; Promote the current and proposed supply
and/or development of industrial centres as key employment
nodes and prevent incompatible residential encroachment on
these areas”.

It is important to consider the context of this proposal in relation to the
wider area. As the framework suggests; land use planning needs to
consider whether this proposal is “incompatible with [existing]
residential’. It is also important to note that the industrial area itself
consists of “sensitive land uses” as identified below under Figure 6.
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Figure 6 above identifies the context and type of industrial estate the
proposal seeks to expand into. The blue text above (within the image)
provides details on the types of “industrial” activities/ businesses that
are present in the estate and to what extent the proposal may/ or may
not be consistent with these. Furthermore what needs to be considered
is the impact the proposal may have on the viability of the “key
employment node” in addition to the potential impacts on the residential
areas.

The City is not satisfied that the proposal, as submitted by the applicant,
will adequately protect these existing businesses or residential home
owners/ occupiers from negative impacts on amenity and health. This is
discussed further below within the report.

A number of businesses within the industrial area objected to the
proposal on the basis that these business owners and employees were
of the opinion the proposal is considered to be incompatible with their
industrial amenity.

Zoning and Land Use

The subject site is zoned ‘Industrial’ under the Metropolitan Region
Scheme (MRS) and ‘Industry’ under the City of Cockburn’s Town
Planning Scheme No. 3 (TPS 3). The objective of the Industry Zone in
TPS 3is:

“To provide for manufacturing industry, the storage and
distribution of goods and associated uses, which by the nature of
their operations should be separated from residential areas.”

Document Set ID: 10450079
Version: 1, Version Date: 07/05/2021

73 of 892



OCM 13/05/2021 Item 14.1

Industry Use means:

“Premises used for the manufacture, dismantling, processing,
assembly, testing, servicing, maintenance or repairing of goods
or products on the same land used for-

a) the storage of goods;

b) the work of administration or accounting;

c) the selling of goods by wholesale or retail; or
d) the provision of amenities for employees”.

An Industry - General (Licensed) land use is defined as follows under
TPS 3:

“‘means an industry which is a category of prescribed premises
set out in Schedule 1 of the Environmental Protection
Regulations, notwithstanding the production or design capability
for each category of prescribed premises specified in the
Schedule, but where a prescribed premises is also included in
Schedule 2 of the Health Act, the Health Act prevails, for the
purpose of the Scheme.”

Within the Industry Zone an Industry — General (Licensed) land use is a
‘D’ land use, which means:

“...that the use is not permitted unless the local government
has exercised its discretion by granting planning approval.”

Draft State Planning Policy 4.1 — Industrial Interface

The objectives of the Western Australian Planning Commission
(WAPC) SPP 4.1 are to:

“(a) protect existing and proposed industry, and infrastructure
facilities from encroachment by incompatible land uses that
would adversely affect efficient operations;

(b) avoid land use conflict between existing and proposed
industry/ infrastructure facilities and sensitive land uses; and

(c) promote compatible land uses in areas impacted by existing
and proposed industry and infrastructure facilities.”

The above objectives have particular relevance to this proposal and are
important in the decision making process.

“Sensitive Land Uses” are defined within SPP 4.1 as:

“Land uses that are residential or institutional in nature, where
people live or regularly spend extended periods of time. These
include dwellings, short-stay accommodation, schools, hospitals
and childcare centres, and generally excludes commercial or
industrial premises*.”
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The bolded text above “generally excludes commercial or industrial
premises” SPP 4.1 does define “separation distance” as follows:

“As defined in Environmental Protection Guidance Statement
No.3 Separation Distances Between Industrial and Sensitive
Land Uses, a recommended distance necessary to separate a
source of emissions (gaseous and particulate emissions, dust,
odour and noise) from sensitive land uses in order to avoid
impacts to health and amenity”.

The definition of “sensitive land use” in Statement No. 3 it provides the
following;

“Land use sensitive to emissions from industry and infrastructure.
Sensitive land uses include residential development, hospitals,
hotels, motels, hostels, caravan parks, schools, nursing homes,
child care facilities, shopping centres, playgrounds and some
public buildings. Some commercial, institutional and
industrial land uses which require high levels of amenity or are
sensitive to particular emissions may also be considered
“sensitive land uses”. Examples include some retail outlets,
offices and training centres, and some types of storage and
manufacturing”.

Based on the above, some commercial, institutional and industrial land
uses may be “sensitive land uses”. The applicant has not adequately
audited, defined and accounted for the potential impacts on these
[potential] “sensitive [industrial] premises” in their proposal. As such the
assessing officers are not able to make an informed consideration in
that regard.

Objective “a” above specifically indicates Council needs to consider if
the proposal will “protect existing and [future] proposed industry and
infrastructure...that would adversely affect efficient operations”. In the
view of the technical officers this proposal has not adequately
demonstrated compliance with this objective.

The policy is considered to be of importance to the application at hand
as the proposal as submitted is considered to have the potential to
create conflict with nearby sensitive land uses, given that the nearest
residential property is 530m from the subject site. Objective “b”
specifies “avoid land use conflict...”

Clause 6.8 of SPP 4.1 states that when contemplating an application for
development the following requirements are to apply:

“(a) The provisions of clause 5.2.2 of SPP 4.1 [discussed below].

(c) Development on land within a buffer should be consistent
with the purpose of the buffer and should not constrain the
existing operations, or the proposed development/expansion of
the buffered industrial area or infrastructure facility.
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(d) Development applications should include information on the
nature and extent of any off-site impacts, and proposed
management plans.

(e) Development applications should identify any approvals
required under other legislation, such as works approval and
licencing required under Division 3, Part V of the Environmental
Protection Act 1986 and safety requirements under the
Dangerous Goods Safety Act 2004 and Petroleum and
Geothermal Energy Resources Act 1967.”

Clause 5.2.2 of the policy outlines the principles that should be applied
through the decision-making process for proposals that generate off-site
impacts and sensitive uses that may be impacted by these, as follows:

“(b) New industrial land uses in Light Industry zones (or other
non-industrial zones) should not generate off-site impacts;

(c) New industrial land uses in General Industry zones should
contain off-site impacts within the Industrial zone, or within
surrounding compatible land use zones and/or reserves where in
existence (such as Light Industry and Commercial zones and
Public Open Space reserves);

(d) New industrial land uses in Strategic Industry zones should
contain off-site impacts within the buffer;

(g9) The following approach should be taken to determine the
extent of off-site impacts and if clauses 5.2.2(a)-(f) can be
achieved:

i. where the new or existing industrial land use/ infrastructure
facility is a Prescribed Premises, the planning decision-maker
should rely on technical environmental advice from the DWER
in relation to the extent of potential off-site impacts;

To determine whether this proposal is a “prescribed premises” SPP 4.1
refers to the following definition;

“Certain industrial premises with the potential to cause emissions
and discharges to air, land or water which trigger regulation
under the Environmental Protection Act 1986. Prescribed
premises categories are outlined in Schedule 1 of the
Environmental Protection Regulations 1987.”

Schedule 1 of the EP Act specifies:

Category Description of category Production or
number design capacity
13 Crushing of building material: premises on 1 000 tonnes or
which waste building or demolition material more per year

(for example, bricks, stones or concrete) is
crushed or cleaned.
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The proposal is for; “the crushing of building material (example bricks,
stones or concrete) at 150,000 tonnes per annum”. The proposal is
therefore considered to be a category 13 “prescribed premises”.

As mentioned above, the applicant should provide a development
application which;

1. “includes information on the nature and extent of any off-site
impacts, and proposed management plans.

2. Should not generate off-site impacts (particularly to residential land);

3. ldentify the “sensitive” industrial premises and that the proposal will
not impact the amenity of these industrial premises. Should there
not be any then demonstrate that the proposal can contain off-site
impacts within the Industrial zone.

4. Comply with all of the Department of Water and Environmental
Regulation and Department of Health requirements.

In the view of the technical staff, the applicant has not yet provided
sufficient information in relation to points 1 to 4 above.

Should Council consider approving the proposal Council may wish to
defer the item pending the City receiving the final comments from
DWER/ DoH. Alternatively Council may consider approving the
proposal without these final comments.

Clause 66 (1) Schedule 2 Part 9 — Deemed Provisions of the Planning
and Development (Local Planning Schemes) Regulations 2015
specifies;

“Consuiltation with other authorities - When, in the opinion of the
local government, an application for development approval may
affect any other statutory, public or planning authority, the local
government is to provide a copy of the application to the authority
for objections and recommendations.”

As City officers are recommending refusal, for the reasons listed on the
first page of this report, the comments from DWER are not considered
to be overly necessary at this stage (assuming refusal). This is also to
do with the fact that the proposal is considered to lack the above
mentioned detail and therefore not appropriate for final referral to
DWER and DoH.

Should the applicant appeal the decision, of Council to potentially
refuse the application, to the State Administrative Tribunal (SAT) City
officers will need to rely upon DWERs comments in addition to our
expert witnesses.

In conclusion of this section, the proposal is not considered to meet the
proper and orderly planning principles as specified by Draft State
Planning Policy 4.1 — Industrial Interface.
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Separation Distances between Industrial and Sensitive Land Uses

The Environmental Protection Authority (EPA) has prepared a number
of guidance statements to provide advice to proponents, responsible
authorities, and the general public for the assessment of environmental
factors and the minimum requirements that should be expected to be
met when a proposal is considered.

As mentioned above, SPP 4.1 refers specifically to this guidance
statement as a “planning consideration”.

Statement No. 3 — Separation Distances between Industrial and
Sensitive Land Uses identifies that a 1000m buffer to a sensitive land
use, as defined above, should apply for any operation that proposes
‘crushing’ be undertaken on site.

The document also states that some commercial and industrial land
uses may also be considered sensitive land uses if they require a high
level of amenity (such as retail outlets or offices) or are sensitive to
particular emissions (such as some specialty manufacturing facilities).

It is noted within Clause 4.2 of the EPA guidance statement that the
generic buffer distances are to be used as a tool to determine suitable
separation distances to sensitive land uses. Additionally, Clause 4.4.1
of the document outlines the following:

“Where the separation distance is less than the generic distance,
a scientific study based on site- and industry-specific information
must be presented to demonstrate that a lesser distance will not

result in unacceptable impacts.”

This means that an application that does not meet the buffer
requirements can be considered by the local government subject to
appropriate documentation being provided by the proponent identifying
that any potential amenity impacts on surrounding sensitive receivers
have been addressed and mitigated appropriately.

The reports provided by the applicant note that the nearest sensitive
residential receiver is located within the above mentioned 1000m buffer
(at 530m from the site).

The policy specifies if the setback is less that the recommended
separation distance other options include;

o “modifying the project to reduce emissions via engineering
controls such as process design, process enclosure or other
means; and

o pursuing land use planning and management controls (e.g. land
acquisition, rezoning) to reduce environmental impacts to
acceptable levels”.

In line with the first point as listed above, should the applicant propose
to fully enclose the full site (stockpiles crushing, loaders, excavators
[everything]) then the technical officers might consider recommending
approval for the proposal. This is however not what the applicant has

78 of 892

Document Set ID: 10450079
Version: 1, Version Date: 07/05/2021



Item 14.1

OCM 13/05/2021

applied for and therefore we are unable to recommend this outcome to
Council.

In relation to dot point 1 above City officers have met, on a without
prejudice basis, with the applicant during the assessment and
attempted to convince the applicant to fully enclose the full site. The
City was not able to convince the applicant to make these changes to
the proposal.

Notwithstanding the above, the applicant agreed to compromise and
proposes to partially surround the stockpiles with sea containers. (refer
Attachment 3).

Whilst this modification to the proposal may [partially] address the
impacts of dust (to some extent) this solution was upon further
assessment not considered to be acceptable to the City’s officers.

This solution does not meet the above guideline objective and therefore
is not considered to be enough of a change to warrant an approval.

Should Council consider approving or deferring the proposal Council
should be aware that the guidance statement specifies that the proposal
may be referred to the EPA. The EPA may recommend that the
proposal or scheme is not environmentally acceptable.

In conclusion of this section, the proposal is not considered to meet the
proper and orderly planning principles as specified by EPA Guidance
No. 3 — Separation distances between Industrial and Sensitive Land
Uses.

Further Considerations

Proposals Response to Objective of Zone

As noted in the ‘Zoning and Land Use’ section of this report above the
objective of the industry zone is:

“To provide for manufacturing industry, the storage and
distribution of goods and associated uses, which by the nature of
their operations should be separated from residential areas.”

The operations on site of Salvage Yard, Transport Depot, Solid Waste
Depot and Transfer Depot are considered to meet with the ‘storage and
distribution of goods and associated uses’ portion of the above
definition. However, further review of the operations to be undertaken
on site and the supporting documentation provided is required to be
undertaken to determine if the proposal would be suitable at the subject
site.

Are the Submitted Plans Accurate?

The plans submitted as part of the application were reviewed to
determine if they represented a ‘true and accurate’ depiction of the
future layout of the site. Any plans approved by the City are required to
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be adhered to through the development process and so it is critical that
the submitted plans accurately reflect what will be realised at the site.

A copy of the site plan has been included as an attachment to this
report. It is noted on the plans that the applicant proposes to construct
bunds around the exterior of the site to a height of 4m as indicated by
the green line on the site plan below under figure 7.

Figure 7 — Proposed Site Plan

RN

Review of the latest aerial imagery (Refer Figure 8 below) available for
the property has identified that the location of the bund that has been
constructed in accordance with the previously issued approval
DA19/0686 will interfere with the intended location of the 100,000l
Tank, Drainage Sump, and internal access roads identified in the above

image.

1ICy beweeneg_l_ans angygr_l site

I
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Further to this, and noting the width of the base of the existing bund it is
expected that any further bunds will have a similar impact on the layout
of the site and location of internal services.

It is imperative that any development accord with any stamped and
approved plans. To this end the City is concerned that the plans as
submitted do not represent a true and accurate depiction of what will
occur at the site.

Is the buffer Distances appropriate?

As noted within the ‘Planning Framework’ section of this report above
assessment of the proposal should be undertaken with due regard to
Draft State Planning Policy 4.1 — Industrial Interface and the EPA’s
Guidance Statement 3.

As noted within the Guidance Statement the appropriate separation
distance between a site that operates the crushing of building materials
is 1000m.

Figure 9 — Crushing operations buffer requirement

Industry

Description of industry |PoF Licence | Key Government | Code of Practice Impacts Buffer distance in
v |or agencies for advice [ (CoP) /

Registration | or approvals environmental metres and
category (*) requirements qua li I'\'ing notes

Gaseous | Noise Dust Odour | Risk

Crushing of
building material

crushing or cleaning of [+ local gov’t v V 1000
waste building or (13)
demolition material

The document indicates that this distance is recommended in order to
mitigate the potential for noise and dust impacts on sensitive receivers.

It is noted that the nearest sensitive receiver to the subject site is 530m
away, which does not accord with the requirements of the buffer
recommended by the EPA. To this end the proposal was advertised to
all properties within 2000m of the subject site. Upon the conclusion of
the consultation period significant concerns had been received from the
community regarding the proposal not adhering to the 1000m buffer.

In addition to concerns received from residential properties the City also
received objections from nearby and impacted industrial/commercial
operators who indicated that the nature of their work also permitted
them the status of a ‘sensitive receiver’.

Further information regarding the community consultation process and
the responses received is contained within the ‘Community
Consultation’ section of this report.

The City understands that the EPA guidance statement does allow for
consideration of lesser buffer distances based on the provision of site

and industry specific supporting documentation; and that confirms that
any emissions from the site can be appropriately mitigated.
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However, review of the documentation provided by the applicant has
been determined to be deficient and does not accurately address the
City’s concerns. A list of concerns relating to the submitted
documentation has been included as an attachment to this report (refer
Confidential Attachment 8).

Will Dust Emissions be Appropriately Mitigated?

The recommended EPA 1000m buffer for crushing facilities is not
limited to dust emissions from the crushing activities alone, because
substantial dust emissions are known to be from stockpiles especially
as they are being worked, and from the movement and transfer of
crushed material. Officers from the City have, in February 2021, issued
three infringements for fugitive dust from the crushing facility at Lot 1
Rockingham Road Henderson and on each occasion the source of the
dust was the stockpiles and not the crushing or screening machinery.
Therefore the proposed location of the crushing plant inside a shed is
not sufficient justification to allow the 1000m buffer to be reduced by
almost 50%.

From a compliance and regulatory perspective, the regulation of fugitive
dust is extremely complicated because it typically depends upon an
officer witnessing visible dust crossing the property boundary. This is
often very difficult even when the officer can very clearly recognise the
presence of unreasonable dust in their eyes and face. This adds weight
to the need to follow the precautionary principle. City officers have
regularly witnessed plumes of dust emitted from stockpiles when winds
exceed 20 knots. It is impossible to control dust from stockpiles of
crushed and screened demolition materials during very hot and very
windy conditions that are common in Perth during summer.

As noted above, one of the key impacts of a crushing operation is the
release of dust into the area. The City is required to be satisfied that
any dust emission from the site can be appropriately managed in order
to ensure that the impacts on the surrounding properties is effectively
mitigated.

To support the proposal and suggest that the 1000m EPA buffer not be
required in this instance the applicant has provided a Dust
Management Plan (refer Attachment 4) to demonstrate how dust will be
treated at the subject site.

The City requires that all dust management plans submitted in support
of an application are developed as per guidance listed within the
Department of Environment: Guidelines for the Prevention of Dust and
Smoke Pollution from Land Development Sites and Prevention of Sand
Drift from Subdivisions & Development Sites.
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The documents set out guidance points on preparing plans for the
management of dust. The documents note that dust emissions from a
site may contain contaminants and it is therefore important that
management measures for dust and other air pollutants are put in place
to avoid emissions or reduce the levels in the ambient air to acceptable
levels.

It is also noted that the dust management plan is required to be
approved by a determining authority prior to works commencing on the
site. The decision maker in this instance is considered to be the City of
Cockburn.

Regarding the submitted management plan, a reference image has

been included on page 32 of the Management Plan that outlines the
predominant wind speed and direction as measured at 3pm over the
season of summer.

The image suggests that winds will be predominantly blowing across
the site from a south-westerly direction, however it is noted that at
various times winds are noted to blow with the potential for high wind
speeds from all directions (Refer Figure 10).

Figure 10 — Projection of wind direction and speed in Summer
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Noting the direction and strength of the winds the City considers that
the sites most likely to be impacted by dust should it remain unchecked
are identified in Figure 11 (below).

Figure 11 — Estimation of properties impacted by dust following wind modelling

Disclaimer: Please note that this image has been prepared as an example for the
purposes of identifying potentially impacted properties and has no scientific
background, nor has it been prepared by a suitably qualified environmental
consultant.

iSpearwood

.L’ )

Given the potential for impact on a number of residential properties the
management of dust is considered to be imperative to the proposal.

Significant concerns regarding the appropriateness of the dust
management plan and the potential impacts of dust emission from the
site were raised over the course of the community consultation period.

Further information regarding the community consultation process and
the responses received is contained within the ‘Community
Consultation’ section of this report.

Review of the Dust Management Plan provided by the applicant has
determined that the document is deficient and does not accurately
address how dust will be appropriately mitigated on the subject site. A
summary of the concerns that the City has regarding the document is
noted in Confidential Attachment 8 to this report.

As Planners we are guided by “the Aims of our scheme” as extracted
below;
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1.6 The Aims of the Scheme

1.6.1 The aims of the Scheme are to -

a) ensure that development and the use of land within the district complies with
accepted standards and practices for public amenity and convenience;

b) ensure that the future development and use of land within the district occurs in
an orderly and proper way so that the quality of life enjoyed by its inhabitants is
not jeopardised by poor planning, unacceptable development and the
incompatible use of land.

The applicant’s “dust management plan” provides under section 1.3 the
relevant legislation, policies and guidelines” that the applicant considers
being relevant to this proposal. In the City’s opinion the list is not
exhaustive.

In relation to the items listed the applicant has not, in the opinion of the
assessing officers, specified exactly how the proposal will meet the
details of the relevant legislation, policies and guidelines listed. This is
of concern.

In addition to the above, the proposal doesn’t fully explain how water
will be sourced in the event of the rainwater tanks being empty. The
only location that appears to address water source is on page 14 under
section 5.2 of the revised dust management plan.

This is of concern to the City as the ability for the proponent to address
dust relies heavily on the adequate sourcing of water. A number of
questions in this regard remain outstanding including, but not limited to;

o How will the water tanks will be filled during summer months?

o Is the use of a bore recommended/feasible? If so, is there a cap
on the amount of water that can be drawn for the site?

o The site is an identified contaminated site, does this have any
impact on the ability to draw water at the property?

The Dust Management Plan states that sprinklers will be triggered when
the PM10 reaches 450ug/m3 over a 15 minute period. However, this
criteria has not been explained and it does not appear to have any
justification.

The Dust Management Plan does not specify any specific dust
management methods, rather, it states that some will be implemented
but does not outline what they will be in any great detail.

Given that the dust management plan has been deemed to be deficient
in information the City has no confidence that dust will be able to be
appropriately mitigated on the subject site so as not to cause amenity
impacts on the surrounding properties.

As such, in the view of the assessing officers, the proposal is not
compliant with the acceptable standards and practices for public
amenity and convenience.

Document Set ID: 10450079
Version: 1, Version Date: 07/05/2021

85 of 892



OCM 13/05/2021 Item 14.1

In addition the [potential] future proposed development and use of the
land is not “proper and orderly”.

As such the proposal is likely to reduce the quality of life enjoyed by the
surrounding inhabitants and is therefore considered to be “poor
planning”.

For these reasons the City is recommending that the proposal not be
supported

Will Noise Emissions be Appropriately Mitigated?

One of the key impacts of a crushing operation is the potential for noise
pollution. The City is required to be satisfied that any potential for noise
impacts of the proposal can be appropriately managed in order to
ensure that the impacts on the surrounding properties is effectively
mitigated.

To support the proposal and suggest that the 1000m EPA buffer not be
required in this instance the applicant has provided an Acoustic Report
(refer Attachment 6) to demonstrate how noise impacts will be
mitigated.

It is noted that the allowable noise levels at surrounding properties is
prescribed under the Environmental Protection (Noise) Regulations
1997. The regulations stipulate specific allowable noise levels for
sensitive land uses by stating a fixed allowable baseline for industrial
noise emissions that then has an ‘influencing factor’ added to it (Refer
Figure 12).

Figure 12 — Baseline assigned noise levels

TABLE 3.1 - BASELINE A55GNED OUTDDOR NOISE LEVEL

Premi Assigned Lewel [dB)
I'EIHE:E-S . Time of Day

Recersing Moise [ L Lt e

0700 - 1900 hours Monday to Saturday [Day] 45 = IF 535 +IF 65 + IF
Mopise sensitive 0500 - 1900 hours Sunday and Public Holidays {Sunday f

' 40 = IF 50+ IF 65 + IF

premises within 15 Public Holidzy Day Period)
matres of 3 15400 - 2200 hours all days [Evening) 40 = IF 50+ IF 55 + IF
cwelling

2200 hours on any day to 0700 hours Monday to Samurday
and 0500 hours 5unday and Public Holidays [Night)

Industrial &1l haurs BS B0 80

Neote: Lazy is the noize level esceeded for 1008 of the time.
Las iz thee mpize level esceaded for 15 of the time.
Lare 5 thee mriacirraam noise bevel.
IF iz the influencing factor.

35 =IF 45+ IF 55+ IF

The above factors are taken into account to determine whether
operations on site meet the legislative requirements or whether
mitigation measures are required to be put in place.

Significant concerns regarding the potential for noise emission from the
site and the impact on amenity were raised over the course of the
community consultation period.
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Further information regarding the community consultation process and
the responses received is contained within the ‘Community
Consultation’ section of this report.

Review of the Acoustic Report provided by the applicant has
determined that there are inconsistencies between it and the submitted
Dust Management Plan. Additionally, the report does not account for
one of the proposed crushers, nor does it comment on the state of the
existing shed on site and whether any remedial works would need to be
undertaken to address sound leak via holes etc.

A summary of the concerns that the City has regarding the document is
noted in Attachment 8 to this report.

Given that the acoustic report has been deemed to be deficient in
information the City has no confidence that noise will be able to be
appropriately mitigated on the subject site so as not to cause amenity
impacts on the surrounding properties. For this reason the City is
recommending that the proposal not be supported

Will Asbestos Be Appropriately Mitigated?

The applicant has indicated that their proposed operations on the
subject site will accord with the previous Asbestos Management Plan
that was submitted as part of DA19/0686. The management plan has
been included as an attachment to this report (refer Attachment 7).

Asbestos Management Plans for proposals such as this are required to
be prepared in accordance with the Department of Water and
Environmental Regulations Guideline for Managing Asbestos at
Construction and Demolition Waste Recycling Facilities April 2021. Any
management plan submitted as part of an application is required to be
assessed against these requirements. It is noted that in April of 2021
this guideline has been recently updated. The application does not
make reference to this guideline.

Significant concerns regarding the potential release, or
mismanagement of, asbestos as part of the operations undertaken on
the site were received as part of the community consultation period.

Further information regarding the community consultation process and
the responses received is contained within the ‘Community
Consultation’ section of this report.

Though the applicant has indicated operations would accord with the
previously supplied management plan the document itself does not
reference crushing being undertaken at the site. Additionally, the
document does not reflect the requirements of the updated guideline
referenced above.

A summary of the concerns that the City has regarding the document is
noted in Attachment 8 to this report.
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Given that the asbestos management plan does not reflect the new
proposed operations at the site and does not correctly refer to updated
guidelines the City has no confidence that the correct management and
handling of asbestos will occur at the subject site so as not to cause
amenity impacts on the surrounding properties. For this reason the City
is recommending that the proposal not be supported

Is the Site Appropriate for Undertaking Crushing?

As noted within the “Proposals Response to Objective of Zone” section
above the land uses proposed are seen to generally accord with the
objectives of the Industry Zone.

However, as stipulated within Clause 67 (Consideration of Application
by Local Government) of the Planning and Development (Local
Planning Schemes) Regulations 2015 (Regulations) in considering an
application for development approval the local government must give
due regard to other additional matters, including:

“(a) the aims and provisions of this Scheme
(b) the requirements of orderly and proper planning...
(c) any approved State planning policy (SPP 4.1 in this context).

(d) any environmental protection policy approved under the
Environmental Protection Act 1986 section 31(d);

(f) any policy of the State (DWER, DoH, DPLH);

(m) the compatibility of the development with its setting, including —

(i) the compatibility of the development with the desired future
character of its setting; and

(ii) the relationship of the development to development on adjoining
land or on other land in the locality including, but not limited to,
the likely effect of the height, bulk, scale, orientation and
appearance of the development;

(n) the amenity of the locality including the following —
(i) environmental impacts of the development
(i) the character of the locality;
(iii) social impacts of the development;

(o) the likely effect of the development on the natural environment or
water resources and any means that are proposed to protect or to
mitigate impacts on the natural environment or the water resource;

(r) the suitability of the land for the development taking into account the
possible risk to human health or safety;

(s) the adequacy of —
(i) the proposed means of access to and egress from the site; and

(if) arrangements for the loading, unloading, manoeuvring and
parking of vehicles;
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(t) the amount of traffic likely to be generated by the development,
particularly in relation to the capacity of the road system in the locality
and the probable effect on traffic flow and safety;

(x) the impact of the development on the community as a whole
notwithstanding the impact of the development on particular individuals;

(y) any submissions received on the application;

(za) the comments or submissions received from any authority
consulted under clause 66;

(zb) any other planning consideration the local government considers
appropriate”.

The above 14 points are considered to be key, additional points, for
Council to consider in line with Clause 67 in determining whether the
addition of crushing to the site is appropriate or not.

Generally, it is acknowledged that such industries are required to exist
and that they provide an important service within the demolition and
construction industry. However, a crushing operation is noted to be one
that is difficult to manage appropriately whilst still managing to operate
within the requirements of the business. Potentially, to approve such a
proposal subject to stringent conditions could be considered to be
onerous.

This proposal may be acceptable in a location suitably away from
sensitive premises or in the current location if the site was, without
prejudice, fully enclosed within a suitable structure.

As an example of this, the City is aware of another crushing operation
that is located within the boundaries of the City. The site is subject to
development approval subject to conditions and is required to operate
accordingly within the boundaries of those conditions. Historically, there
have been instances where the requirements of the conditions have not
been able to be adhered to. This has in turn created a ‘flow on’ effect
that has impacted the amenity of the surrounding properties and
required compliance actions to be undertaken. In this context the best
treatment is prevention.

Review of the proposal at a general level has indicated that there are
numerous areas for concern and inconsistencies with the
documentation provided that do not speak to a site that can be
permitted to undertake crushing whilst being able to adhere to any
conditions of approval granted.

A summary of the concerns that the City has regarding the document is
noted in Attachment 8 to this report.

With the above in mind, the City must consider the relationship that
such a development will have on the adjoining properties and the
impact that the proposal may have on the amenity of the locality in
accordance with the 14 matters under clause 67 as noted above.
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To this end, the City considers that a precautionary principle should be
implemented in this instance as there is no guarantee and no
supporting proof provided that the development will not have an undue
Impact on the area and the amenity of those surrounding it.

For this reason the proposal is not considered to accord with the
requirements of orderly and proper planning and is not supported.
Strategic Plans/Policy Implications

City Growth and Moving Around

A growing City that is easy to move around and provides great places
to live.

* Plan to provide residents with great places to live, activated social
connections and high quality open spaces.

Listening and Leading

A community focused, sustainable, accountable and progressive
organisation.

* Listen to, communicate, consult and engage with our residents,
businesses and community in a timely, open and collaborative manner.

Budget/Financial Implications

Should Council resolve to refuse the application the applicant has
available to them a right of review of the decision with the State
Administrative Tribunal (SAT).

Should this occur there may be costs involved in defending the
decision, particularly if legal counsel is engaged.

Legal Implications

Should Council refuse the proposal the applicant has available to them
to option to lodge a review of the decision with the SAT. Should this
occur the City may be required to engage legal counsel.

Community Consultation

The proposal was advertised for community consultation in accordance
with the requirements of clause 64 (3) and (6) (Advertising Applications)
of the Regulations, and took the form of the following:

- Letters being sent to surrounding properties notifying them of the
proposal;

- The application and supporting documentation being placed on the
City’s ‘Comment on Cockburn’ website;

- A sign was erected on site for the duration of the advertising period.
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As the proposal did not meet the buffer requirements of the EPA
guidance statement it was determined that the letters would be sent to
owners and residents for all industrial, commercial, and residential
properties that fall within the 2000m buffer area from the site. A total of
2442 letters were sent to approximately 700 residential addresses and
900 industrial addresses.

The period of advertising was originally set at 28 days in accordance
with the Regulations, however following written consent of the applicant
the advertising period was extended for a further seven days.

Over the course of the advertising period a total of 339 submissions
were received. The breakdown of responses is as follows:

Response Type No. of Responses
Objection 328
Non-Objection 10
Comment Only 1

Key concerns raised by submitters related to noise, dust, and asbestos
pollution, increases in traffic volumes, and the potential loss of property
value. These key concerns are summarised and addressed as follows:

Dust Pollution within the surrounding area:

The concerns raised by the submitters are noted. As part of the
application package provided the proponent submitted a Dust
Management Plan (DMP) for review with the City of Cockburn.

The report was reviewed by City officers and determined to be deficient
in addressing how dust would be appropriately mitigated. Key shortfalls
within the document can be noted in Attachment 7 to this report.

It is therefore considered that the DMP provided by the applicant does
not adequately address how dust will be mitigated on the site. This shall
be reflected in the report to Council.

Noise Pollution within the surrounding area:

The concerns raised by the submitters are noted. As part of the
application package provided the proponent submitted an Acoustic
Report for review with the City of Cockburn.

The report was reviewed by City officers and determined to be deficient
in addressing how noise would be appropriately mitigated. Key
shortfalls within the document can be noted in Attachment 7 to this
report.

It is therefore considered that the Acoustic Report provided by the
applicant does not adequately address how noise emissions from the
site will be appropriately mitigated. This shall be reflected in the report
to Council.
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Traffic Volume Increase:

While acknowledging the operational and congestion concerns which
can be witnessed currently at the intersection between Barrington
St/Spearwood Ave, specifically the long queues forming along
Barrington St west approach which might result in access impediments
to/from 200 Barrington St, the City also notes the following:

As per the previously approved Development Application DA19/0686, a
maximum of 120 vehicle movements will occur for the site daily. This is
inclusive of 60 movements into the site and 60 movements out of the
site occurring sporadically throughout the day. The proposed crushing
operation will not alter the vehicular movement or increase the amount
of staff on site. The Western Australian Planning Commission (WAPC)
Transport Assessment Guidelines for Developments (2016) provides
the following guidance for the assessment of traffic impacts;

“As a general guide, an increase in traffic of less than 10 percent
of capacity would not normally be likely to have a material on any
particular section of road, but increases over 10 percent may. All
sections of road with increases of over 10 percent of capacity
should therefore be included in the analysis. For ease of
assessment, an increase of 100 vehicles per hour for any lane
can be considered as equating to around 10 percent of capacity.
Therefore, any section of road where development traffic would
increase flows by more than 100 vehicles per hour for any lane
should be included in the analysis”

The proposed development will not increase traffic flows on any roads
adjacent to the site in excess of the quoted WAPC threshold of +100
vehicles per hour to warrant further analysis.

Further to this, Barrington Street is configured as a “District Distributor B
— DD B” type according to MRWA Road Information Mapping System
website. The predominant purpose of DD B roads according to the Main
Roads WA Road Hierarchy for WA — Road Types and Criteria is
‘reduced capacity but movement of high traffic volumes travelling
between industrial, commercial, and residential areas”.

As such, Barrington Street is designed to carry about 7000 to 15,000
vehicles per day according to Table 3 - Function and characteristics of
arterial routes within Element 2 of the WAPC’s Liveable
Neighbourhoods Guidelines (2009).

The estimated daily trip generation of the proposed development
represents less than the 10 percent threshold of the daily road capacity.
Therefore it can be reasonably accommodated within the surrounding
road network. Existing 2019/2020 traffic data obtained from Main Roads
WA Online Trafficmap website along Barrington Street shows the road
currently has a daily volume of about 7,500 vehicles per day.

Therefore, the addition of the proposed development would not result in
this road exceeding its expected maximum daily traffic flow.
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Asbestos/Silica Pollution within the surrounding area:

The concerns raised by the submitters are noted. The applicants’
submission indicated that they would operate the site in accordance
with the previous Asbestos Management Plan submitted to support
DA19/0686.

However, the previous Asbestos Management Plan did not account for
the crushing process that is being proposed as part of this application
and does not adequately address mitigation methods by which the
potential for asbestos/silica release can be managed through the
crushing process.

Key shortfalls within the document can be noted in Attachment 7 to this
report.

The Asbestos Management Plan, whilst considered to be appropriate to
cover the operations included as part of the previous DA19/0686, is not
adequate in addressing the new proposal and is not supported by City
officers.

House Values Will be Negatively Affected:

This is not a valid planning concern.

A full list of submissions and the officer responses has been included
as attachment 11 to this report.

Risk Management Implications

Should the applicant lodge a review of the decision with the State
Administrative Tribunal there may be costs involved in defending the
decision, particularly if legal counsel is engaged.

Should the application be approved without appropriate conditions
requiring that all management plans be adhered to at all times, there is
potential for amenity impacts upon the surrounding properties.

Should that application be approved with deficient management plans
there is potential for amenity impacts upon the surrounding properties.
Advice to Proponents/Submitters

The Proponents and those who lodged a submission on the proposal
have been advised that this matter is to be considered at the 13 May
2021 Ordinary Council Meeting.

Implications of Section 3.18(3) Local Government Act 1995
Nil
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Abbreviations

Abbreviation Definition

“the Site” 200 Barrington Street, Bibra Lake

AHD Australian Height Datum

BLR Brajkovich Landfill & Recycling Pty Ltd

CBD Central Business District

City of Cockburn CoC

DWER The Department of Water and Environmental Regulation
EAPL Emission Assessments Pty Ltd

LGA Local Government Authority

m Metres

mbgl Metres Below Ground Level

MRS Metropolitan Region Scheme

RAV Restricted Access Vehicles

SERS Site Environmental and Remediation Services
SIMS SIMS Metal Management Pty Ltd

WARR Act Waste Avoidance and Resource Recovery Act 2007
TPS3 Town Planning Scheme No. 3
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Executive Summary

This report has been prepared in support of a Development Application (DA) to approve crushing
operations at Lots 39 and 40 (200) Barrington Street, Bibra Lake (hereafter referred to as ‘the site’).
This site was acquired by Demo Investment 6 (Lot 39) and Demo Investment 7 (Lot 40) as of February

2019 and nominated Brajkovich Landfill & Recycling (BLR) as the onsite operators.

On the 28™ May 2020, BLR acquired approval from the City of Cockburn (CoC Ref DA19/0686-
6018185), to operate the site as a Solid Waste Depot, Transfer Station, Salvage Yard and Transport
Depot. It is proposed that in the acquisition of the sought crushing approval, Brajkovich Landfill &
Recycling will further utilise the site in resource recovery and processing, in line with the objectives of

the Waste Avoidance and Resource Recovery Act 2007 (WARR Act).

To reduce potential dust emissions caused from onsite crushing, this revised amendment seeks to
obtain approval for the proposed construction and use of support structures onsite to control dust
emissions (stockpile cells). These structures shall be erected using sea containers and will ultimately

encapsulate stockpiles on three sides. Further details are provided in Section 5.1.1.

Due to the current zoning of the land, the site is situated within a desirable location. The site is zoned
as ‘Industrial’ under the Metropolitan Region Scheme (MRS) and located approximately 18km south-

west of the Perth Central Business District (CBD).

The closest sensitive receptors are located 530m south of the site, which are separated by a series of
industrial practices and a railway line. The residential receptors are situated between 43m and 46m

Australian Height Datum (AHD), whilst the site is situated approximately 5m lower (41m AHD).

200 Barrington Street, Bibra Lake
Brajkovich Landfill & Recycling 2
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1. Introduction

1.1 The Proponent

Brajkovich Landfill & Recycling (BLR) form part of the Brajkovich group, who focus on resource
recovery and recycling. It is proposed that in the acquisition of the sought planning approval, BLR will
utilise the site in further resource recovery and processing, in line with the objectives of the Waste

Avoidance and Resource Recovery Act 2007.
Address: 1686 Great Northern Highway,

Upper Swan WA 6069

1.2 Consultant

Site Environmental Remediation Services (SERS) is an environmental consultancy specialising in
development approvals, environmental approvals, contaminated land assessment and site
remediation. SERS are assisting BLR in the preparation of the relevant development reports to gain

approval for the operation of onsite crushing.

Address: 281 Newcastle Street, Northbridge WA 6003
(08) 9220 2000

Key Contact: Sarah Poulton
Environmental Planner
Phone: (08) 9220 2000

Email: planning@sers.net.au

1.3 Summary of Proposed Development

Within this Development Application Report, it is proposed to undertake crushing within the existing
Processing Shed and Workshop located on the north-eastern periphery of the site boundary.
Operations are proposed to be in-line with the following definition, as taken from Schedule 1 —

Prescribed Premises within the Environmental Protection Regulations 1987:

s Crushing
Premises on which waste building or demolition material (for example, bricks, stones or

concrete) is crushed or cleaned.

200 Barrington Street, Bibra Lake
Brajkovich Landfill & Recycling 3
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Due to the nature of this proposal, it is essential that the works approval amendment is acquired from
the Department of Water and Environmental Regulation (DWER) following the attainment of a

Development Approval from the City of Cockburn (CoC).

A Development Approval Application Form and Planning Approval Application Form have been

included as Appendix A and Appendix B.

As such, the following licences are proposed to be sought following the attainment of a Development

Approval:

* Category 13: Crushing of building material
Premises on which waste building or demolition material (for example, bricks, stones or

concrete) is crushed or cleaned (estimated throughput of 150,000 tonnes/annum).

Crushing operations will be restricted to the Processing Shed and Workshop, as illustrated within

Figure 3.

Site entry will occur off Barrington Street situated south of the site. There is an accessible driveway
suitable for Restricted Access Vehicles (RAV) vehicles, which will be utilised in site access and egress.
On arrival, vehicles will be inspected by site personnel and the volume of waste within vehicles
calculated using vehicle dimension. The type, volume, date and time of arrival of waste accepted at

the premises will be recorded and this information will be maintained within the premises.

Vehicles carrying waste will be directed to the Materials Acceptance Area in the south eastern area of
the premises (within the site boundary), where waste will be deposited into the area pending sorting.
This acceptance area has been chosen to provide ease for vehicles entering the site, as it is situated
immediately adjacent to the site entry. Loaders and excavators will be utilised in the sorting of waste
materials. Oversized construction and demolition material (C&D) that enters the site is proposed to

be crushed for the following purposes:

1. Fines;
2. Hardstand aggregate;
3. Road base; and

4. Drainage aggregate.
All material will be crushed to a size <100mm.

Once processed, material will be stockpiled on the west of the site pending on-sale and recycling. Due
to the vast size of the site, the Stockpile Area is large enough to contain these four additional

processed materials. As part of this revised amendment application, support structures shall be

200 Barrington Street, Bibra Lake
Brajkovich Landfill & Recycling 4
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utilised onsite to encapsulate the fines/sand product and road base aggregate resulting from the

crushing process.

Where wastes cannot be recycled, they will be stored within a contained area onsite pending removal
within 4 weeks of the materials being received. Following the processing of materials, they will be

separated and stockpiled.

During the processing period, a screener will be utilised. The screener will be situated within the
Processing Area, situated in the southern central portion of the premises. Excavators will additionally

be located within this area.

Stockpiles will be separated into three areas clearly marked for Unprocessed Waste, Products tested
for ACM and Products awaiting testing for ACM. The unprocessed waste stockpiles will be clearly
separated from the processed waste by a minimum of 3m distance. Where it is not possible for
separation by distance, an impermeable barrier will be installed to ensure no cross-contamination of
stockpiles. Clearly visible and legible signage is to be installed in proximity of each stockpile. The

maximum stockpile heights are proposed to be 5m.

Plastics, timber, green waste and any other non-conforming items identified during processing will be
stored on the Premises to be removed from site for disposal at an appropriately licenced facility within

4 weeks of being identified.

The structures on the north-east portion of the site are intended to be utilised as a lunchroom,
amenity block for site staff, and a processing and maintenance shed. Approval to construct or install
an apparatus for the treatment of sewage and disposal of effluent was received from the City of

Cockburn on the 12 May 2020.
Approved equipment to be utilised onsite includes the following:

o 1x McClosky R155 Screener;
» 2 x Daewoo 225 (22.5tonne) Excavators; and

* 1 xKomatsu 480 Loader.
As part of this application, the following equipment is proposed:

¢ 1 xKleeman 120 Drill Crusher; and

e 1 xMcClosky Impact Crusher.

The approved site operations and layout has been displayed within Figure 2. The proposed site

operations and layout has been displayed within Figure 3.

200 Barrington Street, Bibra Lake
Brajkovich Landfill & Recycling 5
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1.4 Purpose of Report
The purpose of this report is to provide the relevant planning and environmental information in

support of the development application at 200 Barrington Street, Bibra Lake.

This report details the currently approved project activities (as per CoC Ref DA19/0686-6018185), in
addition to the proposed crushing activity, land use planning, assessment of the environmental

impacts, environmental management strategies and supporting information.

1.5 Regulatory Approvals Required
The following planning and environmental approvals are required prior to the commencement of

project activities:

* Development Application (CoC);
s  Works Approval Amendment (DWER); and

e Licence (DWER).

It is proposed that the works approval amendment be applied for following the acquisition of planning

approval, as DWER cannot permit any works where planning approval is not granted.

Relevant application forms specific to the CoC have been included as Appendix A.

200 Barrington Street, Bibra Lake
Brajkovich Landfill & Recycling 6
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2.Planning Considerations

2.1 Metropolitan Regional Scheme
The Metropolitan Region Scheme (MRS) is a legal land plan administered by the Western Australian
Planning Commission outlining Urban Planning objectives and zoning throughout the Perth

Metropolitan Area.

Under the provisions of the MRS, the subject site is zoned ‘Industrial’ and abuts a ‘District Distributor

B Road’, namely Barrington Street. Surrounding MRS land zoning is displayed in Figure 4.

Zones and reservations in the MRS are broad categories and are not precisely defined or limited. The

following is used to describe the ‘Industrial’ and ‘Special Industrial’ zone, which is described as:
“Land in which manufacture, processing, warehousing, and related activities are undertaken.”

The proposal to conduct crushing activities is consistent with the general description of an ‘Industrial’

one.

2.2 Local Planning Scheme
Local Planning Schemes (LPS) are generated in guidance of Part 5 of the Planning and Development
Act 2005. Schemes that include zoning and classifications are generated in reference to the Planning

and Development {Local Planning Schemes) Regulations 2015.

The City of Cockburn operates under the LPS (also known as Town Planning Scheme) No. 3 (TPS3). The

TPS3 outlines and regulates a series of planning functions including:

e C(lassification and zoning;
e Guides land use developments;
s Qutlines procedures for assessment and determination of planning applications; and

¢ Implements administration and enforcement of the TPS3.

The site is zoned as ‘Industry’ as per the TPS3. Under Part 3 — Zones and the Use of Land within the

Scheme, the objective of an industry zone is to:

e Provide for manufacturing industry, the storage and distribution of goods and associated

uses, which by the nature of their operations should be separated from residential areas.

The ‘Industry’ term has been further defined within Part 6 — Terms referred to in Scheme (2. Land Use

Definitions) as:

200 Barrington Street, Bibra Lake
Brajkovich Landfill & Recycling 7
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“Premises used for the manufacture, dismantling, processing, assembly, testing, servicing,

maintenance or repairing of goods or products on the same land used for —

a) The storage of goods;
b) The work of administration or accounting;
c) The selling of goods by wholesale or retail; or

d) The provision of amenities.

Under the CoC TPS3, the already approved Transport Depot, Storage Yard and General Industrial have
listed classifications. In accordance with Table 1 — Zoning Table within the TPS3, Transport Depot,
Storage Yard and General Industrial are considered as a “P” land use, which means that the uses are
permitted by the Scheme providing the use complies with the relevant development standards and

requirements of the Scheme.
A Transport Depot is defined within the TPS3 as:

“Land or buildings used or intended to be used for the transfer of goods or persons from one motor
vehicle to another motor vehicle for hire or reward, including management, maintenance and repair
of the vehicles used and includes the garaging or parking of such vehicles associated with this use, but

does not include the parking of a commercial vehicle in the residential and rural land use areas.”

The TPS3 states within Table 4 — Industrial Use Classes — Vehicle Parking, that where a Transport Depot
is proposed, it is required that one parking bay is allocated per employee (1:1 ratio) and one delivery

bay per Building (1: Building). These specifications will be reflected onsite.
A Storage Yard is defined within the TPS3 as:
“Premises used for the storage of goods, equipment, plant or materials.”

The TPS3 states within Table 4 — Industrial Use Classes — Vehicle Parking, that where a Storage Yard is
proposed, itis required that one parking bay is allocated per employee (1:1 ratio). These specifications

are reflected onsite.

Similar to the Waste Storage and Recycling Facility, the activity of crushing has been considered under
‘Uses not listed’. This is to be considered in accordance with Clause 3.4.2 of the TPS3, which states the

following:
“3.4.2 If a person proposes to carry out any use that is not specifically mentioned in the:-

a) Zoning Table — Table 1 and cannot reasonably be determined as falling within the type, class

or genus of activity of any other use category in the table the local government may -

200 Barrington Street, Bibra Lake
Brajkovich Landfill & Recycling 8
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i) Determine that the use is consistent with the objectives of the particular zone and is
therefore permitted;

ii) Determine that the use may be consistent with the objectives of the zone and
therefore follow the advertising procedures of clause 64(3) of the deemed provisions
in considering an application for planning approval; or

iii) Determine that the use is not consistent with the objectives of the particular zone
and is therefore not permitted.

b) Land Use Suitability — Table 1 contained in the Statement of Planning Policy No. 2.3 —
Jandakot Groundwater Protection Policy which applies to the permissibility of use and
development of land in the Resource Zone, and cannot reasonably be determined as falling
within the type, class or genus of activity of any other use category in the Table, the use is not

permitted.”

It is considered that the operation of crushing is consistent with the ‘Industrial’ zoning of the site. The
site intends to store and distribute goods in line with recycling practices, processing wastes to product

in the act of resource recovery.

However, whilst zoning and other industrial receptors separate the site from sensitive receptors, there
is an inadeqguate buffer distance between the intended crushing operation and residential properties

located to the south. This is further discussed within Section 3.2.
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3.Premises Details

3.1 Site Details and History
The site is located approximately 18.0 km south-west of the Perth CBD and is bounded by industrial
receptors to the north, east and west. Barrington Street, a Distributor B Road network, borders the

premises to the south. Vehicle access to the site is gained off Barrington Street (Figure 2).

The proponent, BLR, has acquired the site with intention of repurposing the site from its previous use
(metal processing facility) to a recycling facility, transport depot and waste storage facility, with the
approval to crush oversized materials within the processing shed. Approval is sought from the Local

Government Authority (LGA), City of Cockburn (CoC).

Historically, the site consisted of remnant vegetation dating back to 1953. Clearing occurred in 1965,
and a building was developed. The site appeared to be utilised for agricultural purposes at this time.

SIMS Metal Management Pty Ltd (SIMS) acquired Lot 39 in 1971, and Lot 40 in 1975.

The site has been used for the storage and processing of scrap metals by SIMS from early 1975 until
late 2017. Most of the site was utilised in the storage of ferrous scrap metal, with approximately 50%
of the site sealed with concrete hardstand materials. Previous operations were inclusive of a shredder,
maintenance shed, sump, wash down bay, non-ferrous processing area and amenities. The site has

additionally operated in the storage and recycling of transformers.

Onsite operations eventually led to the site being listed as ‘Contaminated — remediation required’ in
November 2014. However, the site has since been remediated and the memorial changed on the

Certificate of Title. This is further discussed within Section 3.4 Contaminated Site Status.

Prior to the eventual retirement of SIMS operations onsite, an environmental consultancy, Emissions
Assessments Pty Ltd (EAPL), were contracted to conduct a full-scale contamination assessment. The
investigation identified soil contamination in shallow soils within unsealed portions of the site. As
such, it was determined that there was a low risk to human health from the contaminant exceedances

of assessment criteria.

BLR acquired the site in February 2019, with the intention of conducting operations in line with the
land use of a recycling facility, transport depot and waste storage facility. A Development Application
has since been submitted and approved by the City of Cockburn (28/05/2020) to authorise these
activities. This application, however, is seeking further approval to undertake crushing within the pre-
existing processing shed, located on the north-eastern periphery. The proposed development has

been provided within Section 1.3 Summary of Proposed Development.
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The closest sensitive receptors are located 530m south of the site. The site is separated from the
sensitive receptors by a series of industrial sites, including, but not limited to, the Worldwide Timber
Traders yard, the ABC Self Storage containers, ABC containers, and CPE switchboards. Additionally, a
railway line is situated between the site and residential receptors at a depression of up to 4.0m. The
site sits at approximately 41m Australian Height Datum (AHD), which is up to 5m lower than the sitting

of the residential receptors, which are between 43m —46m AHD.

The site has been selected as a desirable location, due to its current zoning and location. Refer to

Figure 1 for the site location.

Relevant details regarding the land tenure have been provided on the respective certificates of title

for Lots 39 and 40, which are provided within Appendix C.
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3.2 Surrounding Land Use

The surrounding land is primarily zoned as ‘Industrial’. A regional road reserve and residential area is
additionally located to the south, a primary regional road reserve is located to the west, and a road

reserve is located to the east (Figure 5).

The nearest sensitive receptors are located 530m to the south of the site. Further information has
been provided within Table 3.1 below. There are only industrial receptors located within 450m of the
site boundary. Measurements have been taken conservatively from the closest boundary of the site
to the boundary of the receptor. It should be noted that operation areas will have additional buffer

distances due to their location onsite and strategic positioning.

Table 3.1 Sensitive Receptors Proximity to Site
Receiver Description Location Proximity to site
boundary!
1 Residential 52 Torenia Way, Yangebup 530m
2 Residential 50 Torenia Way, Yangebup 530m
3 Residential 48 Torenia Way, Yangebup 530m
4 Residential 46 Torenia Way, Yangebup 530m
5 Residential 44 Torenia Way, Yangebup 530m
6 Residential 42 Torenia Way, Yangebup 530m
7 Residential 40A Torenia Way, Yangebup 530m
8 Residential 23 Larkspur Cross, Yangebup 530m

! Distances to sensitive receptors have been determined through measurement platforms on Nearmaps (2020).

3.3 Project Characteristics

As per the previous Development Application (CoC Ref DA19/0686-6018185), it is proposed that the
northern subdivision portion of the site (2.84 ha) be used for activities associated with the operations
of BLR, with the exception of the middle office space which will be utilised by an external company.

The proposed crushing operation estimates 150,000 tonnes/annum of material.
Operations are proposed to take place in locations as outlined within Figure 3.
Equipment proposed to be mobilised to site in aid of the proposed operations, includes:

e 1 xKleeman 120 Drill Crusher; and

* 1 x McClosky Impact Crusher.
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A summary of the site details has been listed below in Table 3.2.

Table 3.2 Summary of the Project Site and Relevant Information
Aspects Characteristics
Street Address Lots 39 and 40 (200) Barrington Street, Bibra Lake
Land Area 6.0885 hectares (combined land area of Lots 39 and 40)
Landowner Brajkovich Landfill & Recycling Pty Ltd
Certificate of Title Lots 5 and 6: Volume 1273 Folio 132, Diagram 47584
Local Government | City of Cockburn
Authority
Metropolitan Region | Industrial
Scheme (MRS) Zoning
Local Government | Town Planning Scheme 3: Industrial

Authority (LGA) Land

Zoning

Land Use Lots 39 and 40 were previously utilised as a metal processing and
storage facility dating back to the late 1970’s.

Site Access The site is accessed from Barrington Street along the southern

boundary. Please refer to Figure 2.

Neighbouring Properties North: | Industrial Receptors;
East: Industrial Receptors;
South: | Industrial Receptors (Residential further south);

West: | Industrial Receptors.

Applications Development Application to approve the Solid Waste Depot, Transfer
Station, Salvage Yard and Transport Depot approved by the City of
Cockburn on 28/05/2020.

Works Approval to begin construction for a Category 62: Solid Waste

Depot approved by DWER on 10/06/2020.

200 Barrington Street, Bibra Lake
Brajkovich Landfill & Reeycling 13

Document Set ID: 10450079 115 of 892
Version: 1, Version Date: 07/05/2021



Item 14.1 Attachment 4 OCM 13/05/2021

SER

Site Environmental and
Remadiation Setvices

3.4 Contaminated Site Status

Both Lot 39 and Lot 40 (200) Barrington Street, Bibra Lake were listed on the DWER Contaminated Site
database as “Contaminated - remediation required” based on contamination as a result of historical
site use (metal recycling and recovery facility operated by SIMS). The sites were listed on the 09™ July

2018.
It was listed as a memorial on both titles where the nature and extent of contamination was as follows:

¢ Petroleum hydrocarbons (such as from petrol, diesel or oi) are present in soils within the
embankment of the wastewater sump, in the base of the sump and within the vicinity of the
wash-down bay at the site, located within the central-northern portion of the site;

e Metals including lead, cadmium, copper, manganese and zinc are present in soils within the
central-northern portion of the site, encompassing the oily water separator, wash-down bay,
diesel above ground storage tank and on-site sump; and

e Metals including cadmium, copper, nickel, lead and zinc are present in groundwater beneath

the site.

The majority of soil impacts were delineated to the surface one metre of the soil profile, with the

exception of one sample within the top two metres of the soil profile.

Further groundwater investigations determined that impacts in groundwater were as a result of offsite
sources due to the relatively deep groundwater table and the fact that metal exceedances in soils are

generally restricted to the top 2m of the soil profile.

Per and Poly fluoroalkyl Substances (PFAS) were investigated due to the number of historical fires that
had taken place onsite. All soil impacts were below relevant criteria and sediments within the central

southern portion of the site were below relevant criteria.

The basic summary of records for both Lot 39 and Lot 40 (200) Barrington Street, Bibra Lake stated
that the action required consisted of remediation of the site to mitigate potential risks to human
health, the environmental and/or any environmental value. These investigations were required within

the submission of a remediation and validation report.

Remedial works under the new ownership were undertaken progressively from the 01* April 2019 to
the 10" May 2019, in which soils were excavated from Lot 40 to required depths to remove
contamination as delineated within the EAPL Detailed Site Investigation (EAPL, 2016). On the 09"
August 2019, the area on Lot 40 that was classified as “Contaminated — Remediation Required” was

reclassified “Decontaminated” by DWER. Please refer to Appendix E for further information.
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All points determined to be contaminated on Lot 39 have been remediated and validated in line with
relevant criteria. On the 12" February 2020, Lot 39 was reclassified by DWER from “Contaminated —

Remediation Required” to “Remediated for Restricted Use”. Please refer to Appendix F for further

information.
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The onsite project activities are as per the original application dated 10/09/2020 (CoC ref DA19/0686-

6018185). The proposed amendment has been detailed and provided in Table 4.1 below:

Table 4.1 Summary of the Project Activities
ASPECT PROPOSAL CHARACTERISTIC
GENERAL SITE CRITERIA
Site Staff As per original application.

Hours of Operation

Site Amenities

WASTE ACCEPTANCE

Process As per original application.
Summary of materials to be

accepted

WASTE/MATERIAL STORAGE

Movement of Materials onsite

Once accepted onto the site, materials will be transported to the Materials
Acceptance Area, where they will be sorted pending reallocation onsite.

Waste materials will be stored pending processing.

Crushing will occur for oversized inert Construction and Demolition (C&D)
material.

Once waste materials have been processed (crushed and screened), they will
be stockpiled into appropriate product stockpiles for the purpose of resource
recovery (fines, hardstand aggregate, road base and drainage aggregate).

Fines/sand and road base material will be stored within one of the eight sea
container cells located onsite.

Non-conforming materials will be separated and isolated and removed offsite
within 4 weeks of identification.

As per original application.

Containment of crushed C&D

materials

Shipping containers shall be used onsite as support structures, to contain
materials post crushing (fines/sand and road base). A total of eight cells shall
be erected: four located in the north-western corner and four located in the
central-northern portion of the site.

The sea container dimensions are as follows:
Length —12.19m

Width — 2.44m

Height — 2.59m

Stockpiling specifications

As per original application.

WASTE PROCESSING

Pracess

As per original application.
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Separation of non-conforming | As per original application.

materials All asbestos material to be handled in accordance with the asbestos
management plan entitled “Asbestos Management Plan — 200 Barrington
Street, Bibra Lake” Reference: 00424_AMP_AC_110919.

TRANSPORTATION

Access and Egress As per original application

Vehicle Movements
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5.Project Management

5.1 Site Operations

5.1.1 Waste Acceptance
The proposed crushing operation will not increase the amount of material expected to be received on

site per annum.

As per the previous application, waste acceptance will occur at the site entrance on the southern
boundary. Office staff will record waste/products and volumes, clientele, and materials prior to, or on

arrival of new loads.

Loads will be assessed for non-conforming materials on arrival. Where non-conforming materials are
identified, the loads will be rejected. In the event that non-conforming materials are identified further
in the material processing or storage process onsite, the non-conforming materials will be isolated
within the area as outlined within Figure 2 and Figure 3, and removed from site within 4 weeks of

identification, with the exception of asbestos which will be removed as soon as possible.

Loads are wet down prior to tipping to ensure minimal generation of errant dust. Each load is
inspected by the truck driver post-tipping. If hazardous materials are found within the load the

following actions are required to be taken:

* The driver is to alert the supervisor of the facility immediately;

¢ The supervisor/driver is to alert the operator of the source of the load and remedial action at
the origin of load is to occur; and

* The load tipped is to be flagged and isolated and moved when an appropriate risk assessment

can be made.

Following acceptance, the materials will be transported to the Materials Acceptance Area to be sorted.
All material will undergo screening within the Processing Area; however, oversized C&D material shall
be directly transported to the Processing Shed to be crushed to £100mm. This includes, but is not

limited to, the following inert material:

e Bricks;
& Limestone; and

e  Concrete.

Following the crushing and screening of materials, all products will be stockpiled within the Stockpile

Area as displayed within Figure 2 and Figure 3.
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To reduce dust emissions from the fines produced from the crushing process, the inert C&D material
will be stockpiled within an onsite support structure (Refer to Figure 3). The structure will be
developed with 12m x 2.4m x 2.6m sea containers stacked three-high, which shall ultimately encase

the stockpile cells on three sides. Each cell will have the following dimensions:

s length: 20.72m
e Width: 12.19m

e Height: 7.77m

The top of the stockpile shall not encroach closer than 0.5m to the top of the support structure,
allowing for a maximum of 1800m® of material per cell. Elevation plans have been included as

Appendix G, to provide further illustration.

A total of eight stockpile bays are proposed within this application, four of which shall be located
within the north-western corner of the site. Fines/sand material are proposed to be stored within

these four cells.

The remaining four cells shall be located within the central-northern portion of the site. Fines/sand
material are proposed to be stored within the two western cells, and road base material is proposed
to be stored within the two eastern cells. To guarantee the stability of the sea container structure,

each joint shall be welded together, and the bottom layer shall be filled with sand.

5.1.2 Waste Processing
After passing through the screener, product aggregate of specified sizes collects in different piles.

These materials are then transported by a loader to the appropriate stockpile, generally:

¢ Fines

e Hardstand Aggregate

e Road Base Aggregate

e Drainage Aggregate
Aggregate materials will be considered to be part of the ‘products awaiting testing for ACM’ stockpile
location, until asbestos testing has been undertaken to confirm no ACM is present above guideline

values.

Material is inspected by the loader operator throughout loading, transport and tipping.

Should any suspected asbestos material be identified during the crushing or screening phase, the

following measures will be undertaken:
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¢ The emergency stop button on the screener and/or crusher is to be engaged immediately and
loading of the material is to cease;

¢ The screener and/or crusher is to be stopped, and a further inspection is required of the
material upon the screen and all current stockpiles from the screen;

e Removal of material from the machine and the cleaning of the machine where material is
confirmed hazardous; and

s Arisk assessment is to be carried out.

5.1.3 Waste Storage
During the offloading of material to the stockpiles, the material needs to be further managed to form
the stockpile. The operator of the loader/excavator does this by carefully displacing each bucket in a

fashion as to not generate dust and, where possible, the operator inspects each bucket as it is moved.

The location of the stockpiles is to be within the area as outlined within Figure 2 and Figure 3. It is

proposed that stockpiling occurs in three categories, inclusive of:

=  Unprocessed materials;
=  Processed materials awaiting asbestos testing; and

= Processed materials tested for ashestos.

If an operator sees the presence of asbestos in any moved bucket or within the stockpile, the following

procedures will be put into action:

* Operation of the loader is to cease, and a further inspection is required; and

o Arisk assessment is to be carried out.

At the conclusion of the above being carried out by a competent person, one of the following options

will apply:
Option 1

Manual hand picking of affected area with appropriate handling measures put into practice. All ACM
will be bagged and disposed of as per regulatory requirements. Prior to further mechanical works,
inspection to be carried out and the process repeated until no ACM is visually detected within the

material.
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If the affected area is identified as an isolated area but not suitable for hand picking, the affected area
is to be treated as Class 1 Contaminant. The affected area will be mechanically loaded onto suitably

lined semi-tippers for disposal at a suitably licenced landfill facility approved to accept ACM.

The liner will then be sealed, and the loaded trailer is to be suitably wet down during loading and
covered with a suitable membrane for transportation. The membrane shall cover the entire load and

not allow any dust or fragments to exit the vessel during transportation.

The above 2 options shall be repeated until a competent person is satisfied that the presence of

Asbestos is not evident in the affected area.
Option 3

If the affected area cannot be isolated and is not suitable for hand picking, the whole of the accepted

material stockpile is to be removed offsite as Class 1, Asbestos Contaminant.

The affected area will be mechanically loaded onto suitably lined semi tippers for disposal at a suitably
licenced landfill facility approved to accept ACM. The liner is then sealed, and the loaded trailer is
suitably wet down during loading and covered with an appropriate membrane for transportation as

per the Code of Practice for the Safe Removal of Asbestos (NOHSC:2002(2005)).

5.1.4 Onsite Transport Depot Specifications

Maintenance, where required, will occur in the maintenance shed on the southern boundary of the
site. This maintenance shed will additionally be utilised for the maintenance of onsite machinery
where required. Fuel storage will be mobilised to the site where required. Vehicles will be stored on

hardstand as not to contaminate the soil beneath the area.

5.2 Site Access and Traffic Movements

Access and egress of vehicles, equipment and machinery will be via the access road connecting to
Barrington Street. It is proposed that the driveway be constructed as part of the subdivision works, as
which will be suitable for RAV vehicles. Barrington street is categorised as a Distributor B Road

network (MRWA, 2019), deeming it suitable for heavy vehicles and above 6,000 vehicles per day.

As per the approved Development Application DA19/0686-6018185, a maximum of 120 vehicle
movements will occur for the site daily, this is inclusive of 60 movements into the site and 60
movements out of the site. The proposed crushing operation will not alter the vehicular movement or

increase the amount of staff on site.
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Access and movement within the property will be via the internal roads. These roads shall be
constructed using 19mm crushed aggregate at a thickness of 300mm. The internal roads will be

effectively wetted using a water cart to prevent dust uplift.
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6. Environmental Management Plan

A summary of the environmental factors and relevant details are provided in Table 6.1 below:

Table 6.1: Summary of Environmental and Heritage Factors

Environmental Factors

Flora

Lots 39 and 40 have previously been cleared of native vegetation. As the
site has operated as an industrial site for the previous 30 years there is
negligible vegetation remaining. No Threatened or Priority flora are

recorded on the site.

Fauna

No threatened or Priority fauna have been identified on the site. As the
site has been previously cleared of native vegetation, the site provides

little fauna habitat.

The southern brown bandicoot (quenda) is located approximately 80m

south east of the premises.

Wetland

Yangebup Lake (Bush Forever Site 256) — 1800m east of the premises

Little Rush Lake (Bush Forever Site 256) — 1600m north east of the

premises

South Lake (Bush Forever Site 254) — 1400m north east of the premises

Conservation Areas

Beeliar Regional Park resides approximately 1700m east of the site.

Depth to Groundwater

Groundwater ranges from a depth of 34m on the central portion of the
site, to 41m on the southern boundary (Perth Groundwater Atlas,

September 2020).

Public Drinking Water
Source Areas (PDWSAs)

Perth Groundwater Atlas (September 2020) indicates that the site is not

within a proclaimed public drinking water catchment area.

Topography

The site slopes from the southern end of the property at 45.47m AHD
to the northern end of the property which sits at 37.46m AHD (EAPL,
2016). There are a series of depressions where hardstand has been

removed across the property.

Sensitive Receptors

Residential properties are located approximately 530m south of the

site. Industrial receptors are located within 450m of the Site boundary.
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Environmental Factors

Aboriginal Heritage A search of the Aboriginal Heritage Inquiry System (September 2020)
identified no Registered Aboriginal Sites or Other Heritage Places are

within a 1000m radius.

Native Title Native Title has been extinguished on Freehold land.

European Heritage No European heritage sites exist in or near the site.

DFES Bushfire Prone | A search of the DFES Map of Bushfire Prone Areas (September 2020)

Areas indicates that this site is not within a bushfire prone area.

6.1 Flora and Vegetation
The site has been previously cleared of native vegetation. The remaining vegetation is scarce and is
isolated to the site boundaries. It appears the vegetation has been planted as a screen to surrounding

receptors.

As the proposed crushing is to occur within the existing processing shed, vegetation will not be

affected.

6.2 Conservation Areas

Beeliar Regional Park is located approximately 1.7km east of the site and encompasses an area of
approximately 3,400 ha. It consists of two chains of wetlands including 26 lakes and numerous
wetlands. The entire park has been placed on the Interim List of the Register of the National Estate,
with three of the lakes (Booragoon Lake, Thomsons like and The Spectacles) has been listed on the

Directory of Important Wetlands in Australia.

Yangebup Lake and Little Rush Lakes (Bush Forever Site 256) is sited within this Park, located
approximately 1.8km and 1.6km east of the site boundary, respectively. South Lake wetland (Bush
Forever Site 254) is additionally within the Park and located approximately 1.4km north-east of the

site.

It is not expected that the proposed crushing works will have an impact on the Beeliar Regional Park.

6.3 Fauna

As the site has been previously cleared of native vegetation, the site contains little to no fauna habitat.

It has been indicated within the Western Australian Land and Groundwater Association (WALGA)

Planning Tool (2019) that the site is not located in a breeding or potential feeding area for Carnaby’s
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Black Cockatoos. It is indicated that the area is within a potential roosting area for Carnaby’s Black
Cockatoos, but studies within the Birdlife Australia “Great Cocky Count” indicate that the area has not

been subject to roosting within years of the study.

6.4 Wetlands and Watercourses

The closest wetland is South Lake located approximately 1.4km north-east of the site. The wetland is
classified as a Geomorphic Wetland under the Geomorphic Wetlands of the Swan Coastal Plain. The
immediate surrounds of the wetland are classified as a Multiple Use wetland while the wetland body

is classified as a Resource Priority wetland.

As excerpted from the DWER “Wetland management categories and objectives applied to the Swan
Coastal Plain” (2008), the assigned wetland categories to the “South Lake” have the following

descriptions:

* Resource Enhancement
Wetland which supports a high level of attributes and functions where the objective of
classification is to preserve and protect the existing conservation values of the wetlands
through various mechanisms.

e  Multiple Use
Wetlands with few remaining important attributes and functions where the objective of the
classification is to use, develop and manage in the context of ecologically sustainable
developments, where best management practices in catchment planning should be applied

through landcare.

No watercourses occur onsite.

6.5 Surface and Groundwater

All surface water will be contained onsite.

Given the sandy and free draining soils which are exposed within the proposed project area, it is
unlikely that flooding would occur in extreme rainfall events. The retained hardstand materials will
deviate surface water to the excavated permeable onsite sump. The basin will have the following

dimensions:

e Length: 20m
e Width: 15m

s Depth: 4mbgl
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Due to the natural contours of the and the presence of hardstand across the majority of the site,
stormwater will flow in a north-easterly direction, as shown in Figure 7. Water will not be retained
onsite for long periods. It is proposed that the collected water (once treated within the oil and water

separator and deemed suitable) will be utilised onsite for the purpose of dust suppression.

6.6 Topography and Elevation
The site slopes from the southern end of the property at 45.47m AHD to the northern end of the
property which sits at 37.46m AHD (EAPL, 2016). There are a series of depressions where hardstand

has been removed across the property.

6.7 Soils
The site resides within a sandplain, mainly eolian in origin with some residual deposits present. State
interpreted bedrock geology, as per Department of Mines Industry Regulation and Safety (DMIRS),

has classified the site under Bioclastic limestone with basal sandstone.

6.8 Visual Amenity
The boundaries of the site are mostly screened by planted trees, particularly the northern, western
and eastern boundaries. The southern boundary is screened by large industrial gate structures and a

series of buildings, including two large sheds, the caretaker’s facility, a carpark and an office building.

The crushing is proposed to occur within the processing shed and therefore, is not expected to have

an impact on the surrounding visual amenity.

6.9 Heritage
No heritage controls are proposed for the implementation of the site activities asthere are no Heritage

sites within a 1.0km radius of the site boundary.

6.10 Air Quality
Dust has the potential to be generated as a result of the proposed crushing activities, which can in
turn, impact the quality of air in the direct vicinity of the site. The sources of dust that are associated

with the proposed activities include:

e Stockpiling of materials;
e Vehicle movements;
® Process of crushing of materials; and

s Material transfer (loading), storage and transportation.
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Dust has the potential to impact local amenity and cause a nuisance to surrounding land users. In
extreme situations, when dust is suspended in the atmosphere, it may reduce visibility, settle on

native vegetation and effect human health.

It is unlikely that dust will become problematic due to the proposed controls. The main factor
influencing dust as part of the project activities is the suspension and dispersal of dust in the wind.
Once dust enters the atmosphere, it may transfer to the surrounding environment and impact
surrounding landowners. However, the proposed crushing activities are unlikely to be affected by
climatic conditions since the equipment will be utilised inside the processing shed. In addition,
material entering the crusher will be wet from the onsite sprinklers and water cart and will be further
wetted down through the crushers in built dust suppression. An updated Dust Management Plan
entitled “Revised Dust Management Plan - 200 Barrington Street, Bibra Lake” reference
161856_DMP_12022021 (Appendix H) shall be strictly followed. This updated plan supersedes the

previously submitted and approved Dust Management Plan (reference 00424 _DMP_AC_120919).

Dust management controls are inclusive of:

e Installation and maintenance of reticulation systems surrounding stockpiles to ensure that
stockpiles are wetted down. Four sprinklers will be installed, and each will cover an
approximate diameter of 70-80m. Refer to Figure 8;

e Installation of four dust monitors on the site boundary, to be monitored by a relevantly
qualified environmental technician as contracted by BLR;

s A portable wheel wash at the site exit. Wheel washes are commonly installed at site exits as
it effectively ensures that dirt/mud/sand/slurry and other pollutants are not being tracked off
site on the wheels of the trucks. This therefore reduces the potential for dust to be dragged
onto the main road (Barrington Street);

s Operation and maintenance of an onsite water cart to ensure stockpiles and internal roads
are wetted down at all times;

e Establishment of cells for crushed inert material (fines/sand and road base product), enclosed
by sea containers; and

e Asprinkler reticulation system installed along the back wall of each cell. These sprinklers shall
be automatically activated when the level of PMioreaches an average of 450pug/m?® over a 15-
minute period. The sprinklers shall continue to operate until dust levels are below 450pg/m?®
average over a 15-minute period. Sprinkler locations have been further illustrated within

Figure 3.
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6.11 Noise

Within this proposal, the additional operation of two crushers has the potential to affect surrounding
land users. The EPA guidelines for the Assessment of Environmental Factors No. 3 Separation Distances
between Industrial and Sensitive Land Uses has been used to identify the minimum buffer between
the site and the nearest sensitive receptors. This guideline states that 1000m should be reserved as a

buffer around a crushing location.

The nearest residential receptors are located to the south of the site, adjacent to the railway, at
approximately 530m. Management measures are proposed to mitigate the level of noise leaving the

premises by:

1. Crushing within an enclosed area (processing shed); and

2. Through the establishment of site barriers.

As per the previous application, the noise bunds will be constructed using earth bunds or, in the event
that not enough earth is available, sea containers will be utilised. The soil will be hydro mulched with
seeds to prevent erosion and dust lift. Bunds will be constructed to an approximate height of 4m on
the northern, eastern, and southern boundary. An earth bund is already existing on the western
periphery. The bund will shield industrial receptors to the north and run against the length of the
boundary stopping short of the new access road and retained warehouse shed. Furthermore, both
crushers are proposed to operate within the existing processing shed, to reduce the level of noise

leaving the site boundary.

The Noise Assessment has been developed for the site by Herring Storer Acoustics and attached as

Appendix |

6.12 Dieback Management Plan

Dieback of vegetation is often attributed to Phytophthora Cinamomi even though there are other
Phytophthora species and other diseases such as Armillaria that can cause dieback like symptoms.
Microscopic soil-borne fungi of the genus Phytophthora kill a wide range of native plants and can
cause severe damage to many vegetation types, particularly those from the families Proteaceae

Epacridaceae, Xanthorrhoeaceae and Myrtaceae.

In most cases dieback is caused by a pathogen which infests the plant and causes it to lose vigour, with
leaves dying, and over time may kill the plant. As such the management of Dieback is essentially

related to plant hygiene when coming onto a site and within a site.

There are several guides to the management of Dieback:
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e Department of Environment and Conservation CALM Dieback Hygiene Manual 1992 is a
practical guide to Dieback management.

e Department of Environmental and Conservation CALM Best Practice Guidelines for the
Management of Phytophthora Cinamomi, draft 2004,

e Dieback Working Group 2000, Management of Phytophthora Dieback in Extractive Industries.

As the site is mostly cleared (2% midstory coverage over the lot) and the Site is within an Industrial
zoned area, the dieback risk is minimal. However, as a matter of good environmental practice
management BLR will use practices that will minimise the introduction of weeds and plant pathogens.
The aim of dieback management during the proposed Site operations is to minimise the risk of entry

of dieback into the site.

In many ways the management of site for dieback is similar to that for the management of weeds, and

the two management practices should be considered together.

The other management is to ensure that all equipment and road transport vehicles are clean and free
from soil and vegetation matter prior to entering the site. This is normal practise by BLR who strive for

high levels of resource hygiene to minimise any potential for dieback spread.
The following actions will be taken on this site to reduce to risk of dieback spread:

e lllegally dumped rubbish is to be removed promptly;

* No contaminated or suspect soil or plant material is to be brought onto the site.

* A portable wheel wash will be installed at the exit of the site; and

s A sign will be installed at the site entrance directing the sole use of sealed hardstand when
navigating the site, as to not spread any potential plant pathogens into the exposed soil or

boundary vegetation.

The successful implementation of these methods is expected to reduce the risk of dieback spreading

to the site.

6.13 Weed Management Plan

The management of weeds is essentially similar to that for plant diseases. Weeds have a high potential
to spread to surrounding localities, therefore it is important to ensure they are controlled as processes
occur. It is desirable that the site does not become a haven for environmental weeds and therefore a

management and control program is warranted.
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Weeds can be declared under the Agriculture and Related Resources Protection Act 1976 which
requires that declared weeds are eradicated. Other weeds are not declared but may be classified as

Environmental Weeds because they are well known for impacting on vegetation.

Generally, the application of methods to prevent the spread of Dieback are applied which will usually
ensure the control of environmental weeds in the process. There are no significant weeds that

currently require treating.
The management of weeds will employ the following principles:

* All equipment to be used during site operations will be cleaned and free from soil or plant
material when arriving at site;

s |llegally dumped rubbish is to be removed promptly;

* No contaminated or suspect soil or plant material is to be brought onto the site;

e A portable wheel wash will be installed at the exit of the site;

e A sign will be installed at the site entrance directing the sole use of sealed hardstand when
navigating the site, as to not spread any potential plant pathogens into the exposed soil or
boundary vegetation;

e Declared weeds or environmental weeds should be treated promptly by digging out or
spraying; and

e Weeds will be treated promptly no matter how few there are.

6.14 Bushfire Prone Areas

The site is not located within Department of Fire and Emergency Services Bushfire Prone Areas map.

6.15 Complaints Management

A complaints register will be established for the site in the event of any complaints in relation to the
operations. All complaints shall be treated promptly by BLR and will be dealt with in accordance with
the complaints management system and issue resolution procedure. The procedure for managing

complaints shall be as follows:

® Site signage displaying the contact details of the site manager will be positioned at the entry
of the site at all times;

s Any complaints made to the site manager shall be documented and dealt with expeditiously;

e Any complaints received either directly from the complainant or via the CoC will be reviewed
by the operator and interested parties to assess:

s The legitimacy of the complaint;
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e The aspects of the operation that triggered the complaint;

e Management actions required to address the issues raised to bring operations into line with
conditions imposed by the CoC;

s Actions deemed necessary to bring operations into line with relevant legislation, regulations
and licence conditions will be undertaken immediately and before works are recommenced;

e Summaries of complaints and actions taken to address each specific issue will be recorded in
the Complaints Register;

¢ Arecord of all complaints shall be retained onsite for inspection by the CoC as necessary; and

e Amendments to the complaint’s management process will be implemented reflective of

conditions within the development approval as issued by the CoC and the WAPC.

6.16 Roles and Responsibilities

BLR and the site manager will be responsible for the implementation of the management methods
listed throughout this document and those listed within the appendices. The site manager will be more
so responsible for implementation of management methods of the operational processes, whilst BLR
will be responsible for, but not limited to, pre-operational and oversight of processes. It is the
responsibility of all employees to report environmental incidents immediately to their shift supervisor,

who will alert the site manager of the occurrence for immediate response.
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7. Conclusion

On the 28" May 2020, BLR received conditional approval from the City of Cockburn for the
establishment of a Solid Waste Depot, Transfer Station, Salvage Yard and Transport Depot at the site
located at 200 Barrington Street, Bibra Lake. This application seeks to apply for the relevant approval

to undertake crushing within the existing processing shed, located on the north-eastern periphery.

Due to the location of the site, it is considered that the proposed works are within a favourable and
appropriate location. Whilst the activity of crushing has been considered under the ‘Uses not listed’

within the CoC’s TPS3., the proposed activity is consistent with the ‘Industrial’ zoning of the site.

Numerous plans and mitigation measures have been previously supplied to the City of Cockburn and
the Department of Water and Environmental Regulation, which detailed the management of asbestos,
dust and noise. These will be closely followed to ensure that the proposed development has a minimal
impact on the surrounding natural and human environment. Onsite monitoring and the handling of
material will be in accordance with the Dust Management Plan submitted in February 2021
(161856_DMPA_12022021) and the Ashestos Management Plan (00424 _AMP_AC_110919)

submitted in September 2019.

The Noise Assessment undertaken by Herring Storer Acoustics has identified that the proposed project
will comply with the regulations as outlined within the Environmental Protection (Noise) Regulations

1997.

It is in the opinion of SERS, in consultation with BLR, that the above management measures are

sufficient to ensure the protection of the surrounding environment.
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Figure 1 — Site Location
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Figure 2 — Site Layout (Approved)

200 Barrington Street, Bibra Lake
Brajkovich Landfill & Reeycling 35

Document 561@81&%@992

Version: 1, Version Date: 07/05/2021



OCM 13/05/2021

ltem 14.1 Attachment 4

Esri HERE e

ilermap,
INCREMENT P, NRCan, Esfi
Japan, METI, Esni China
(Hong Kong), Esri Karea, Esfi

Processing Area Material Acceptance Area

Figure 2: Site Layout (Approved)

Head Office: 281 Newcastie Street Narthbridge Wa 6003
Postal PO Bax 377 Norhbndge Perth WA 6865
T +61 B 92202000 F: +61 8 82202010

Job No: 00424

Clhent: Brajkevich Landnil & Recyding
Ply Lid

Address: 200 Barrington Street,
Bibra Lake

© T s must ol o regTEUGRS wiinoal e permison of JERS

Scale: 1:1,000
Original size: A3
Imagery from- 17/02/2020

Source: Nearmaps

[Date drawn: 18105202 Legend
[Revision; 3 @) st Moniters — und (4m) Plastics
Orawn by S P WWheel Wash D Ste Boundary - Drainage Sumps

Effiuent dsposal system 1000000 raimwater tanks Green Waste:

E- admingsers net au W www sers.net au

File: M7\A SERS\GISProjectst.  MXDU

[Checked by B.D M .
®

pe— el T

Lunch Room and Amenities

Stat and Visitar Parking

Processing Shed & Workshop

Transpod Depat

Stockpiing Area

Processing Area

Muaerial Acceptance Area

Document Set ID: 10450079
Version: 1, Version Date: 07/05/2021

139 of 892



ltem 14.1 Attachment 4 OCM 13/05/2021

Figure 3 — Site Layout (Proposed)
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Figure 4 — Surrounding Land Uses
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Figure 5 — Buffer Zones and Surrounding Sensitive Receptors
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Figure 6 — Distance to Sensitive Receptors
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Figure 7 — Surface Water Flow
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Figure 8 — Onsite Sprinklers
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Appendix A — Form of Application for Development Approval
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Form of Application for Development Approval

Name:  Adrian Brajkovich

ABN (if applicable): 13 161 973 931
Address: 1688 Great Northern Highway, Upper Swan

. Postcode: ¥¥5¥
Phone: Fax: Email:
Work: planning@sers.net.au
08) 9207 820p | B g e

IContact person
P Sarah Poulton

Sionature: 12 47 P2l 01/10/2020
Signature: BA\J\ _,?\\. Date: 01/10/2020

The signature of the owner(s) is required on all applications. This application will nhot proceed without thal
isignature. For the purposes of signing this application an owner includes the persons referred to in the|
Planning and Development (Town Planning Schemes) Regulations 2015 Schedule 2 clause 62(2).

Name: Brajkovich Landfill and Recycling

... Postcode: 8069

Phone: Fax: Email:
Work: planning@sers.net.au
....(08)92202000 | TS

Mobile: ...

IContact person for correspondence:

Sarah Poulton

IThe information and plans provided with this application may be made available by the local government for|

public viewing in connection with the application | esDNo
\ Date:
signature: W\ A\ 01/10/2020
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House/Street No:
Lot No: 39 and 40 House/Street No: 200

Diagram or Plan No:

Certificate of Title Vol. No: .
3699 1135 and 1120 Folio: 866 and 451

Title encumbrances (e.g. easements, restrictive covenants). Lot 39 - Memorial (remediat

Street name: Barrington Street Suburb: Bibra Lake

Nearest street intersection: Barrington Street and Spearwood Avenue

Nature of development: Works

@Use

DWorks and use
Is an exemption from development claimed for part of the development? | l‘fes@\lo

If yes, is the exemption for: orks
Use

Description of proposed works and/or land use:  Crushing of material

Description of exemption claimed (if relevant): N/A

Nature of any existing buildings and/or land use: Office Building, Processing

Approximate cost of proposed development (excludes GST):

Estimated time of completion:

OFFICE USE ONLY
Acceptance Officer's initials: Date received:

Local government reference No:
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ATION CHECKLIST

Please note that the City is moving to a paperiess environment and therefore applications are to be submitted on
a USB Drive in PDF, JPEG & TIFF format with only x1 set of plans and supporting documentation in hard copy

Information Requirements Tick
Completed Application for Development Approval (and/or Schedule 6 for signage ) signed by property owner/ f
responsible authority attached
Appropriate fee v
Consent for Indemnity v
Current copy of Certificate of Title with Diagram and Strata Plan where applicable — These can be obtained from v
www.landgate.wa.gov.au
Detailed written statement in support of the proposal including: v
* Full details of the use/development
«  Compliance with Scheme/R-Codes/Policies
e Justification for any variations
«  Any further information that the City may reasonably require to better understand the proposed development
*  Design Quality Statement for 3 or more grouped/multiple dwellings
Lots identified in Bushfire prone areas require the following: 7
« Bushfire attack level assessment carried out in accordance with the methodology contained in the Planning for Bush
Fire Protection Guidelines (Latest Edition)
« A statement or report that demonstrates that all relevant bushfire protection acceptable solutions, or alternatively all
relevant performance criteria, contained in the Planning for Bush Fire Protection Guidelines (Latest Edition) have been
considered and complied with, and effectively address the level of bush fire hazard applying to the land
Site Plan, Floor Plané& Elevations to scale of 1:100, 1:200 or 1:500 (1 copy) v

e The property in the context of its surroundings

* Lot number(s), area, boundaries, dimensions of the site and North point

« Location of existing buildings to be retained

* Location of proposed buildings and their features (e.g. air conditioning units, clothes drying facilities, etc)
+ Details of roads, assess ways, crossovers, car parking and manoeuvring, fencing and verge treatments
* Location and details of existing and proposed landscaping

e Details of open space and outdoor living areas

« Site levels and floor levels

e Location and details of cut/fill and method of retaining

« Method of stormwater treatment

* Location of bin storage areas (4 or more grouped dwellings and commercial/industrial developments only)

« Location of adjoining buildings and separation distances
* Feature & Contour Survey
Additional Requirements:

¢ Coloured streetscape perspectives for all new build commercial and industrial development irrespective of the
estimated cost of development

« coloured streetscape perspectives for all new build residential development exceeding $500,000 (and includes Single
Houses)

« Developers endorsement of the proposed development (where required)

«  Waste Management Plan
o Acoustic Report/Noise Management Plan v
e Landscape Plan

Applications will only be accepted if they are accompanied by the complete package of information as detailed above, including
this Checklist, and signed by the Applicant below.

W Sarah Poulton 01/10/2020
Applicant Signature Print Name Date
Notes:

1. The above information is required to enable an initial assessment of the application only. If required the City may make
a further request for additional supporting information to facilitate the assessment process.

2. This is not an application for a Building Permit. A separate application must be made to the City’s Building Service.

3. Please note that the lodgement of an application may trigger the requirement for the payment towards a development
contribution plan. Please ensure as the signing authority you are aware of this liability.
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CONSENT AND INDEMNITY FORM

Proposed development:

This proposal seeks the approval of crushing onsite within the processing shed.

Lot No. Street No.

39 and 40 200

Street Name: Suburb:
Barrington Street Bibra Lake

made available to members of the public.”

“the applicant hereby consents to copies of this application and all accompanying plans and documents being made
available to the Council and members of the public, under the provisions of the Local Government Act 1995 and
indemnifies the City against all loss and damage which it may suffer in respect of any claims brought against the City
for infringement of copyright or breach of confidence relating from copies of any such plans or other documents being

Author of Plans Signature:
\

MAN

Date:
02/10/2020

The Council acknowledges that where an applicant refuses to sign the consent and indemnity form, plans may still be
included on an agenda and be displayed to members of the public (outside the statutory requirements) as the City still
has a statutory duty to receive and determine development applications. (Note: There is no legal basis upon which an
applicant can be required to sign the indemnity and consent form as a condition of having the application processed.)
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PLANNING SERVICES FEES & CHARGES

DEVELOPMENT

Determination of development application (other than for an extractive industry) where the
estimated cost of the development is —

Under $50,000 $147

$50,000 - $500,000 0.32% of the estimated
cost of development

$500,000 - $2.5 million $1,700 + 0.257% for
every $1 in excess of
$500,000

$2.5 million - $5 million $7,161 + 0.206% for
every $1 in excess of
$2.5 million

$5 million - $21.5 million $12,633 + 0.123% for
every $1 in excess of
$5 million

More than $21.5 million $34,196

and, if the development has commenced or been carried out, an additional amount, by
twice the amount of the maximum fee payable for determination of the application.

Change of Use $295

Application for alteration or extension or change of a non- | $295
conforming use

and, if the change of use, the alteration or extension or change of
non-conforming use has commenced, the fee is by way of
penalty, twice that fee.

Renewal/Modification or Cancel of Development Approval $295

Home Occupation/ Home Business $222

and, if the home occupation is already commenced an additional
amount of $444 by way of penalty.

Schedule of Fees and Charges
9 Coleville Crescenl, Spearwood WA 6163 PO Box 1215, Bibra Lake DC WA 6965 P 08 9411 3444 F 08 9411 3332 cockburn.wa.gov.au
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Extractive Industry $739
and, if the development has commenced or been carried out, the
fee above plus by way of penalty, twice that fee $1478.
ADVERTISING OF DEVELOPMENT APPLICATIONS
0-9 Letters $220
10-50 Letters $330
51-500 Letters $550
501+Letters $1110
SUBDIVISION CLEARANCES
Not more than 5 lots $73 per lot

More than 5 lots but not more than 195 lots

$73 per lot for the first 5
lots then $35 per lot

More than 195 lots

$7,393

BUILT STRATA

Not more than 5 lots

$65 per lot + a base rate
of $656

Fee per lot in excess of 5 lots

$43.50 per lot for 6 —
100 + base rate of $981

More than 100 lots

$5,113.50

LOCAL DEVELOPMENT PLANS

Local Development Plan $1500

Modification to Local Development Plan $750
MISCELLANEOUS

Zoning Statements/Zoning Certificates $73

Reply to a property settlement questionnaire $73

Issue of written planning advice $73

Also applies to research and written information not associated

with a current development, subdivision or rezoning application.

Section 40 Liquor Licensing Certificates $200

NOTE: While this list describes application fees, please be aware you may be subject to
DEVELOPMENT CONTRIBUTIONS if your proposal is approved. For more information visit:

www.cockburn.wa.gov.au/developmentcontributions or contact 9411 3444.

Schedule of Fees and Charges

9 Coleville Crescent, Spearwood WA 6163 PO Box 1215, Bibra Lake DC WA 6965 P 08 9411 3444 F 08 9411 3333 cockburn.wa.gov.au
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Appendix B — Form of Application for Planning Approval

200 Barrington Street, Bibra Lake
Brajkovich Landfill & Recycling 43
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Schedule 6 - Form of application for planning approval

Office: Usa Only
Application No

Form 1

Hope Valley-Wattleup Redevelopment Act 2000

(Section 26(1))

Hope Valley-Wattleup Redevelopment Regulations 2000

To: The Western Australian Planning Commission

W

HOPE VALLEY
WATTLEUP

1, Name(s) of Owner(s) in full
Sumame (or company name) Brajkovich Other Names Adrian
Surname (or company name) ...............................OtherNames.............................
Surname (or company name) . . Other Names... .
2. Address in full 0ts 39 and 40 (200) Barrington Street, Bibralake | ...
3. Applicant's name in full (if owner put selfy Adnan Brajovich
4 Address for correspondence 281 Newcastle Street, Northbridge
Telephone No (08) 9220 200 0 ____________________________
5. Locality of development (street number, street, suburb)
Lot 39 and 40 (200) Barrington Street, Bibra Lake
6.
1135 866
Plan/Diagram No -0t 39 on Plan 3683 icate of Title Vol ... ......._.Folio ......-....
Plan/Diagram No !‘_(.’_l. 40 on '_3_'?’.7'_ .36_%%mhcate of Title Vol 1120 Folio 451
Hope Valley Wattleup Redevelopment Project Page 84 of 115
Master Plan Gazetted 4 March 2005
Revision Amended - 31 May 2013 (Amendment No.2)

Document Set 1D: 6621533
Wersinn® 1 Versinn Nate: NAMYINAT
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W

HOPE VALLEY

WATTI__EUI?.
7. Name of nearest road junction/intersection Barrington Street and Spearwoed Avenue
8. Description of propased development Crushing of large Consruction and Demalition material that.
9. Purpose for which land is currently being used Transport Depat, Waste Depot and Salvage Yard
10. State nature of existing buildings on land _Shed Structures
. Matenals and colour to be used on external surfaces (including the roof) and any paved areas of
He BUIING ..o
e s s s s oo s
12. Estimated cost of development ...
13. Estimated date of completion ...
Signature of Owner(s) of the land Signature of Applicant(s)
A 01/10/2020
":)f AN ...Date.
o Daten
State position if signing on behalf of a Company
Note 1:  This application is to be accompanied by 6 copies of the plan(s) and the specifications for the
development and the prescribed fee
Note 2 Itis an offence under Regulation 8 for a person -
(a) to make a statement or give any information which that person knows to be false in a
material particular in connection with an application for approval of a development; or
(b) to omit to supply to the Commission any information or particulars which that person
knows to be relevant to the application.
The offence is punishable by a fine of up to $1,000.
Hope Valley Wattleup Redevelopment Project Page 85 of 115
Master Plan Gazetted 4 March 2005
Revision Amended - 31 May 2013 {Amendment No.2)
Document Set 1D: 6621533
‘erzinon 1 VWercinn Nate: NAMYI017
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Appendix C — Certificate of Title

200 Barrington Street, Bibra Lake
Brajkovich Landfill & Recycling 44
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40/P3699
w 4 D:‘;';—:-ICOANTE DATE DUPLICATE ISSUED
WESTERN AUSTRALIA NJ/A NJ{‘A
RECORD OF CERTIFICATE OF TITLE 1120 451

UNDER THE TRANSFER OF LAND ACT 1893
The person described in the first schedule 1s the registered proprietor of an estate m fee simple in the land described below subject to the

reservations, cenditions and depth limit contained in the original grant (if a grant issued) and to the limitations, interests. encumbrances and
notifications shown in the second schedule.

BGRobetls

REGISTRAFR. OF TITLES

LAND DESCRIPTION:
LOT 40 ON PLAN 3699

REGISTERED PROPRIETOR:
(FIRST SCHEDULE)

DEMO INVESTMENT 7 PTY LTD OF 1686 GREAT NORTHERN HIGHWAY UPPER SWAN WA 6069
(T O119263 ) REGISTERED 28/3/2019

LIMITATIONS, INTERESTS, ENCUMBRANCES AND NOTIFICATIONS:
(SECOND SCHEDULE)

1. *E508049 MEMORIAL. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION ACT 1986. REGISTERED 12/12/1990.
*E552075 AMENDMENT OF MEMORIAL REGISTERED 21/2/1991.
2. *0O119284 CAVEAT BY SIMSMETAL SERVICES PTY LTD LODGED 28/3/2019.

Waming: A current search of the sketch of the land should be obtained where detail of position. dimensions or area of the lot is required.
* Any entries preceded by an asterisk may not appear on the current edition of the duplicate certificate of title.
Lot as described in the land description may be a lot or location

END OF CERTIFICATE OF TITLE

STATEMENTS:

The statements set out below are not intended to be nor should they be relied on as substitutes for inspection of the land
and the relevant documents or for local govemnment, legal. surveying or other professional advice.

SKETCH OF LAND 1120-451 (40/P3699)

PREVIOUS TITLE: 1112-233

PROPERTY STREET ADDRESS: 200 BARRINGTON ST, BIBRA LAKE.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT AUTHORITY: CITY OF COCKBUEN

NOTE 1: DUPLICATE CERTIFICATE OF TITLE NOT ISSUED AS REQUESTED BY DEALING
0119282

LANDGATE COPY OF ORIGINAL NOT TO SCALE 29/09/2020 03:01 PM Regquest number: 61073581 Lafidgate

www landgate wa.gov.au
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39/P3699
@ 4 Dg]l;ll.-:-lcoe\NTE DATE DUPLICATE ISSUED
WESTERN AUSTRALIA N/A N/A
RECORD OF CERTIFICATE OF TITLE 1135 866

UNDER THE TRANSFER OF LAND ACT 1893
The person described mn the first schedule 15 the registered proprietor of an estate m fee simple i the land described below subject to the

reservations, cenditions and depth limit contained in the original grant (if a grant issued) and to the limitations, interests. encumbrances and
notifications shown in the second schedule.

BGRobetls

REGISTRAFR. OF TITLES

LAND DESCRIPTION:
LOT 39 ON PLAN 3699

REGISTERED PROPRIETOR:
(FIRST SCHEDULE)

DEMO INVESTMENT 6 PTY LTD OF 1686 GREAT NORTHERN HIGHWAY UPPER SWAN WA 6069
(T 0119296 ) REGISTERED 28/3/2019

LIMITATIONS, INTERESTS, ENCUMBRANCES AND NOTIFICATIONS:
(SECOND SCHEDULE)

1. *E508049 MEMORIAL. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION ACT 1986. REGISTERED 12/12/1990.
*E552075 AMENDMENT OF MEMORIAL REGISTERED 21/2/1991.

2. *0119309 CAVEAT BY SIMSMETAL SERVICES PTY LTD LODGED 28/3/2019.

3. *0361302 MEMORIAL. CONTAMINATED SITES ACT 2003 REGISTERED 9/3/2020.

Waming: A current search of the sketch of the land should be obtained where detail of position. dimensions or area of the lot is required.
* Any entries preceded by an asterisk may not appear on the current edition of the duplicate certificate of title.
Lot as described in the land description may be a lot or location.

END OF CERTIFICATE OF TITLE

STATEMENTS:

The statements set out below are not intended to be nor should they be relied on as substitutes for inspection of the land
and the relevant documents or for local government, legal. surveying or other professional advice.

SKETCH OF LAND: 1135-866 (39/P3699)

PREVIOUS TITLE: 1112-233

PROPERTY STREET ADDRESS: 200 BARRINGTON ST, BIBRA LAKE.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT AUTHORITY: CITY OF COCKBURN

NOTE 1: DUPLICATE CERTIFICATE OF TITLE NOT ISSUED AS REQUESTED BY DEALING
0119307

LANDGATE COPY OF ORIGINAL NOT TO SCALE 29/09/2020 03:01 PM Request number: 61073581 Lafidgate

www landgate wa gov.au
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Appendix D — Letter of Authority

200 Barrington Street, Bibra Lake
Brajkovich Landfill & Recycling 45
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LETTER OF AUTHORITY

APPLICATION SUBMISSIONS

Department of Water and Environmental Regulation
Locked Bag 10

Joondalup DC WA 6919

Dear Sir/Madam,

Authority to lodge development application — Lots 39 and 40 (200) Barrington Street, Bibra Lake

The undersigned as director of the applicant company, Brajkovich Landfill & Recycling Pty Ltd and
director of the company in ownership of the lot, Demo Investment 6 Pty Ltd and Demo Investment 7
Pty Ltd, hereby authorise Site Environmental and Remediation Services (SERS) to lodge the application
for approval in respect of the aforementioned property.

Yours Sincerely,

VYND

Adrian Brajkovich

Land owner/Director

Brajkovich Landfill & Recycling Pty Ltd
Demo Investment 6 Pty Ltd
Demo Investment 7 Pty Ltd

17/02/2021

Date
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Appendix E — Lot 40 Reclassification

200 Barrington Street, Bibra Lake
Brajkovich Landfill & Recycling 46
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Gaovernment of Western Australia
Department of Water and Environmental Regulation

DMO 1330

Justin Ritchie

1300 762 982

(08) 6364 7001
Demo Investment 7 Pty |Ltd info@dwer.wa.gov.au
1686 Great Northern Hwy
Upper Swan WA 6965
Dear Sir/Madam

NOTICE OF A CLASSIFICATION OF A KNOWN OR SUSPECTED CONTAMINATED
SITE GIVEN UNDER SECTION 15 OF THE CONTAMINATED SITES ACT 2003

The site detailed below (the site), consisting of 1 parcel(s) of land, was reported to the CEO of
DWER as a known or suspected contaminated site and has been classified under the Act:

« LOT 40 ON PLAN 3699 as shown on certificate of title 1120/451 known as 200 Barrington
St, Bibra Lake WA 6163

Following the submission of further information, the site has been re-classified.

This notification is being sent to you in accordance with section 15(1) of the Act on the grounds that
you, as the recipient, are one or more of the following:

(a) owner of the|site (contact details sourced from the current certificate of title);

(b) occupier of the site;

(c) relevant public authority;

(d) person who, |in the CEO’s opinion, there is particular reason to notify;

(e) person who made the report under section 11 or 12; and

(f) person who, in the CEQO's opinion, may be responsible for remediation of a site classified
as contaminated — remediation required.

Re-classification of the Site
Category of site classification: Decontaminated
Date of site classification: 08/08/2019

Reasons for classification: Lots 39 and 40, known as 200 Barrington Street, Bibra Lake were
reported to the Department of Water and Environmental Regulation (DWER) as per reporting
obligations under section 11 of the 'Contaminated Sites Act 2003' (the Act), which commenced on
1 December 2006. Lots 39 and 40 were first classified under section 13 of the Act based on
information submitted to DWER by May 2007. DWER has been provided with additional technical
information in May 2019 for Lot 40 only (the site). The site has been classified again under section
13 of the Act to reflect the additional information submitted to DWER by July 2019.

Prime House, 8 Davidson Terrace Joondalup Western Australia 6027
Locked Bag 10 Joondalup DC WA 6919

Telephone: 1300 762 982 Facsimile: 08 6364 7001
www.dwer.wa.gov.au
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This site has been used as a metal recycling facility including metal shredding and battery recycling.
These are activities that have the potential to cause contamination, as specified in the guideline
'‘Assessment and management of contaminated sites' (Department of Environment Regulation,
2014). The site has now been decommissioned and the future landuse of the site is unknown.

The site has been subject to multiple soil and groundwater investigations. The most recent site
investigations were undertaken in 2016.

Soil investigations undertaken in 2016 identified hydrocarbons (such as from diesel and oil), metals
(such as copper and lead) and polychlorinated biphenyls in soil at concentrations exceeding Health
Investigation Levels or Management Limits for commercial and industrial land, as published in the
'National Environment Protection (Assessment of Site Contamination) Measure 1999' (the NEPM).

Impacted soils were excavated to a depth of 2 metres below ground surface level between April and
May 2019 and placed on a hardstand area located on the adjacent parcel of land (Lot 39). Validation
soil sampling has indicated that all identified impacted soils have been successfully remediated from
the site, with the exception benzo(a)pyrene which was detected in an isolated location near the
south-western corner of the site. This sample exceeded Ecological Screening Levels for commercial
and industrial land but was below Health Investigation Levels for commercial and industrial land, as
published in the NEPM.

The most recent groundwater investigations were conducted in 2016. No contamination was found
to be present in groundwater at concentrations exceeding non-potable use of groundwater, as
published in the guideline 'Assessment and management of contaminated sites' (Department of
Environment Regulation, 2014).

As the site has had a number of historical fires, an investigation into the presence of Per and Poly-
fluoroalkyl Substances (PFAS) in soils and groundwater was undertaken in August 2017.
Investigations identified low concentrations of PFAS in shallow soils. However, all soil impacts were
below the relevant guidelines.

Groundwater sampled during the 2017 investigation identified PFOS and PFHxS in groundwater
beneath the north-western portion of this site exceed the recommended drinking water quality
values, but do not exceed the values for recreational or other non-potable uses, as per the Food
Standards Australia New Zealand (FSANZ) revised health-based guideline values for PFOS, PFOA
and PFHxS (April 2017).

A risk assessment has indicated that the levels of benzo(a)pyrene present on the site does not pose
an unacceptable risk to human health, the environment or any environmental value under all land
uses.

The site has been successfully remediated and is suitable for all land uses. Therefore, the site is
classified as 'decontaminated'

DWER, in consultation with the Department of Health, has classified this site based on the
information available to DWER at the time of classification. It is acknowledged that the contamination
status of the site may have changed since the information was collated and/or submitted to DWER,
and as such, the usefulness of this information may be limited.

In accordance with Department of Health advice, if groundwater is being, or is proposed to be
abstracted, DWER recommends that analytical testing should be carried out to determine whether
the groundwater is suitable for its intended use.

Owner
CSSID = 1330
Page 2 of 5
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Other Relevant Info

Additional information included herein is relevant to the contamination status of the site and includes
DWER's expeclations for action that should be taken to address potential or actual contamination
described in the Reasons for Classification.

Action Required:

DWER notes that the site is in an area zoned 'industrial' under the Metropolitan Region Scheme. It
is therefore possible that a potentially contaminating activity, industry or land use may have taken
place at the site| after| the remedial works conducted in May 2018. For this reason, DWER
recommends that further assessment of potential contamination should be undertaken before any
change in land use to § more sensitive land use (such as residential, primary school or childcare
centre) in the future.

General Information

The nature and extent of contamination and any restrictions on the use of the land, if applicable, are
listed in Attachment A.

Information relating to the classification of the site is also available by submitting a request for a
summary of records (using Form 2) to: Department of Water and Environmental Regulation, Locked
Bag 10, Joondalup DC, WA 6919. A fee of $30 currently applies for a Basic Summary of Records.
Forms are available from www.der.wa.gov.au/contaminatedsites.

In some instances DWER has had to classify sites based on historical information. A site may be
re-classified at any stage when additional information becomes available, for example where a new
investigation or remediation report completed in accordance with DWER’s ‘Contaminated Sites
Guidelines’ and the National Environment Protection (Assessment of Site Contamination) Measure
1999, is submitted to DWER. The current site classification is the classification most recently
conferred on the site.

Memorials

In accordance with section 58(3) of the Act, DWER will give notice to Landgate to withdraw the
current memoriel(s) lodged against the Certificate(s) of Title relating to the site. Parcel(s) without a
registration number or certificate of title will not have a memorial lodged against them until a
certificate of title has been created.

Once complete, confirmation of the lodgement of the memorial(s) will be forwarded to the following
people:

(a) each owner,

(b) Western Australian Planning Commission;
(c) CEO qf the Department of Health;

(d) Local Government Authority;

(e) relevant scheme authority.

Owner
CSSID = 1330
Page 3 of 5
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Appealing the Site Classification

All site classifications given by DWER are appealable. However, only certain people can lodge a
valid appeal. The people who can lodge a valid appeal varies, depending on the classification
category, as detailed in Fact Sheet 4: Site classifications and appeals. Appeals need to be lodged
in writing with the Contaminated Sites Committee at Forrest Centre, Level 22, 221 St Georges
Terrace, Perth WA 6000, within 45 days of being given this notification. The appeal should set out
the appellant’s relationship to the site, and must include the grounds and facts upon which it is
based. An appeal fee (currently $45) applies.

To find out more about the appeal process, see the Contaminated Sites Committee website at
WWW.csc.wa.gov.au or contact the office of the Committee on (08) 6364 7264.

For further information on all aspects of site classification, please refer to Fact Sheet 4 and the
‘Contaminated Sites Guidelines’, which are available from DWER’'s website at
www.der.wa.gov.au/contaminatedsites or by contacting the Contaminated Sites Information Line on
1300 762 982.

Yours sincerely

6@_//%

Paul Newell, Manager

CONTAMINATED SITES REGULATION

Delegated Officer under section 91

of the Contaminated Sites Act 2003

09/08/2019

Enc. Attachment A — Nature and Extent and Restrictions on Use.

Fact Sheet 4: Site classifications and appeals
Fact Sheet 5: Buyer beware — buying and selling contaminated land

Owner
CSSID = 1330
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ATTACHMENT|A —|Nature and Extent and Restrictions on Use

e LOT 40 ON PLAN 3699

Nature and Extent: Following remediation, no contamination remains at the site.

Restriction on Use: There are no restrictions on use applicable to the site.

Owmer
CSSID = 1330
Page 5 of 5
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Appendix F — Lot 39 Reclassification

200 Barrington Street, Bibra Lake
Brajkovich Landfill & Recycling 47
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Government of Western Australia
Department of Water and Environmental Regulation

DMO 11432
Justin Ritchie
Demo Investment 6 Pty Ltd 1300 762 982
1686 Great Northern Hwy (08) 6364 7001
Upper Swan WA 6965 info@dwer.wa.gov.au

Dear SirfMadam

NOTICE OF A CLASSIFICATION OF A KNOWN OR SUSPECTED CONTAMINATED
SITE GIVEN UNDER SECTION 15 OF THE CONTAMINATED SITES ACT 2003

The site detailed below (the site), was classified by the Department of Water and Environmental
Regulation (DWER) under the Contaminated Sites Act 2003 (the Act) on 9 July 2018 as
‘contaminated - remediation required’.

« LOT 39 ON PLAN 3699 as shown on certificate of title 1135/866 known as 200 Barrington
St, Bibra Lake WA 6163

Following the submission of further information, the site has been reclassified.

This notification is being sent to you in accordance with section 15(1) of the Act on the grounds that
you, as the recipient, are one or more of the following:

(a) owner of the site (contact details sourced from the current certificate of title);

(b) occupier of the site;

(c) relevant public authority;

(d) person who, in the CEO's opinion, there is particular reason to notify;

(e) person who made the report under section 11 or 12; and

(f) personwho, inthe CEO’s opinion, may be responsible for remediation of a site classified
as contaminated — remediation required.

Site Re-classification

Category of site classification: Remediated for restricted use
Date of site classification: 11/02/2020

Reasons for classification: Lots 39 and 40, known as 200 Barrington Street, Bibra Lake were
reported to the Department of Water and Environmental Regulation (the department) as per
reporting obligations under section 11 of the 'Contaminated Sites Act 2003' (the Act), which
commenced on 1 December 2006. Lots 39 and 40 were first classified under section 13 of the Act
based on information submitted to the department by May 2007. Additional technical information
was provided to the department in January 2020 for Lot 39 only (the site). The site has been
classified again under section 13 of the Act to reflect the additional information submitted to the
department by January 2020.

Prime House, 8 Davidson Terrace Joondalup Western Australia 6027
Locked Bag 10 Joondalup DC WA 6919

Telephone: 1300 762 982 Facsimile: 08 6364 7001
www.dwer.wa.gov.au
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This site has been used as a metal recycling facility including metal shredding and battery recycling.
These are activities that have the potential to cause contamination, as specified in the guideline
'Assessment and management of contaminated sites’ (Department of Environment Regulation,
2014). The site has now been decommissioned, however, the site is proposed for ongoing
commercial/industrial use.

The site has been subject to multiple soil and groundwater investigations. The most recent site
investigations were undertaken in January 2020.

Soil investigations undertaken in 2016 identified hydrocarbons (such as from diesel and oil) and
lead in soil at concentrations exceeding Health Investigation Levels or Management Limits for
commercial and industrial land, as published in the 'National Environment Protection (Assessment
of Site Contamination) Measure 1999' (the NEPM).

As the site has had a number of historical fires, an investigation into the presence of per and poly-
fluoroalkyl substances (PFAS) in soils and groundwater was undertaken in August 2017.
Investigations identified low concentrations of PFAS in shallow soils, although concentrations were
below the relevant guidelines.

Remedial works comprising excavation and onsite stockpiling of impacted soils from both Lot 40
and this site were undertaken between April and May 2019. The stockpiled soils from Lot 40 and
this site were temporarily deposited on hardstand along the eastern portion of this site.

PFAS-impacted stockpiled soil was disposed offsite in December 2019. Validation sampling
undertaken in January 2020 indicated that potential stormwater run-off from the stockpiled PFAS-
impacted soil had not contaminated underlying soils. The remaining stockpiled soil was analysed
between April and July 2019.

Lead, benzo(a)pyrene and polychlorinated biphenyl's were identified in the stockpiles at
concentrations exceeding Health Investigation Levels for commercial and industrial land, as
published in the NEPM. However, calculations on this stockpiled material (conducted according to
guidance in the NEPM) indicated that the 95% Upper Concentration Limit of all contaminants were
below Health Investigation Levels for commercial and industrial land, as published in the NEPM.

The department has been informed that the stockpiled soil will be reused on the site as fill.

Groundwater investigations conducted in 2016 and 2017 did not identify any contaminants in
groundwater at concentrations exceeding non-potable use of groundwater, as published in the
guideline 'Assessment and management of contaminated sites’ (Department of Environment
Regulation, 2014).

The site has been remediated such that it is suitable for proposed continued commercial/industrial
use, but may not be suitable for a more sensitive land use. Therefore, the site is classified as
'remediated for restricted use'.

The department, in consultation with the Department of Health, has classified this site based on the
information available to the department at the time of classification. It is acknowledged that the
contamination status of the site may have changed since the information was collated and/or
submitted to the department, and as such, the usefulness of this information may be limited.

In accordance with Department of Health advice, if groundwater is being, or is proposed to be
abstracted, the department recommends that analytical testing should be carried out to determine
whether the groundwater is suitable for its intended use.

CSSID = 11432
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Other Relevant Information:

Additional information included herein is relevant to the contamination status of the site and includes
the department's expectations for action that should be taken to address potential or actual
contamination described in the Reasons for Classification.

Where the land is part of a transaction - sale, mortgagee or lease agreement, the land owners MUST
PROVIDE WRITTEN DISCLOSURE (on the prescribed Form 6) of the site's status to any potential
owner, mortgagee (e.g financial institutions) or lessee at least 14 days before the completion of the
transaction. A copy of the disclosure must also be forwarded to the department.

Action Required:

The department notes that the site is in an area zoned 'industrial' under the Metropolitan Region
Scheme. It is therefore possible that a potentially contaminating activity, industry or land use may
have taken place at the site after the remedial works conducted in May 2019. For this reason, the
department recommends that further assessment of potential contamination should be undertaken
before any change in land use to a more sensitive land use (such as residential, primary school or
childcare centre) in the future.

General Information

The nature and extent of contamination and any restrictions on the use of the land, if applicable, are
listed in Attachment A.

Information in relation to the classification of the site is available free of charge as a summary of
records via the Contaminated Sites Database at www.der.wa.gov.au/contaminatedsites.

In some instances DWER has had to classify sites based on historical information. A site may be
re-classified at any stage when additional information becomes available, for example where a new
investigation or remediation report completed in accordance with DWER'’s ‘Contaminated Sites
Guidelines’ and the National Environment Protection (Assessment of Site Contamination) Measure
1999, is submitted to DWER. The current site classification is the classification most recently
conferred on the site.

Memorials

In accordance with sections 58 (1) and (3) of the Act, DWER will give notice to Landgate to withdraw
the current memorial(s) lodged against the Certificate(s) of Title relating to the site, and
subsequently lodge a new memorial against the Certificate(s) of Title which will record the new site
classification. Parcel(s) without a registration number or certificate of title will not have a memorial
lodged against them until a certificate of title has been created. Once complete, confirmation of the
lodgement of the memorial(s) will be forwarded to the following people:

(a) each owner,

(b) Western Australian Planning Commission;
(c) CEO of the Department of Health;

(d) Local Government Authority;

(e) relevant scheme authority.

Given that memorial(s) will be lodged against the site, the Western Australian Planning Commission
(WAPC) may not approve the subdivision of the land under Section 135 of the Planning and
Development Act 2005, or the amalgamation of that land with any other land without seeking, and
taking into account, the advice of DWER as to the suitability of the land for subdivision or
amalgamation. Furthermore, a responsible authority (e.g. Local Government Authorities) may not
grant approval under a scheme for any proposed development of the land without seeking, and
taking into account, advice from DWER as to the suitability of the proposed development.
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Disclosure upon sale / lease / mortgage of the site

Where the land is part of a transaction — sale, mortgage or lease agreement —and is classified as

e contaminated — remediation required;
e contaminated — restricted use; or
e remediated for restricted use;

land owners MUST PROVIDE WRITTEN DISCLOSURE (on the prescribed Form 6 enclosed) of the
site’s status to any potential owner, mortgagee (e.g. financial institutions) or lessee at least 14 days
before the completion of the transaction. A copy of the disclosure must also be forwarded to DWER.

Important note: Failure to provide written notice is an offence and carries a penalty of up to
$125,000 and a daily penalty of $25,000.

aling the S lassificati

All site classifications given by DWER are appealable. However, only certain people can lodge a
valid appeal. The people who can lodge a valid appeal varies, depending on the classification
category, as detailed in Fact Sheet 4: Site classifications and appeals. Appeals need to be lodged
in writing with the Contaminated Sites Committee at Forrest Centre, Level 22, 221 St Georges
Terrace, Perth WA 6000, within 45 days of being given this notification. The appeal should set out
the appellant's relationship to the site, and must include the grounds and facts upon which it is
based. An appeal fee (currently $45) applies.

To find out more about the appeal process, see the Contaminated Sites Committee website at
www.csc.wa.qov.au or contact the office of the Committee on (08) 6364 7264.

For further information on all aspects of site classification, please refer to Fact Sheet 4 and the
‘Contaminated Sites Guidelines’, which are available from DWER's website at
www.der.wa.gov.au/contaminatedsites or by contacting the Contaminated Sites Information Line on
1300 762 982.

Yours sincerely

gy

Michelle Brierley, A/Manager
CONTAMINATED SITES REGULATION
Delegated Officer under section 91

of the Contaminated Sites Act 2003
12/02/2020

Enc. Attachment A — Nature and Extent and Restrictions on Use.

Fact Sheet 4: Site classifications and appeals
Fact Sheet 5: Buyer beware — buying and selling contaminated land
Form 6 — Land Owner’s Disclosure Before Completion of Land Transaction
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ATTACHMENT A — Nature and Extent and Restrictions on Use
e LOT 39 ON PLAN 3699

Nature and Extent: Remedial works were carried out in 2019. However, site derived soils impacted
by lead, benzo(a)pyrene and polychlorinated biphenyl have been reused as fill. This material has
been demonstrated to be suitable for a commercialiindustrial land use. No groundwater
contamination has been identified.

Restriction on Use: The land use of the site is restricted to commercialfindustrial use. The site
should not be developed for a more sensitive use such as recreational open space, residential use
or childcare centres without further contamination assessment and/or remediation.
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Government of Western Australia
Department of Environment Regulation

CONTAMINATED SITES 4
FACT SHEET

Site classifications and appeals

Purpose

This fact sheet is designed to provide targeted
information on contaminated site
classifications and appeals in Western
Australia.

Introduction

The Contaminated Sites Act 2003 (the Act)
was introduced to identify, record, manage
and clean up contamination. Under the Act,
known or suspected contaminated sites must
be reported to the Department of Environment
Regulation (DER), investigated and, if
necessary, cleaned up (remediated).

Investigating and cleaning up contaminated
sites is, in most cases, the responsibility of the
polluter or current site owner. DER
administers and enforces the Act which
includes classifying sites (in consultation with
the Department of Health) and making
information on contaminated sites available to
the public.

Site classifications — what do
they mean?

A site classification is a description assigned
to an area of land that has been reported to
the DER under the Act, as a site that is known
or suspected to be contaminated.

Contaminated — in relation to land, water
or a site, means having a substance
present in or on that land, water or site at
above background concentrations that
presents, or has the potential to present, a
risk of harm to human health, the
environment or any environmental value.

|

DER can allocate any one of seven possible
classifications to sites:

1.

Contaminated — remediation
required. The site is contaminated and
needs to be investigated and cleaned
up to ensure it does not present a risk
to human health or the environment.
This classification will remain until
remediation is complete.

. Contaminated — restricted use. The

site is contaminated but suitable for
limited uses (e.g. the site may be
suitable for commercial use, but not
residential use; or for residential use
provided groundwater bores are not
used and soil is not accessed).

Remediated for restricted use. The
site was contaminated but has been
cleaned up to a standard where it is
suitable for limited uses (e.g. the site
may be suitable for an apartment block,
but not for a kindergarten).

. Possibly contaminated —

investigation required. There are
grounds to indicate soil, groundwater
and/or surface water at the site may be
contaminated but further inquiry is
needed to confirm or dismiss the
possibility of contamination.

Decontaminated. The site has been
remediated and is suitable for all uses.
It does not pose a risk to the
environment or human health.

Not contaminated — unrestricted use.
After investigation, no contamination
was found at the site.

Report not substantiated. There is
not enough information to indicate that
the site could be contaminated.

DER2014/001128 .
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—

| respect of a site that is contaminated
| includes —

‘5 (a) the attempted restoration of the site to
the state it was in before the contamination
occurred;

‘ (b) the restriction, or prohibition , of access
| to, or use of, the site;

‘ (c) the removal, destruction, reduction,

‘ containment or dispersal of the substance

| causing the contamination, or the reduction
or mitigation of the effect of the substance;

(d) the protection of human health, the
] environment or any environmental value
| from the contamination.

How are sites classified?

All classification decisions are based on a
thorough review and assessment of all
information available to DER at the time and
take into account relevant guidelines for site
investigations and management.

Notification of classification

The Act requires DER to notify the following
people of a site’s classification:

e site owner;
¢ site occupier;

« relevant public authority, for example,
Water Corporation, local government
authority;

 person who reported the site; and

« those responsible for remediating the site
(where classified contaminated —

remediation required).

According to the Act: ‘remediation’ in T

CONTAMINATED SITES 4

FACT SHEET

Can | appeal?

Under the Act, you may be able to appeal
against a decision. Depending on the nature
of the case, your appeal will be considered by
either the Contaminated Sites Committee or
on a point of law only to the Supreme Court.

You can appeal:
o a site classification assigned by DER;

e an investigation or clean up notice issued
by DER;

« a responsibility for remediation
determination by the Contaminated Sites
Committee; and

« a notice relating to the recovery of costs
incurred by the State on an orphan site
(given to the person who would have been
responsible for remediation).

You cannot appeal against receiving a hazard
abatement notice. This notice addresses an
immediate and serious risk to human health,
the environment or any environmental value.

Contaminated Sites Committee

The Contaminated Sites Committee is an
independent statutory body appointed by the
Minister for Environment to:

« determine appeals against site
classifications and regulatory notices;

« determine who is responsible for
remediation; and

« decide the extent to which parties are
responsible for remediation (more than
one person may be responsible for
remediating a site).

B
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Who can appeal?

Depending on the nature of the classification,
certain people can appeal against the
classification to the Contaminated Sites
Committee (see table overleaf). An appeal
must include the reasons why the person
lodging the appeal disagrees with the site
classification and include any relevant
supporting information.

Appeals against site
classifications

To lodge an appeal against a site
classification, you must:

e submit reasons why you disagree with
assigned site classification; and

e include any relevant supporting
information.

An appeal must be lodged with the Committee
within 21 days (or timeframe specified in the
notice of classification). The Committee’s
decision on appeals against site
classifications is final.

Appeals against an
investigation or clean-up notice

To lodge an appeal against an investigation or
clean-up notice, you must:

« submit the details of the case and grounds
for appeal to the Committee.

An appeal must be lodged within 21 days of
receiving the notice. The Committee’s
decision on an appeal against a notice is final.

Requests for a decision on
responsibility for remediation
Where responsibility for remediation is in

question, the Committee can determine who
must clean up the site and to what extent.

CONTAMINATED SITES 4

FACT SHEET

You can appeal the Committee’s decision to
the Supreme Court on a point of law only. An
appeal to the Supreme Court must be made in
accordance with the rules of the court and be
within 21 days of receiving the Committee’s
decision.

There is a $45 fee to appeal against a site
classification, investigation or clean-up notice.
The disputed decision, classification or notice
requirement applies while you are waiting for
the outcome of the appeal.

Note: Appeal timeframes can be quite long as
there are often multiple rounds of consultation
between parties before the Committee makes
its final decision.

False or misleading information
(s 94)

When reporting contamination, requesting
information from DER, disclosing
contamination under s 68 or providing
information to the CEO or Contaminated Sites
Committee, a person must not provide false or
misleading information or fail to disclose all
relevant information.

Maximum penalty: $125,000.
Possible maximum daily penalty: $25,000.

More information on the appeal
process

See the Contaminated Sites Committee's
website.

|« I

Document Set ID: 10450079
Version: 1, Version Date: 07/05/2021

185 of 892



Item 14.1 Attachment 4

OCM 13/05/2021

Department of Environment Regulation

Who can appeal?

Classification

Person
responsible for
remediation

Owner/occupier

CONTAMINATED SITES 4

FACT SHEET

Person who
reported a
suspected

contaminated site

Contaminated -
remediation
required

Yes Yes

Contaminated —
restricted use

Remediated for
restricted use

Yes

Yes

Possibly
contaminated —
investigation
required

Decontaminated

Yes

Not contaminated
— unrestricted use

Yes

Report not
substantiated

Yes
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CONTAMINATED SITES
FACT SHEET

4

More information
For advice on contaminated sites or
related matters, please contact DER’s
contaminated sites information line

1300 762 982 or email
contaminated.sites@der.wa.gov.au

This document is available in alternative
formats and other languages on request.

Related documents
Other fact sheets in this series:

1. Identifying and reporting
contaminated sites

2. How to access information on
contaminated sites

3. Seeking help from contaminated
sites experts

5. Buyer beware — buying and selling
contaminated land

Guidelines relating to investigating and
managing contaminated sites are available
at www.der.wa.gov.au/contaminatedsites

Legislation

This document is provided for guidance
only. It should not be relied upon to
address every aspect of the relevant
legislation. The full text of the
Contaminated Sites Act 2003 is available
electronically from the State Law Publisher

website at www.slp.wa:gov.au

Disclaimer

The information contained in this document
is provided by DER in good faith as a public
service. However, DER does not guarantee
the accuracy of the information contained in
this document and it is the responsibility of
recipients to make their own enquiries as to
its accuracy, currency and relevance. The
State of Western Australia, DER and their
servants and agents expressly disclaim
liability, in negligence or otherwise, for any
act or omission occurring in reliance on the
information contained in this document or
for any consequence of such act or
omission.

Limitation

The Western Australian Government is
committed to providing quality information to
the community and makes every attempt to
ensure accuracy, currency and reliability of
the data contained in this document.
However, changes in circumstances after
the time of publication may impact on the
quality of information. Confirmation of the
information may be sought from the relevant
originating bodies or the department
providing the information. DER and the
State of Western Australia reserve the right
to amend the content of this document at
any time without notice.

Legal advice

The information provided to you by DER in
relation to this matter does not constitute
legal advice. Due to the range of legal
issues potentially involved in this matter,
DER recommends that you obtain
independent legal advice.

L~ I
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LAND OWNER'’S DISCLOSURE
BEFORE COMPLETION OF
LAND TRANSACTION

Form 6 [r. 34]

Contaminated Sites Act 2003, section 68

2

NOTE: Under the Contaminated Sites Act 2003 section 68, this disclosure is to be given to a person at least 14 days before
the completion of a transaction - in the case of a sale, settlement date; in the case of a mortgage, the date the mortgage
is registered; and in the case of a lease, the date the lease is signed. A copy of this disclosure must be provided to the
Department of Water and Environmental Regulation.

Family name: Given name(s):

Company (if applicable):

ABN (if applicable): Postal address:

Suburb/Town: Post code:
Phone: Fax:
Email:

LAND / SITE DETAILS — DESCRIPTION OF LAND / SITE
Lot No.

and/or Street No. Street name:

Certiﬂcaté df Title (e.g. Reference No. / Volume and Folio
and/or Lot on Plan / Diagram No.):

Suburb/Town:

Post code:

(incl. copy of Certificate of Title)

Local government:

REASON FOR DISCLOSURE

(— Sale

(* Lease

(" Mortgage

CLASSIFICATION AND / OR NOTICE UNDER THE ACT PART 4

As at (date)
the land described in this form comprised all, or part, of a site classified under the Contaminated Sites Act 2003 as:

(" Contaminated - remediation required
(" Contaminated - restricted use

(" Remediated for restricted use

Department of

OCM 13/05/2021

Water and Environmental Regulation
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E?ﬂ Sovmmentoestomaveraia ) AND OWNER’S DISCLOSURE
BEFORE COMPLETION OF

LAND TRANSACTION

Form 6 [r. 34]
Contaminated Sites Act 2003, section 68

AND / OR

As at (date) .
a notice under the Contaminated Sites Act 2003 Part 4 has been given, and a memorial lodged, in respect of the land
described in this form. The notice is:

(" an investigation notice
" aclean up notice

™ a hazard abatement notice

CONTAMINATION
The nature and extent of all identified contamination of the land described in this form is as follows:

If, at the date set out in this form the land described in this form comprised all, or part, of a site classified under
the Contaminated Sites Act 2003 as:

(a) contaminated - remediation required; or

(b) contaminated - restricted use; or

(c) remediated for restricted use;

then the restrictions on the use of the site are as follows:

Note that under the Contaminated Sites Act 2003 section 94, it is an offence to:

* make a statement in making this disclosure which you know is false or misleading in a material particular; or

*  make a stalement in making this disclosure which is false or misleading in & rmaterial particular, with reckfess disregard as to whether the statement is
false or misleading in a material particular; or

*  provide, or cause fo be provided, in making this disclosure, information that you know is false or misleading in a material particular; or

*  provide, or cause to be provided, in making this disclosure information that is false or misleading in a material particular, with reckless disregard as fo
whether or not the information is false or misleading in a material particular; or

*  fail to disclose, or cause a failure to disclose; all information which you know is materially redevant to this disclosure statement.

Department of
Water and Environmental Regulation Page 2 of 4
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Department of Water and Environmental Regulation

LAND OWNER'’S DISCLOSURE
BEFORE COMPLETION OF
LAND TRANSACTION

Form 6 [r. 34]

Contaminated Sites Act 2003, section 68

IF THIS REPORT IS BEING MADE BY AN INDIVIDUAL:

Signature of person making the disclosure:
Date: Title and full name:
Postal Suburb/Town:
address:
Post code: Phone:
Fax: Email:

OR

IF THIS DISCLOSURE IS BEING MADE BY AN OWNER WHICH IS NOT AN INDIVIDUAL, IT MAY BE SIGNED ON
BEHALF OF THE OWNER BY AN INDIVIDUAL AUTHORISED TO DO SO. IF THE OWNER IS A BODY
CORPORATE, IT NEED NOT BE MADE UNDER ITS SEAL:

I, Position:

am ;ut;o&dtm .......... S _"]. to make this disclosure on behalf_gi_théigoay c.orporéte. )

Signature: Date:

Title and full name: NG - o o e

Postal address: o N o Subu.rb,'Town_:___- PR ]

Post code: e _ Phone: o, -

Fax: o R o Email: o .
R _ ool oin O A N . & J

ACKNOWLEDGMENT BY THIRD PARTY (OPTIONAL):

(" Purchaser

Signature: Date

Title and full name: S —

Postal address: g Ay S ST S L . TE
Postcode: TR e — L PN bl . M
Fax: S _ a  Email: o o A

Department of

OCM 13/05/2021

Water and Environmental Regulation
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_@SSS’:%”Q:P&%ES?:?.’;"&%?EJ:%N Regulation LAND OWNER’S DISCLOSURE
BEFORE COMPLETION OF
LAND TRANSACTION

Form 6 [r. 34]
Contaminated Sites Act 2003, section 68

ACKNOWLEDGMENT BY THIRD PARTY (OPTIONAL):

(» Lessee

Signature: Date:

Title and full name:

Postal address: 'Suburbrl' own:
Post code: Phone:
Fax: Email:

ACKNOWLEDGMENT BY THIRD PARTY (OPTIONAL):

~ Mortgagee

Signature: Date:

Title and full name:

Postal address: ) o Suburb/Town: B
Post code: Phone: o
Fax: Email:

Give the original completed form to the potential owner / mortgagee /
lessee and mail a copy to:

Manager, Contaminated Sites Branch

Department of Water and Environmental Regulation
Locked Bag 33

Cloisters Square

Perth WA 6850

Department of
Water and Environmental Regulation Page 4 of 4
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(PSI). See Fact Sheet 3, Seeking help from
contaminated sites experts.

Potentially contaminating
activities

DER’s guideline, Assessment and
management of contaminated sites includes a
quick reference list of activities, industries and
land uses which could lead to contamination.
This list is not exhaustive and you should also
consider surrounding and historical uses of
the land which may have resulted in
contamination at the property.

Who is responsible for
remediation or cleaning up
contamination?

If you are buying, selling or leasing
contaminated land in Western Australia, you
need to be aware of your obligations under
the Act. It provides a hierarchy of
responsibility for remediation and associated
costs for investigating and cleaning up
contamination. Under s 24 of the Act, a
person is responsible for remediation of a site:

a) if they have caused or contributed to the
contamination of the site;

b) if they are an owner or occupier of the site
who has changed, or proposes to change,
the use to which land that comprises all or
part of the site is put; or

c) if they are an owner of the site, or of a
source site.

The term “owner” in the Act is defined to
include a mortgagee in possession.

Under the Act, the person responsible for the
remediation costs is responsible for cleaning
up the land and water to make it safe and
suitable for its current (zoned) use.

However, if you intend to change the land use,
for example, develop a market garden into a
residential housing estate, a land use that

CONTAMINATED SITES 5

FACT SHEET

requires the land to be cleaned up to a higher
standard, it is the owner/occupier changing
the land use who is responsible for any
additional clean-up costs to ensure the site is
fit for the new purpose.

Pre-sale disclosure
requirements

Some site classifications require disclosure to
potential new owners/occupiers when selling
or leasing property. Disclosure is required for
sites classified:

e contaminated — remediation required;
¢ contaminated — restricted use; or
e remediated for restricted use.

Site owners are required to complete and sign
a Form 6 and provide copies to a potential
new owner, mortgagees or lessees and DER
at least 14 days before transactions are
completed — for example, 14 days before
settlement date for a sale or date the
mortgage is registered or lease is
signed/commences. We suggest you also
include a copy of the Basic Summary of
Records which can be downloaded from
DER's website. You must also disclose if a
regulatory notice such as an investigation or
clean-up notice has been served on your
property.

If you fail to disclose this information, you are
committing an offence and a penalty may
apply.

Maximum Penalty: $125,000.

Possible maximum daily penalty: $25,000.

Although it is not mandatory to disclose
information on sites classified possibly
contaminated — investigation required, DER
recommends that sellers advise potential
purchasers of a property’s contamination
status.

~ B
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False or misleading information

When reporting contamination, requesting
information from DER, disclosing
contamination under s 68 or providing
information to the CEO or Contaminated Sites
Committee, a person must not provide false or
misleading information or fail to disclose all
relevant information.

Maximum penalty: $125,000.
Possible maximum daily penalty: $25,000.

More information

For advice on contaminated sites or
related matters, please contact DER’s
contaminated sites information line
1300 762 982 or email
contaminated.sites@der.wa.gov.au

This document is available in alternative
formats and other languages on request.

Related documents

Other fact sheets in this series:

1. ldentifying and reporting
contaminated sites

2. How to access information on
contaminated sites

3. Seeking help from contaminated
sites experts

4, Buyer beware — buying and selling
contaminated land

Guidelines relating to investigating and
managing contaminated sites are available
at www.der.wa.gov.au/contaminatedsites

Legislation

This document is provided for guidance
only. It should not be relied upon to
address every aspect of the relevant
legislation. The full text of the
Contaminated Sites Act 2003 is available .
electronically from the State Law Publisher
website at www.slp.wa.gov.au

CONTAMINATED SITES
FACT SHEET

5

Disclaimer

The information contained in this document is
provided by DER in good faith as a public
service. However, DER does not guarantee
the accuracy of the information contained in
this document and it is the responsibility of
recipients to make their own enquiries as to its
accuracy, currency and relevance. The State
of Western Australia, DER and their servants
and agents expressly disclaim liability, in
negligence or otherwise, for any act or
omission occurring in reliance on the
information contained in this document or for
any consequence of such act or omission.

Limitation

The Western Australian Government is
committed to providing quality information to
the community and makes every attempt to
ensure accuracy, currency and reliability of
the data contained in this document. However,
changes in circumstances after the time of
publication may impact on the quality of
information. Confirmation of the information
may be sought from the relevant originating
bodies or the department providing the
information. DER and the State of Western
Australia reserve the right to amend the
content of this document at any time without
notice.

Legal advice

The information provided to you by DER in
relation to this matter does not constitute legal
advice. Due to the range of legal issues
potentially involved in this matter, DER
recommends that you obtain independent
legal advice.

|
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(PSI). See Fact Sheet 3, Seeking help from
contaminated sites experts.

Potentially contaminating
activities

DER’s guideline, Assessment and
management of contaminated sites includes a
quick reference list of activities, industries and
land uses which could lead to contamination.
This list is not exhaustive and you should also
consider surrounding and historical uses of
the land which may have resulted in
contamination at the property.

Who is responsible for
remediation or cleaning up
contamination?

If you are buying, selling or leasing
contaminated land in Western Australia, you
need to be aware of your obligations under
the Act. It provides a hierarchy of
responsibility for remediation and associated
costs for investigating and cleaning up
contamination. Under s 24 of the Act, a
person is responsible for remediation of a site:

a) if they have caused or contributed to the
contamination of the site;

b) if they are an owner or occupier of the site
who has changed, or proposes to change,
the use to which land that comprises all or
part of the site is put; or

c) if they are an owner of the site, orof a
source site.

The term “owner” in the Act is defined to
include a mortgagee in possession.

Under the Act, the person responsible for the
remediation costs is responsible for cleaning
up the land and water to make it safe and
suitable for its current (zoned) use.

However, if you intend to change the land use,
for example, develop a market garden into a
residential housing estate, a land use that
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requires the land to be cleaned up to a higher
standard, it is the owner/occupier changing
the land use who is responsible for any
additional clean-up costs to ensure the site is
fit for the new purpose.

Pre-sale disclosure
requirements

Some site classifications require disclosure to
potential new owners/occupiers when selling
or leasing property. Disclosure is required for
sites classified:

« contaminated — remediation required;
¢ contaminated — restricted use; or
o remediated for restricted use.

Site owners are required to complete and sign
a Form 6 and provide copies to a potential
new owner, mortgagees or lessees and DER
at least 14 days before transactions are
completed — for example, 14 days before
settlement date for a sale or date the
mortgage is registered or lease is
signed/commences. We suggest you also
include a copy of the Basic Summary of
Records which can be downloaded from
DER's website. You must also disclose if a
regulatory notice such as an investigation or
clean-up notice has been served on your
property.

If you fail to disclose this information, you are
committing an offence and a penalty may
apply.

Maximum Penalty: $125,000.

Possible maximum daily penalty: $25,000.

Although it is not mandatory to disclose
information on sites classified possibly
contaminated — investigation required, DER
recommends that sellers advise potential
purchasers of a property’s contamination
status.

(~
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Appendix G — Elevation Plan

200 Barrington Street, Bibra Lake
Brajkovich Landfill & Recycling 48
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SE Rs Figure 1: Front/Rear Elevation Plan City of Cockburn - 200 Barrington Street, Bibra Lake
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Appendix H — Dust Management Plan

200 Barrington Street, Bibra Lake
Brajkovich Landfill & Recycling 49
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1 Introduction
1.1 Purpose

Site Environmental and Remediation Services (SERS) have been engaged by Brajkovich Landfill &
Recycling (BLR) to develop a Dust Management Plan in support of a Development Application (DA)
located at 200 Barrington Street, Bibra Lake (hereby known as ‘the Site’). The Site is zoned for
industrial land use and has been cleared of natural vegetation for over 30 years. The surrounds of the
Site are zoned for industrial use, with the closest sensitive receptor (residential) residing 530m south
of the Site.

BLR are a company part of the Brajkovich group, whom focus on resource recovery and recycling. It is
proposed that in the acquisition of the sought planning approval, BLR will utilise the Site in further
resource recovery and processing, in line with the objectives of the Waste Avoidance and Resource
Recovery Act 2007 (WARR Act).

It is proposed that the Site be utilised as a Solid Waste Depot, Transfer Station, Salvage Yard and
Transport Depot. This document outlines the proposed works, risks associated, and the dust
management controls to be implemented in conjunction with this project.

1.2 EPA Objective
The EPA’s environmental objective for the factor Air Quality is: “To maintain air quality and minimise
emissions so that environmental values are protected” (EPA, 2016).

1.3 Relevant Legislation, Policies and Guidelines
Relevant Legislation, guidelines and policies to the Dust Management Plan are as follows:

Legislation:

- National Environmental Protection (Ambient Air Quality) Measure 1994
- Environmental Protection Act 1986

Guideline:

- A Guideline for Managing the Impacts of Dust and Associated Contaminants from Land
Development Sites, Contaminated Sites Remediation and Other Related Activities (DEC, 2011)
- Environmental Factor Guideline — Air Quality (2016)

It is a requirement of the City of Cockburn (CoC) that dust management plans are developed as per
guidance listed in the following documents:

- Department of Environmental Guidelines for the Prevention of Dust and Smoke Pollution from
Land Development Sites; and
- Prevention of Sand Drift from Subdivisions & Development Sites.

Revised Dust Management Plan
Brajkovich Landfill & Recycling Pty Ltd

200 Barrington Street, Bibra Lake 1
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2 Site Background

i sers
2.1 Site History

The Site is located approximately 18.0 km south-west of the Perth CBD and is bounded by Industrial
receptors to the north, east and west, and Barrington Street, a Distributor B road network, to the
south. Vehicle access to the site is gained off Barrington Street (Figure 2 - Site Layout).

BLR have recently acquired the site with intention of repurposing the site from its previous use as a
metal processing facility, to a Solid Waste Depot, Transfer Station, Salvage Yard and Transport Depot.
Approval is sought from the Local Government Authority (LGA), CoC.

Originally the Site consisted of remnant vegetation dating back to 1953. Clearing occurred in 1965,
and a building was developed. The Site appeared to be utilised for agricultural purposes at this time.
SIMS Metal Management Pty Ltd (SIMS) acquired Lot 39 in 1971, and Lot 40 in 1975.

The Site has been used for the storage and processing of scrap metals by SIMS from early 1975 until
late 2017. The majority of the site was utilised in the storage of ferrous scrap metal, with
approximately 50% of the Site sealed with concrete hardstand materials. Previous operations were
inclusive of a shredder, maintenance shed, sump, wash down bay, non-ferrous processing area and
amenities. Historically, the site has additionally operated in the storage and recycling of transformers.

BLR acquired the Site in February 2019, with the intention of conducting operations in line with the
land use of a Solid Waste Depot, Transfer Station, Salvage Yard and Transport Depot.

2.2 Climate
The distribution and frequency of dust emissions is dependent on climate and wind conditions of the
area. Perth weather is described as a Mediterranean climate, experiencing cold, wet winters and hot,
dry summers (ABS, 2012). Dust lift is known to be more prevalent in hot, dry conditions.

landakot Airport (site number: 009172) is the closest Bureau of Meteorology (BOM) weather station
and sits approximately 5.6km to the south-east of the Site. Jandakot Airport has been recording data
from 1972. Annual recorded rainfall ranges between 10.7mm and 174.0mm (BOM, 2019). The mean
annual rainfall over the duration of the data collection (1972 to 2019) was 68.67mm (BOM, 2019).

The mean 9am wind speed annual is 15.8km/h, highest wind speeds are seen in the summer months
from November — March (Refer to Figure 1 below) (BOM, 2019). The mean 3pm wind speed is
21.4km/h, the highest wind speeds at 3pm are in the summer between November and February (BOM,
2019).

Revised Dust Management Plan
Brajkovich Landfill & Recycling Pty Ltd

200 Barrington Street, Bibra Lake 2
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SERS

Site Eavicanmental and
Remediation Services
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FIGURE 1: MEAN 9AM AND 3PM WIND SPeeD DATA FROM JANDAKOT AIRPORT (BOM, 2017)

The nearest BOM monitoring site with recorded wind rose data is Jandakot Airport (site number:
009172). Jandakot airport is approximately 5.6km to the south-east of the Site and experiences a
similar prevailing wind regime to the project area. The wind data from the Jandakot airport
demonstrates the differences in wind speed and direction during winter and summer. Summer and
winter wind roses were compiled from BOM data recorded during the period 1989 to 2018. The data
presents morning (9am) and afternoon (3pm) wind conditions (Appendix B).

Summer:

summer mornings (9am) generally have strong winds (>10km/h but <30km/h) from an easterly
direction (BOM, 2019). Winds from the south had an approximate wind speed >10km/h and
<20km/h (BOM, 2019). Winds from the north, north-west and west occur less frequently and
predominantly reach speeds between Okm/h and <20km/h (BOM, 2019). The percentage of calm
conditions were recorded at 6% (BOM, 2019). Wind roses, as supplied by BOM, are displayed in
Appendix B.

summer afternoons (3pm) generally have strong winds (>20km/h and <40km/h) from the south-
west (BoM, 2019). Winds from the west predominantly had a wind speed >20km/h and <40km/h
(BoM, 2019).
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Winds from the north, north east, north-west, south and south-east occur less frequently and mainly
reach speeds between >10km/h and <30km/h (BoM, 2019). <20km/h (BOM, 2019). The percentage
of calm conditions were recorded at 2% (BOM, 2019). Wind roses, as supplied by BoM, are shown in
Appendix B.

Winter:

Winter mornings (9am) generally have moderate winds (>0km/h and <20km/h) from the north-east
(BoM, 2019). Winds from the north and east have recorded approximate wind speeds predominantly
between >10km/h and <30km/h (BoM, 2019). Winds from the south-east, south, south-west, west
and north-west occur less frequently and reach speeds predominantly between >10km/h and
<30km/h (BoM, 2019). <20km/h (BOM, 2019). The percentage of calm conditions were recorded at
19% (BOM, 2019). Wind roses, as supplied by BoM, are shown in Appendix B.

Winter afternoons (3pm) generally have moderate winds (>10km/h and <30km/h) from the west
(BoM, 2019). Winds from the north, north-east, east, south, south-west and north-west had an
approximate wind speed >10km/h and <30km/h (BoM, 2019). Winds from the south-east occur less
frequently and had an approximate wind speed >10km/h and < 20km/h (BoM, 2019). <20km/h
{BOM, 2019). The percentage of calm conditions were recorded at 7% (BOM, 2019). Wind roses, as
supplied by BoM, are shown in Appendix B.

Summary of Wind Conditions

Winds are stronger during summer, having higher gust strengths in comparison to winter. Summer
morning winds are received primarily from the east, while afternoon winds are received primarily
from the south-west (BoM, 2019). Winter morning winds are received primarily from the north-east,
while afternoon winds are the most variable in direction, but mainly from the west (BoM, 2019).
Dust will have to be managed more strenuously in summer due to higher wind speeds and lower
percentages of calm conditions (BoM, 2019).

2.3 Topography
The site slopes from the southern end of the property at 45.47m AHD to the northern end of the
property which sits at 37.46m AHD. There are a series of depressions where hardstand has been
removed across the property.

2.4 Sensitive Receptors
The surrounding land is primarily zoned as Industrial, with the exception of regional road reserve and
residential zoned area to the south, primary regional road reserve to the west, and road reserve to
the east. The nearest sensitive receptor is 530m to the south of the Site. Measurements have been
taken conservatively from the closest boundary of the Site to the boundary of the receptor. It should
be noted that operation areas will have additional buffer distances due to their location onsite and
strategic positioning. Table 1 below lists sensitive receptors closest to the Site boundary.

The EPA recommends a buffer distance of 200m between the use of a Site as a Transport Depot and
sensitive receptors. The EPA recommends that waste depots infer a buffer distance of 200m from
sensitive receptors. As such, it is considered that these works are compliant with the separation
distances as recommended by the EPA.
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TABLE 1: SENSITIVE RECEPTOR DISTANCES FROM SITE BOUNDARY

Receiver Description Location Proximity to site
boundary!
1 Residential 52 Torenia Way, Yangebup 530m
2 Residential 50 Torenia Way, Yangebup 530m
3 Residential 48 Torenia Way, Yangebup 530m
4 Residential 46 Tarenia Way, Yangebup 530m
5 Residential 44 Torenia Way, Yangebup 530m
6 Residential 42 Torenia Way, Yangebup 530m
7 Residential 40A Torenia Way, Yangebup 530m
8 Residential 23 Larkspur Cross, Yangebup 530m

! Distances to sensitive receptors have been determined through measurement platforms on
Nearmaps (2019).
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3 Proposed Works and Potential Impacts

i sers
3.1 Sources of Dust

Dust is a term used to describe solid airborne particles generated and dispersed into the air through
processes such as handling organic materials and stockpiling of materials and windblown dust (DEC,
2011). Airborne particles are classified by size defined below as Particulate Matter (PM), PM1, PM2s
and Total Suspended Particles (TSP).

- PMyg: Dust particles/particulate matter with an equivalent aerodynamic diameter of up to 10
ug/m?

- PMzs: Dust particles/particulate matter with an equivalent aerodynamic diameter of up to 2.5
pg/m?

- TSP: All particles suspended in the atmosphere including fine, respirable particles (PM1o and
PM.s) and larger size particles settling out of the air causing nuisance impacts, usually
measured as having an aerodynamic diameter of 50 pg/m?®

(Source: EPA, 2008)

Dust and PM is a sub-factor pollutant to air quality and requires monitoring and management (EPA
2008). There are many anthropogenic sources of dust. The sources of dust in relation to the screening,
sorting and stockpiling of materials are listed but not limited to;

- Bulk materials handling; and
- Storage, transport and stockpiling of soil or other materials onsite.

(Source: DEC, 2011)

3.2 Potential Impacts of Dust

Dust has the potential to impact local amenity and cause nuisance to surrounding land users. Nuisance
dust has a larger particle size causing it to settle out of the air (EPA 2008). Generally, nuisance dust
has an aerodynamic diameter is >50um (EPA 2008). It is possible that dust can impact visual amenity
of effected locations through suspension in the air influencing visibility. Dust is reliant on climate for
dispersal, particularly wind factors. Wind can cause dust to disperse into the surrounding environment
and cause environmental and health impacts.

Dust can impact the environment through settling on flora and influencing its photosynthesis,
transpiration and respiration potential (Farmer, 1993). A particles effect on flora and fauna is
dependent on its chemical composition. Exposure of large quantities of PM to ecosystems may deplete
the nutrients in soil, influence nutrient concentration within water bodies and may influence the
diversity of ecosystems (EPA, 2016).

PM;s to PMyg are inhaled in the upmost part of the airways and lungs. PM: s and smaller are inhaled
more deeply and can lodge in the alveolar region, particles of this size are deemed respirable dust
(DEC, 2011). The World Health Organisation (WHO) and United States Environmental Protection
Agency (USEPA) have identified increased respiratory symptoms to be a potential human health
impact of dust exposure.
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The National Environmental Protection Council (NEPC) has developed the following regulation
standards for pollutant particulate matter concentrations within the National Environmental
Protection (Ambient Air Quality) Measure (NEPM):

TABLE 2: NEPM EXCEEDANCE CRITERIA FOR PM1p AND PM3 5

Pollutant Averaging Period Maximum Maximum allowable
concentration standard | exceedances
PMaio 1 day 50 pg/m? None
1 year 25 pg/m* None
PMzs 1 day 25 ug/m? None
1 year 8 pg/m? None

(Source: DEPC, 2016)

Guidance within the ‘Guidelines for the Prevention of Dust and Smoke Pollution from Land
Development Sites’ states that the maximum allowed level of dust concentration in the atmosphere
for a 15minute period is 1000 pg/m?. Where dust is viewed crossing the property boundary,
immediate action is to be taken to abate the dust lift-off.

3.3 Aspect and Impact Analysis

Nuisance dust includes large dust particle fractions (typically PMig.s0) that can cause amenity impacts
by settling on surfaces and causing soiling and discolouration (DEC, 2011). The aspects and impacts of
the project are outlined in Table 3.2 below. In addition to this information, a risk rating has also been
calculated and provided. The level of risk {low, medium, high) was determined in joint consideration
of likelihood and consequence of the effect being attained.

The risk matrix has been taken from the 2017 Department of Environmental Regulation (now known
as the Department of Water and Environmental Regulation) report, titled Risk Assessments Part V,
Division 3, Environmental Protection Act 1986. The purpose of the risk assessment process is to ensure
a systematic approach in assessing risk, and consequently to apply regulatory controls proportionate
to the risk. Whilst this report is not directed at dust management protocols, the underlying criteria
and definitions can be extrapolated and applied in dust management. The matrix has been included
as Appendix A.
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TABLE 3: ASPECTS AND IMPACT ANALYSIS OF THE PROJECT

SER

She [nvirenmantal and
femediation Services

Activity

Aspect

Impact

Risk Rating

Transport of materials

Transport of materials within the site may
cause dust particles to become airborne

Tyre movement within the site may cause dust to disperse into
the air.

Dust may become a nuisance and cause loss of amenity to
surrounding land uses.

During hot, dry and windy conditions with no controls
implemented, the risk rating was calculated at Medium.

Medium

dust particles to become airborne.

Stockpiling of | Stockpiling of waste and product | Loading materials into stockpile locations may cause dust to
materials materials may cause the release of dust | disperse into the air, as particles become exposed to wind.
particles into the air Dust may become a nuisance and cause loss of amenity to
surrounding land uses.
During hot, dry and windy conditions with no controls
implemented, the risk rating was calculated at High.
Loading of onsite | Loading the waste and product may | Loading materials into vehicles may cause dust to disperse into
materials cause dust particles to become airborne | the air, as materials become exposed to wind.
Dust may become a nuisance and cause loss of amenity to
surrounding land uses.
During hot, dry and windy conditions with no controls
implemented, the risk rating was calculated at High.
Screening Screening/processing of waste materials | The process of screening may physically disturb the waste
to be stockpiled may cause dust particles | materials and cause dust to disperse into the air.
to become airborne Dust may become a nuisance and cause loss of amenity to
surrounding land uses.
During hot, dry and windy conditions with no controls
implemented, the risk rating was calculated at High.
Crushing Crushing of waste materials may cause | The process of crushing may physically disturb the waste

materials and cause dust to disperse into the air.

Dust may become a nuisance and cause loss of amenity to
surrounding land uses.

During hot, dry and windy conditions with no controls
implemented, the risk rating was calculated at High.
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4 Dust Monitoring Program
4.1 Monitoring Methods

It is a requirement within the NEPM to monitor, assess and report particles as PMas or PMyg in
accordance with the outlined protocol within the measure. Visual monitoring will be completed by all
employees on site. When airborne dust has the potential to cause a nuisance by decreasing visibility
on site, or clearly extending over the site boundary, employees will notify the site manager. The site
manager will either cease works or implement more strenuous dust management methods depending
on the severity of the dust incident.

Supervisors on shift are additionally responsible for identifying nuisance dust and notifying the site
manager to implement management methods. Site employees will be required to identify and record
any excessive dust as a result of their works and notify the site manager to ensure remediation of dust
is immediate. The site manager will be responsible for recording details of all nuisance dust events in
the Dust Incident Register located in the site office.

Dust Monitors will be installed on the northern, western, eastern and southern boundaries of the Site,
which will be monitored by a relevantly qualified environmental technician from SERS, as contracted
by BLR. The dust emissions will be assessed under the National Environment Protection Measure
(NEPM) standard. For particles 10 microns and under (PMuo), the standard is a maximum (ambient)
concentration of 50 pg/ms averaged over one calendar day (midnight to midnight) and 25 pg/ms
averaged over one year. For particles 2.5 microns and under (PMzs), the standard is an ambient
concentration of 25 pg/msaveraged over one calendar day and 8 pg/ms averaged over one year.

As meteorological conditions have a direct influence on dust generation, meteorological data will be
monitored daily by accessing the BoM website. Wind direction and strength will be taken into
consideration, in addition to temperature and rainfall conditions. If combined conditions look to be
unfavourable for works, operations will cease for a recommended period of time.

In the event that a nuisance dust occurrence takes place, the following information will be recorded
and stored within the Dust Incident Register located in the site office data base:

® Frequency of nuisance dust occurrence;

¢ Intensity of occurrence (quantity of dust);

* Duration of dust nuisance occurrence (date and time);
® Location of dust nuisance occurrence; and

o Mitigation strategies implemented.

(Refer to Appendix C for Dust Incident Form)

Registers of these events will provide indication of developing trends associated with the time and
works, in addition to ensuring that the dust remedial methods remain effective. This will ensure
remediation technigues are implemented at the best possible time.

In the event that several community concerns have been raised and the project operations have
caused a nuisance to surrounding land uses, the CoC will be contacted regarding the additional
management strategies.
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4.2 Performance Criteria

The proponent will ensure that best practice measures are implemented to prevent or minimise the
generation of dust throughout the duration of the project. The effectiveness of the Dust Management
Plan will be reviewed against the following criteria:

- Compliance with the relevant legislation (Refer to Section 1.3);
- Number of complaints received in relation dust;

- Number of dust incidents recorded;

- No airborne dust being dispersed from internal access roads;

- Absence of nuisance dust originating from works area; and

- Level of impact on roads and works area.

Continuous review of dust management procedures and controls will be implemented following the
above performance criteria to ensure dust is managed within and outside the project area.

A Site Assessment Chart has been included within Appendix D, the ‘Application for Approval of a Dust
Management Plan’ assessing the risk the project has on surrounding receptors. The classification of
the Site scored 399, which placed the risk within Category 2. This means that a contingency plan would
be required, detailing the activities to be undertaken should dust impacts occur. Contingency
measures have been discussed within Section 4.1.
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5 Dust Management Program

5.1

Summary of Dust Management Requirements

By implementing a series of integrated dust management methods, the potential impacts of dust generated from the project will be minimised. A
summary of the dust management controls, their associated risk and the roles and responsibilities of those employing them is in Table 4.

TABLE 4: SUMMARY OF DUST MANAGEMENT REQUIREMENTS

1 Stockpiling  causing
errant airborne dust

Stockpiling area is located away from the Site boundary.
Materials will be stockpiled using a wheeled loader and earthmoving
equipment.

Vegetation on the boundary of the Site is to be retained and maintained
while stockpiles reside onsite.

Installation of monitors on site boundaries with constant monitoring to
ensure where exceedances of criteria occur, they are mitigated as soon
as possible.

Employees to alert Site Manager

Environmental Consultancy
reporting on dust monitors to
alert BLR of exceedances

2 Loading materials
into and off of trucks
causing errant

airborne dust

Materials will be adequately wet down prior to offloading and onloading.
Installation of monitors on site boundaries with constant monitoring to
ensure where exceedances of criteria occur, they are mitigated as soon
as possible.

Employees to alert Site Manager

Environmental Consultancy
reporting on dust monitors to
alert BLR of exceedances

3 Transport of
materials on internal
hardstand may cause
errant airborne dust

Sweeping and wetting down of hardstand roads to prevent dust uplift.
Installation of monitors on site boundaries with constant monitoring to
ensure where exceedances of criteria occur, they are mitigated as soon
as possible.

10km/hour speed limit throughout site, supported by signage.
Speed limit conveyed to drivers and operatives at the site.

Truck loads will be securely covered with canvas material to prevent any
dust escaping

Site Manager

Environmental Consultancy
reporting on dust monitors to
alert BLR of exceedances
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4 Site access and
egress may cause
errant airborne dust

Sweeping and watering down of hardstand roads prevent dust uplift.
Installation of monitors on site boundaries with constant monitoring to
ensure where exceedances of criteria occur, they are mitigated as soon
as possible.

10km/hour speed limit throughout site, supported by signage.
Speed limit conveyed to drivers and operatives at the site.

Truck loads will be securely covered with canvas material to prevent any
dust escaping

Employees entering and leaving
the site to alert Site Manager

Environmental Consultancy
reporting on dust monitors to
alert BLR of exceedances

e Envire:
Remadiat

530m + away from
extraction area

Reticulation systems will be installed where required.

Water carts will make regular passes around the Site.

Installation of monitors on site boundaries with constant monitoring to
ensure where exceedances of criteria occur, they are mitigated as soon
as possible.

Watering down of hardstand roads to prevent dust uplift.

10km/hour speed limit through site to prevent dust uplift from trucks.
Community consultation to record any complaints or comments in
register.

5 Minimal  screening | Remaining vegetation on the lot will be retained. Proponent
for dust as land has | Water carts will make regular passes around the Site.
been previously | Installation of monitors on site boundaries with constant monitoring to E“"""°f"‘"'""" C°“f“'t'"°‘f
cleared ensure where exceedances of criteria occur, they are mitigated as soon | fePOrting on dust monitors to
. alert BLR of exceedances
as possible.
6 Impact to amenity of | Wind direction and speed monitoring analysis undertaken before works | Site Manager
sensitive  receptors | to ensure suitability of the works.

Environmental Consultancy
reporting on dust monitors to
alert BLR of exceedances

SERS

amental ang
on Services

7 Crushing causing | Crusher to be located within the onsite Processing Shed. Site Manager Medium
errant dust Shutter doors to be closed when crushing is occurring.
Employees operating crushing
machinery
Revised Dust Management Plan
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8 Stockpiling of | Establishment of cells for crushed fines/sand and road base material, | Site Manager Medium
crushed C&D | enclosed by sea containers.
material Installation of a sprinkler reticulation system along the back wall of each
cell.

These sprinklers shall be automatically activated when the level of PM1o
reaches an average of 450pg/m® over a 15-minute period.
In the event of an exceedance, an email alert will automatically be
generated and sent to the Environmental Technician, Site Manager,
Director, Area Manager and Supervisor. As many people as legitimately
required can be incorporated into this email alert, allowing all staff to
undertake the appropriate measures to control dust emissions. This can
involve:

+ Immediately ceasing site operations; and

¢ Turning on site sprinklers.
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5.2 Summary of Dust Management Controls

In order for dust to be successfully mitigated onsite and offsite the following controls will need to be
implemented:

- Retaining vegetation where possible (boundary vegetation);

- Maintaining the condition of hardstand onsite;

- Applying water to increase moisture in soil and prevent dust uplift (use of water cart onsite);

- Ensuring appropriate wetting down of stockpile locations and incoming loads;

- Installation and maintenance of dust monitors on Site boundaries;

- Consideration of wind direction and strengths during works;

- A 10km/hr speed limit imposed throughout the site;

- Installation and maintenance of reticulation systems surrounding stockpiles;

- Installation and maintenance of reticulation system on the back wall of the sea container cells;
and

- These sprinklers shall be automatically activated when the level of PMicreaches an average
of 450ug/m? over a 15-minute period.

Water needed for dust suppression will be sourced from drainage sumps onsite, in addition to
100,000L rainwater tanks. Dust monitors will be installed on the boundaries of the Site (refer to
Section 4.1 for conditions), referring to the NEPM air quality standards for assessment criteria. Reports
will be generated in regard to the exceedance criteria for PMgand PMss

5.3 Relevant Stakeholders

Stakeholders are all parties who have an interest in the project. It is a requirement of formerly
Department of Environment Regulation (DER), currently Department of Water and Environment
Regulation (DWER), for proponents to carry out community engagement for sites that pose a risk to
human health, the environment, environmental values, or potentially impact sensitive off-site
receptors (DER, 2014). The relevant stakeholders of this project include:

- Sensitive receptors within 500m of the project area;
- Residents of the Yangebup area;

- Indirectly affected members of the public;

- City of Cockburn; and

- Government Departments (e.g. DWER, DoH).

5.4 Roles and Responsibilities
The roles and responsibilities associated with the implementation of dust management controls have
been outlined within the Table 4 in Section 5.1.

5.5 Complaints Management
Information regarding any complaints of nuisance dust events from community members or
employees and contractors must be documented and passed onto the site manager for review and
action as soon as possible. A record of complaints will be kept within a register in the site office. Refer
to Dust Incident database in Appendix C.
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6 Conclusion

It is the opinion of SERS, in consultation with BLR, that the implementation of control measures
outlined in this document, will successfully mitigate dust generation on-site. The Dust Management
Plan is subject to ongoing review, and it is the aim of BLR to achieve continuous improvement in this
area of operation. Implementation of the controls discussed in this report shall reduce the risk of dust
onsite.
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Figure 2 — Site Location
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Figure 3 — Surrounding Land Uses
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Figure 4 — Site Layout
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APPENDIX A - Risk Matrix
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Moderate
3

Almost Certain

Medium Medium

Medium

Medium

(Source: DER, 2017)
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Risk Treatment Table

Risks associated are impossible to manage

Risks unacceptable

Acceptable if control methods are outlined and implemented to Multiple regulatory control methods are outlined
remediate risks and implemented to decrease associated
emissions, outcome and management based
conditions will be considered.

Acceptable if control methods are outlined and implemented to Regulatory controls outlined and implemented
remediate risks, risks of this category are generally tolerable subject but risk is generally tolerable, outcome based
under general controls controls are required for treatment
Acceptable No treatment needed, risk is acceptable
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APPENDIX B — Wind Roses for Summer and Winter
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Rose of Wind direction versus Wind speed in km/h (01 May 1944 to 05 Apr 2016)

Custom times selected, refer to aftached note for details

PERTH AIRPORT

Site No: 009021 » Opened Jan 1944 « Still Open » Latitude: -31.9275" « Longitude: 115.9764° » Elevation 15.m

An asterisk (*) indicates that calm is less than 0.5%.
Other important info about this analysis is available in the accompanying notes.

N CALM p
NE km/h

==10and =20 == 30 and = 40
==0and = 10 ==20and = 30 ==40

9 am Summer
6495 Total Observations

Calm 6%

Copyright @ Commonwealth of Australia 2016 . Prepared on 05 Apr 2016
Prepared by the Bureau of Meteorology.
Contact us by phone on (03) 9669 4082, by fax on (03) 9669 4515, or by email on climatedata@bom.gov.au

- We have taken all due care but cannot provide any warranty nor accept any liability for this information.
Bureau of Meteorology TC:79178530 Paae 1

Australian Government
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Rose of Wind direction versus Wind speed in km/h (01 May 1944 to 05 Apr 2016)

Custom times selected, refer to aftached note for details

PERTH AIRPORT

Site No: 009021 » Opened Jan 1944 « Still Open » Latitude: -31.9275" « Longitude: 115.9764° » Elevation 15.m

An asterisk (*) indicates that calm is less than 0.5%.
Other important info about this analysis is available in the accompanying notes.

N CALM |
NE km/h

==10and =20 == 30 and = 40
==0and = 10 ==20and = 30 ==40

3 pm Summer
6488 Total Observations

Calm 2%

Copyright © Commonwealth of Australia 2016 . Prepared on 05 Apr 2016

Prepared by the Bureau of Meteorology.

ernment Contact us by phone on (03) 9669 4082, by fax on (03) 9669 4515, or by email on climatedata@bom.gov.au
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Rose of Wind direction versus Wind speed in km/h (01 May 1944 to 05 Apr 2016)

Custom times selected, refer to aftached note for details

PERTH AIRPORT

Site No: 009021 » Opened Jan 1944 « Still Open » Latitude: -31.9275" « Longitude: 115.9764° » Elevation 15.m

An asterisk (*) indicates that calm is less than 0.5%.
Other important info about this analysis is available in the accompanying notes.

W CALM  ypum
E

== 10 and = 20 == 30 and = 40
==0and =10 ==20 and = 30 =40

9 am Winter

6622 Total Observations

Calm 19%

| —— = |
N
)

Copyright © Commonwealth of Australia 2016 . Prepared on 05 Apr 2016
Prepared by the Bureau of Meteorology.
Contact us by phone on (03) 9669 4082, by fax on (03) 9669 4515, or by email on climatedata@bom.gov.au
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Rose of Wind direction versus Wind speed in km/h (01 May 1944 to 05 Apr 2016)

Custom times selected, refer to aftached note for details

PERTH AIRPORT

Site No: 009021 » Opened Jan 1944 « Still Open » Latitude: -31.9275" » Longitude: 115.9764° » Elevation 15.m

An asterisk (*) indicates that calm is less than 0.5%.
Other important info about this analysis is available in the accompanying notes.

N CALM |
NE km/h

==10and =20 == 30 and = 40
==0and = 10 ==20and = 30 ==40

3 pm Winter
6624 Total Observations

Calm 7%

Copyright © Commonwealth of Australia 2016 . Prepared on 05 Apr 2016
Prepared by the Bureau of Meteorology.

ernment Contact us by phone on (03) 9669 4082, by fax on (03) 9669 4515, or by email on climatedata@bom.gov.au
T —— We have taken all due care but cannot provide any warranty nor accept any liability for this information.
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APPENDIX C — Dust Incident Register

Revised Dust Management Plan
Brajkovich Landfill & Recycling Pty Ltd

200 Barrington Street, Bibra Lake 24
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Incident
Date

Reported By (Name &
Contact Details)

Duration of
Incident

Description of
Incident

Location of
Incident

Management Controls Employed

Date
Completed

Name:

Contact Number:

Name:

Contact Number:

Name:

Contact Number:

Name:

Contact Number:

Name:

Contact Number:

Name:

Contact Number:

Name:

Contact Number:

Revised Dust Management Plan
Brajkovich Landfill & Recycling Pty Ltd

200 Barrington Street, Bibra Lake

25
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APPENDIX D - City of Cockburn Application for
Approval of a Dust Management Plan

Revised Dust Management Plan
Brajkovich Landfill & Recycling Pty Ltd

200 Barrington Street, Bibra Lake 26
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CITY OF COCKBURN (LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT) LOCAL LAWS 2000

APPLICATION FOR APPROVAL OF A DUST MANAGEMENT PLAN

The Dust Management Plan lodged in support of this application should be prepared in
accordance with the City’s “Guidelines for the Preparation of a Dust Management Plan for
Development Sites within the City of Cockburn” and are to be lodged with the City's Health
Services a minimum of 3 weeks prior to the proposed work. Assessment of applications failing to
meet these requirements may be delayed or refused.

Any company commencing development earthworks including the clearing of land without an
approved Dust Management Plan may be liable to a penalty of up to $25,000.

Applicant’s Details:

Applicant's Name: ADRIAN ®RATACOVICH ph: (942327 §4dd
| Contractor's Name: ABN (if applic.):
Contact: ASHLEIGH CAVANAGH mob: (08> 9220 2000

Mail Address: } 251 NEWCASTLE STREET . NORTHBRIDGE

S o lPiCode G(IB
Email: ADRVANEB (@ BDEMO.COM. AU

Developer's Name: .........ccccvmruenesressnsssssssesnsssessssssmssssnesnns | GONMTACL 1viiiiiiiisesissisissiesessssssressnnne
E-MaIl: i e con e —__ i | MOD.L .. iR smsasases
EngIneer’s NamMe! ..:...u.iiiiisisssssisnsititmeinnmss aissssiisisnsion | CONAC: ..o

[ E-mail: s e | Mob.: P S J
Site Details:

‘ProposedDevelopment&Location TRHNSPORT DIPOT W[\BIE STOR.P\G‘_
LEACILITY AN RECYCLING. FACIITY....

Proposed Works: Bulk earthworks ‘

(Mark~ or X) ) ]
Clearing vegetation 1 | Cut&Fill CivilWorks X
Site Classification: ‘2 ........ (see over for assessment chart)

Proposed Works period: ONGO"NG

** APPLICANT TO NOTE - BULK EARTHWORKS MORATORIUM POLICY**

Under the City of Cockburn Policy SPD7, entitled “Prevention of Sand Drift for Subdivision and
Development Sites”, bulk earthworks are prohibited on Class 3 or 4 development sites between |
1 OCTOBER and 31 MARCH annually.

| The effect of this policy Is that approvals for bulk earthworks, such as clearing vegetation and/ |
| or cut & fill, during this period are limited to works proposed for non-exposed, small sites which |
are less than 2ha in area and are a minimum of 500m from sensitive land uses. ;

Document Set ID: 6452014
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SITE CLASSIFICATION ASSESSMENT CHART!
PartA. Nature of site

-
ftem Score Options Allocared
Nuisance potential of Medium ... & | HIBN covveeeririniennine 6
soil, when disturbed L|'
Topography and | Sheltered and Medium Little Exposed and wind
protection provided by | screened ... ... 1 | screening ....... 6 | screening ...... 12 ProNg ...eeeeeeenen. 18 ] 2’
undisturbed vegetation
Area of site disturbed by | Less than Between 1 and | Between 5 and More than
the works 108 cocrrrie L | 518 evmrrrress 3 | 2008 v 6 | 2O v @ 3
Type of work being done | Roads or Roads, drains Roads, drains, Bulk earthworks and

shallow and medium sewers and partial | deep trenches .... 9 N / A
trenches ........ 1 | depth sewers.. 3 | earthworks ....... 6
TOTAL SCORE FORPARTA | 19
Part B. Proximity to other land uses
ftem Score Options A"sco re d
Distance of other land | More than Between 1km Between 100m Less than a
uses from site 1km ........ 1 | and 500m.........6 | and 500m ...... 12 | 100M ..cccvrmirinenenns i8 1-
Effect of prevailing winds | Not Isolated land uses | Dense land uses Dense land uses highly
(at time of construction) | affected .. 1 | affected by one affected by one affected by prevailing O(
on other land uses wind direction .. 6 | wind direction..9 | winds .......ccceceuennee 12
TOTAL SCORE FOR PART B d 1
= — T T T e S e e T e T e e e e
The Site Class is determined by multiplying the two scores above: SITE CLASSIFICATION SCORE
* Below 199 = Class 1 Site
. X B) =
= 200 to 399 = Class 2 Site @ ) 30[ q Ip
* 400 to 799 = Class 3 Site cLasy 4 ol
= QOver800 =Class 4 Site
L

1. “Land development sites and impacts on air quality - A

for the p

of dust and smoke pollution from development sites in

Western Australia®, Appendix 1 - Department of Environmental Protection (WA), Nov 1996,

| have attached the following in support of this application:

A Dust Management Plan - including a scaled site plan, a site works schedule and a copy of

the written notice of works and site contact details to be distributed to affected residents.

= The application fee of $182.00 (2018-19 financial year)

I\.::}\ III /',- e _\ d

Signature: L

Contact City Health Services

Date: 12/09/2019

WEBSITE REFERENCE:

www.cockbum.wa.gov.au/Council_Services/Health_Services/Pollution : =

9 Coleville Crescent, Spearwood

PO Box 1215 BIBRA LAKEDC WA 6965 |
Ph: (08)9411 3589 Fax: (08) 9411 3333
E-mail: health@cockburn.wa.gov.au

PLEASE NOTE THAT SUBMITTING THIS APPLICATION DOES NOT AUTOMATICALLY RESULT IN AN APPROVAL
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SERS

Site Environmental and
Remediation Services

End of Report

Disclaimer

This report is prepared for a particular client objective and is formulated on this basis only. All limitations and conditions in
the writing of this report are clearly agreed to by the client and SERS prior to its formulation and may not be suitable or
applicable for any other use other than that of the original intended objective. No other parties other than the client and
SERS should use this information without firstly conferring with SERS.

Whilst all due care is taken any information within this report that has relied on information from previous assessments
made by others including visual inspections, laboratory testing and overall methodologies cannot be guaranteed for its
accuracy or competency by SERS.

This report should be reproduced in full at all times when either reviewed or accessed. If the report is to be used by a third
party for whatever means the scope and limitations of the report should be clearly defined to the third party.

Revised Dust Management Plan
Brajkovich Landfill & Recycling Pty Ltd

200 Barrington Street, Bibra Lake 27
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Appendix | - Noise Assessment

200 Barrington Street, Bibra Lake
Brajkovich Landfill & Recycling 50
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'll l HERRING STORER
ACOUSTICS

BRAJKOVICH DEMOLITION & SALVAGE (WA) PTY LTD

SOLID WASTE DEPOT

200 BARRINGTON STREET
BIBRA LAKE

LICENCE & WORKS APPROVAL APPLICATION
NOISE ASSESSMENT

DECEMBER 2020

OUR REFERENCE: 25220-6-19323
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Herring Storer Acoustics

DOCUMENT CONTROL PAGE

NOISE ASSESSMENT
200 BARRINGTON STREET,
BIBRA LAKE

Job No: 19323
Document Reference: 25220-5-19323

FOR

BRAJKOVICH DEMOLITION & SALVAGE (WA) PTY LTD

DOCUMENT INFORMATION
Author: Paul Daly Checked By: Tim Reynolds
Date of Issue: 19 December 2019
REVISION HISTORY
Revision Description Date Author Checked
1 Revised assessment to include crushing 06/10/2020  PLD TR
2 Clarification of doors closed in crushing shed 26/11/2020 PLD
3 Consideration of adjoining Lots 02/12/2020 PLD
4 Inclusion of boundary bunding 8/12/2020 PLD
5 Updated Plan 17/02/2021  PLD
DOCUMENT DISTRIBUTION
Copy Ne. Version Ne. Destination Hard Copy Electronic
Copy
1 1 SERS — Ashleigh Cavanagh v
Email: planning@sers.net.au
1 2 SERS.—SarahI Poulton v
Email: planning@sers.net.au
1 3 SERS.—SarahI Poulton v
Email: planning@sers.net.au
1 4 SERS — Sarah Poulton v

Email: planning@sers.net.au
SERS — Sarah Poulton
Email: planning@sers.net.au

SERS — Sarah Poulton
Email: planning@sers.net.au
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1. INTRODUCTION

Herring Storer Acoustics was commissioned by SERS on behalf of Brajkovich Demolition &
Salvage (WA) Pty Ltd to undertake an acoustical assessment of noise emissions from a
proposed site located at 200 Barrington Street, Bibra Lake.

The proposed site will be utilised as a solid waste depot. It is understood that material will be
transported to the site, sorted and processed with a screen then stockpiled for transport at a
later time. The proposed equipment required to operate the site will be as follows:

2 % Crushers
- 2 x Excavators
- 1xScreen

1 x Loader

The closest highly noise sensitive receivers are approximately 570m south of the site, located
within Yangebup.

Operational hours for the site are to be Monday to Saturday 0700 to 1800 hours.
Zoning for the land use at the proposed site and surrounding area is industrial.
As part of the study, the following was carried out:

e  Determination of noise levels associated with operations at the proposed site in Bibra
Lake.

* Assess the predicted noise levels at the nearest surrounding noise sensitive premises
for compliance with the appropriate criteria.

e If exceedances are predicted, comment on possible noise amelioration options for
compliance with the appropriate criteria.

For information, a locality plan is attached in Appendix A.

This assessment has been conducted to identify the acoustic impacts of the operations, with
the report provided for support of the Works Approval and Licences.

2. SUMMARY

An assessment has been conducted on the proposed solid waste depot at 200 Barrington Street,
Bibra Lake.

Assessed noise levels at the nearest highly noise sensitive premise has, in the worst case, been
determined to be 35 dB(A) for day time operations (ie 07:00 to 19:00). This can be compared to
the applicable assigned noise level criteria of 51 dB(A). We note that due to the ambient noise
levels and the distance to the noise sensitive premises, it is unlikely the noise levels received
from the operations would contain annoying characteristics such as tonality, hence the above
does not include any adjustment for penalties. It is also noted that this is a conservative
assessment as it includes all noise sources operating at the same time.

Document Set ID: 10450079 243 of 892
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Assessed noise levels at the neighbouring industrial premises, in the worst case, without
barriers, has been determined at less than 60 dB(A) for all operations occurring at the same
time. This can be compared to the applicable assigned noise level criteria of 65 dB(A) at all times.
Due to the distance of the boundary industrial premises, it is likely the noise levels received from
the operations would contain annoying characteristics such as tonality, hence the above
includes a +5 dB(A) penalty.

It is noted that there is 4m bunding included on the infrastructure of the site at all boundary
locations. Given the inclusion of this bunding, the operations have the ability to comply with the
assigned noise level at all locations, including the vacant lots to the east of the proposal.

Given these operating parameters, noise levels received at all neighbouring premises would
comply with the Environmental Protection (Noise) Regulations 1997 for the operating times as
outlined in this assessment.

3. CRITERIA

The allowable noise level at the surrounding locales is prescribed by the Environmental
Protection (Noise) Regulations 1997. For noise sensitive premises, Regulations 7 & 8 stipulate
maximum allowable external noise levels determined by the calculation of an influencing
factor, which is then added to the base levels shown below. The influencing factor is calculated
for the usage of land within two circles, having radii of 100m and 450m from the premises of
concern. For industrial premises, the allowable noise levels are fixed. The baseline assigned
noise levels are listed in Table 3.1.

TABLE 3.1 - BASELINE ASSIGNED OUTDOOR NOISE LEVEL

Premises Assigned Level (dB)

Receiving Noise laselely La o Lot La max
0700 - 1900 hours Monday to Saturday (Day) 45 +IF 55 +IF 65 +IF
MNoise sensitive 0900 - 1900 hours Sunday and Public Holidays (Sunday / A0+ 1F 50+ IF 65+ IF
premises within 15 Public Holiday Day Period)
;"Et;l‘?s ofa 1900 - 2200 hours all days (Evening) 40 + IF 50+ IF S5+ IF
welling
2200 hours on any day to 0700 hours Monday to Saturday
35+1IF 45+ IF S5+ 1IF
and 0900 hours Sunday and Public Holidays [Night) ¥
Industrial All hours 65 80 90
Note: Laig is the noise level exceeded for 10% of the time.

Las is the noise level exceeded for 1% of the time.
Lamax 15 the maximum noise level.
IF is the influencing factor.

It is a requirement that received noise be free of annoying characteristics (tonality,
modulation and impulsiveness), defined below as per Regulation 9.

“impulsiveness” means a variation in the emission of a noise where the difference
between Lagesk and Lamax siow is more than 15 dB when determined
for a single representative event;

“modulation” means a variation in the emission of noise that -

(a) is more than 3dB Larast OF is more than 3 dB Laras in any
one-third octave band;

(b) is present for more at least 10% of the representative
assessment period; and

Document S@M&%@QQ’Z
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(c) isregular, cyclic and audible;

“tonality” means the presence in the noise emission of tonal characteristics
where the difference between —

(a) the A-weighted sound pressure level in any one-third
octave band; and

(b) the arithmetic average of the A-weighted sound pressure
levels in the 2 adjacent one-third octave bands,

is greater than 3dB when the sound pressure levels are determined
as Laegr levels where the time period T is greater than 10% of the
representative assessment period, or greater than 8 dB at any time
when the sound pressure levels are determined as La siow levels.

Where the noise emission is not music, if the above characteristics exist and cannot be
practicably removed, then any measured level is adjusted according to Table 3.2 below.

TABLE 3.2 - ADJUSTMENTS TO MEASURED LEVELS

Where tonality is present Where medulation is present Where impulsiveness is present

+5 dB(A) +5 dB(A) +10 dB(A)
Note: These adjustments are cumulative to a maximum of 15 dB.

The nearest potential noise sensitive premises to the proposed development have been
identified using the area map in Figure A2 in Appendix A.

The influencing factor for the nearest residential premises, located to the south of the
proposed operations, has been assessed as 6 dB based on the amount of industrial land
contained in the inner and outer circle. Therefore, the assigned noise levels for the nearest
noise sensitive premises are contained in Table 3.3,

TABLE 3.3 - ASSIGNED OUTDOOR NOISE LEVEL

Premises Receiving

Assigned Level (dB)

. Time of Da
Noise Y Laio Lax Lamax
0700 - 1900 hours Monday to Saturday 51 61 71
. . 0900 - 1900 hours Sunday and Public Holidays 46 56 71
MNoise sensitive
1900 - 2200 hours all days 46 56 61

premises Yangebup
2200 hours on any day to 0700 hours Monday to

4
Saturday and 0900 hours Sunday and Public Holidays ! 51 61
Industrial boundary All times 65 80 90
Note: Laso is the noise level exceeded for 10% of the time.
Lag is the noise level exceeded for 1% of the time,
Lamax Is the maximum noise level,
Document Set ID: 10450079 245 of 892
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4. CALCULATED NOISE LEVELS

Noise immissions at the nearest neighbouring premises, due to noise associated with the
proposed facility, were modelled with the computer programme SoundPlan. Sound power
levels used for the calculations are based on measured sound pressure levels of the same type
of equipment for use on this site or if equipment is to be purchased, on manufacturer data.

Predictive noise modelling for the proposed site has been undertaken based on the site layout

plan provided (Appendix A). Assumptions used in the noise model, were as listed in Table 4.1.
Note, worst case noise propagation conditions have been assumed.

TABLE 4.1: NOISE MODELLING INPUTS

Equipment Sound Power Level dB(A) Sound Pressure Level
MeCloskey Sereen - $130 108 83 dB(A) at 7m
McCloskey 150 Jaw Crusher 113 -

Komatsu 430-6 Wheel Loader 105 80 dB(A) at 7m
CAT 325CL Excavator 99 74 dB(A) at 7m
Semi Trailer Truck 98 -

The crushing of material on site will be contained within the processing shed, as noted in
Figure 4.1. The layout of the site would be as shown on Figure 4.2. Predictive noise modelling
has allowed for the crushers to be located within the building, via the calculation of an
“industrial building”. The Transmission loss of the building (enclosure) has been based on the
existing built form of the shed, with pictures shown in Figure 4.1. It is noted that the predictive
noise modelling for the industrial building assumes the doors of the shed are closed during
internal crushing operations. The site layout with the various areas are shown in Figure 4.2.

FIGURE 4.1 — PROCESSING SHED HOUSING CRUSHERS

Based on noise emissions from the above equipment, a worst-case operating scenario has
been developed. These scenarios represent periods of worst-case noise emissions for the
operations and includes all noise sources operating at the same time.

Note: We understand that any reversing alarms will be of the broadband type. Hence, from
our understanding are exempt from needing to comply with the Regulations, however
they would not influence the overall noise levels.
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FIGURE 4.2 - SITE PLAN

Weather conditions for modelling were as stipulated in the Environmental Protection

Authority’s “Draft Guidance for Assessment of Environmental Factors No. 8 - Environmental
Noise” and for the day period are as listed in Table 4.2.

TABLE 4.2 - WEATHER CONDITIONS

Condition Day
Temperature 20°C
Relative humidity 50%
Pasquill Stability Class E
Wind speed 4mfs*

* From sources, towards receivers,
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3. RESULTS

Calculated noise levels associated with the noise emissions from the facility, are summarised
below in Table 5.1. The calculated noise contour plots are contained in Appendix C. The
receiver locations are shown on the area plan attached in Appendix A.

TABLE 5.1 - CALCULATED NOISE LEVELS AT NEAREST NEIGHBOURS

Description

Location

Calculated Noise Level, dB(A)

Solid Waste Depot

A—Highly Sensitive

Industrial Premise East

Industrial Premise North

Industrial Premise South

Industrial Premise West
Additional Vacant Lot (East)

35
49
52
47
56
60

6. ASSESSMENT

The applicable adjustments to the calculated noise levels, in accordance with the Environmental
Protection (Noise) Regulations 1997, are listed in Table 6.1. Given the location and the distance
to the nearest residence, it is considered that noise emissions would not contain a tonal
characteristic as the traffic noise influence from other noise sources would mask tonality at the
time of day associated with the proposed operation hours of the facility. However, at the
boundary to the neighbouring industrial premises, noise could be considered as tonal, thus the
+5 dB(A) penalty for a tonal component has been applied.

TABLE 6.1 — APPLICABLE ADJUSTMENTS AND ASSESSABLE LEVEL OF NOISE EMISSIONS, dB(A)

Applicable Adjustments To Measured Noise Levels,

Calculated dB(A) Assessable
Receiver Noise Leval, Where Noise Emission Is Not Music Noise Leval,
dB(A) dB(A)
Tonality Moedulation Impulsiveness

A — Highly Sensitive 35 - 35
Industrial Premise East 43 +5 54
Industrial Premise North 52 +5 - - 57
Industrial Premise South 47 +5 52
Industrial Premise West 56 +5 61
Additional Vacant Lot [East) 60 +5 65

Hence, Table 6.2 summarises the applicable Assigned Noise Levels, and assessable noise level

emissions.
TABLE 6.2 — ASSESSMENT OF NOISE LEVELS

) Assessable Noise  Applicable Times of Ap?llable L‘?” E A e to

Receiver 1, dB(A) Da Assigned Noise Assigned Noise
Level, Y Level (dB) Level (dB)

. 0700 - 1900 hours .

A - Highly Sensitive 35 Monday to Saturday 51 Complies
Industrial Premise East 60 Complies
Industrial Premise North 57 Complies
Industrial Premise South 52 All Hours 65 Complies
Industrial Premise West 61 Complies
Additional Vacant Lot 65 Complies

(East)
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7. CONCLUSION

Assessment has been conducted on the proposed solid waste depot at 200 Barrington Street,
Bibra Lake.

Assessed noise levels at the nearest highly noise sensitive premise has, in the worst case, been
determined as 35 dB(A) for day-time operations (ie 07:00 to 19:00). This can be compared to the
applicable assigned noise level criteria of 51 dB(A). We note that due to the ambient noise levels
and the distance to the noise sensitive premises, it is unlikely the noise levels received from the
operations would contain annoying characteristics such as tonality, hence the above does not
include any adjustment for penalties. It is also noted that this is a conservative assessment as it
includes all noise sources operating at the same time.

Assessed noise levels at the neighbouring industrial premises, in the worst case, without
barriers, has been determined at less than 60 dB(A) for all operations occurring at the same
time. This can be compared to the applicable assigned noise level criteria of 65 dB(A) at all times.
Due to the distance of the boundary industrial premises, it is likely the noise levels received from
the operations would contain annoying characteristics such as tonality, hence the above
includes a +5 dB(A) penalty.

It is noted that there is 4m bunding included on the infrastructure of the site at all boundary
locations. Given the inclusion of this bunding, the operations have the ability to comply with the
assigned noise level at all locations, including the vacant lots to the east of the proposal.

Given these operating parameters, noise levels received at all neighbouring premises would
comply with the Environmental Protection (Noise) Regulations 1997 for the operating times as
outlined in this assessment.
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FIGURE A1 —SITE LAYOUT
FIGURE A2 — NEIGHBOURING PREMISES
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SITE LAYOUT
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NOISE CONTOUR PLOT
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END OF REPORT

DISCLAIMER

This report is prepared for a particular client objective and is formulated on this basis only. All limitations and conditions in
the writing of this report are clearly agreed to by the client and SERS prior to its formulation and may not be suitable or
applicable for any other use other than that of the original intended objective. No other parties other than the client and

SERS should use this information without firstly conferring with SERS.

Whilst all due care is taken any information within this report that has relied on information from previous assessments
made by others including visual inspections, laboratory testing and overall methodologies cannot be guaranteed for its

accuracy or competency by SERS.

This report should be reproduced in full at all times when either reviewed or accessed. If the report is to be used by a third

party for whatever means the scope and limitations of the report should be clearly defined to the third party.
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1 Introduction
1.1 Purpose

Site Environmental and Remediation Services (SERS) have been engaged by Brajkovich Landfill &
Recycling (BLR) to develop a Dust Management Plan in support of a Development Application (DA)
located at 200 Barrington Street, Bibra Lake (hereby known as ‘the Site’). The Site is zoned for
industrial land use and has been cleared of natural vegetation for over 30 years. The surrounds of the
Site are zoned for industrial use, with the closest sensitive receptor (residential) residing 530m south
of the Site.

BLR are a company part of the Brajkovich group, whom focus on resource recovery and recycling. It is
proposed that in the acquisition of the sought planning approval, BLR will utilise the Site in further
resource recovery and processing, in line with the objectives of the Waste Avoidance and Resource
Recovery Act 2007 (WARR Act).

It is proposed that the Site be utilised as a Solid Waste Depot, Transfer Station, Salvage Yard and
Transport Depot. This document outlines the proposed works, risks associated, and the dust
management controls to be implemented in conjunction with this project.

1.2 EPA Objective
The EPA’s environmental objective for the factor Air Quality is: “To maintain air quality and minimise
emissions so that environmental values are protected” (EPA, 2016).

1.3 Relevant Legislation, Policies and Guidelines
Relevant Legislation, guidelines and policies to the Dust Management Plan are as follows:

Legislation:

- National Environmental Protection (Ambient Air Quality) Measure 1994
- Environmental Protection Act 1986

Guideline:

- A Guideline for Managing the Impacts of Dust and Associated Contaminants from Land
Development Sites, Contaminated Sites Remediation and Other Related Activities (DEC, 2011)
- Environmental Factor Guideline — Air Quality (2016)
It is a requirement of the City of Cockburn (CoC) that dust management plans are developed as per
guidance listed in the following documents:

- Department of Environmental Guidelines for the Prevention of Dust and Smoke Pollution from
Land Development Sites; and
- Prevention of Sand Drift from Subdivisions & Development Sites.

Revised Dust Management Plan
Brajkovich Landfill & Recycling Pty Ltd

200 Barrington Street, Bibra Lake 1
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2.1 Site History

The Site is located approximately 18.0 km south-west of the Perth CBD and is bounded by Industrial
receptors to the north, east and west, and Barrington Street, a Distributor B road network, to the
south. Vehicle access to the site is gained off Barrington Street (Figure 2 - Site Layout).

BLR have recently acquired the site with intention of repurposing the site from its previous use as a
metal processing facility, to a Solid Waste Depot, Transfer Station, Salvage Yard and Transport Depot.
Approval is sought from the Local Government Authority (LGA), CoC.

Originally the Site consisted of remnant vegetation dating back to 1953. Clearing occurred in 1965,
and a building was developed. The Site appeared to be utilised for agricultural purposes at this time.
SIMS Metal Management Pty Ltd (SIMS) acquired Lot 39 in 1971, and Lot 40 in 1975.

The Site has been used for the storage and processing of scrap metals by SIMS from early 1975 until
late 2017. The majority of the site was utilised in the storage of ferrous scrap metal, with
approximately 50% of the Site sealed with concrete hardstand materials. Previous operations were
inclusive of a shredder, maintenance shed, sump, wash down bay, non-ferrous processing area and
amenities. Historically, the site has additionally operated in the storage and recycling of transformers.

BLR acquired the Site in February 2019, with the intention of conducting operations in line with the
land use of a Solid Waste Depot, Transfer Station, Salvage Yard and Transport Depot.

2.2 Climate
The distribution and frequency of dust emissions is dependent on climate and wind conditions of the
area. Perth weather is described as a Mediterranean climate, experiencing cold, wet winters and hot,
dry summers (ABS, 2012). Dust lift is known to be more prevalent in hot, dry conditions.

landakot Airport (site number: 009172) is the closest Bureau of Meteorology (BOM) weather station
and sits approximately 5.6km to the south-east of the Site. Jandakot Airport has been recording data
from 1972. Annual recorded rainfall ranges between 10.7mm and 174.0mm (BOM, 2019). The mean
annual rainfall over the duration of the data collection (1972 to 2019) was 68.67mm (BOM, 2019).

The mean 9am wind speed annual is 15.8km/h, highest wind speeds are seen in the summer months
from November — March (Refer to Figure 1 below) (BOM, 2019). The mean 3pm wind speed is
21.4km/h, the highest wind speeds at 3pm are in the summer between November and February (BOM,
2019).
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FIGURE 1: MEAN 9AM AND 3PM WIND SPEED DATA FROM JANDAKOT AIRPORT (BOM, 2017)

The nearest BOM monitoring site with recorded wind rose data is Jandakot Airport (site number:
009172). Jandakot airport is approximately 5.6km to the south-east of the Site and experiences a
similar prevailing wind regime to the project area. The wind data from the Jandakot airport
demonstrates the differences in wind speed and direction during winter and summer. Summer and
winter wind roses were compiled from BOM data recorded during the period 1989 to 2018. The data
presents morning (9am) and afternoon (3pm) wind conditions (Appendix B).

Summer:

Summer mornings (9am) generally have strong winds (>10km/h but <30km/h) from an easterly
direction (BOM, 2019). Winds from the south had an approximate wind speed >10km/h and
<20km/h (BOM, 2019). Winds from the north, north-west and west occur less frequently and
predominantly reach speeds between Okm/h and <20km/h (BOM, 2019). The percentage of calm
conditions were recorded at 6% (BOM, 2019). Wind roses, as supplied by BOM, are displayed in
Appendix B.

summer afternoons (3pm) generally have strong winds (>20km/h and <40km/h) from the south-
west (BoM, 2019). Winds from the west predominantly had a wind speed >20km/h and <40km/h
(BoM, 2019).
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Winds from the north, north east, north-west, south and south-east occur less frequently and mainly
reach speeds between >10km/h and <30km/h (BoM, 2019). <20km/h (BOM, 2019). The percentage
of calm conditions were recorded at 2% (BOM, 2019). Wind roses, as supplied by BoM, are shown in
Appendix B.

Winter:

Winter mornings (9am) generally have moderate winds (>0km/h and <20km/h) from the north-east
(BoM, 2019). Winds from the north and east have recorded approximate wind speeds predominantly
between >10km/h and <30km/h (BoM, 2019). Winds from the south-east, south, south-west, west
and north-west occur less frequently and reach speeds predominantly between >10km/h and
<30km/h (BoM, 2019). <20km/h (BOM, 2019). The percentage of calm conditions were recorded at
19% (BOM, 2019). Wind roses, as supplied by BoM, are shown in Appendix B.

Winter afternoons (3pm) generally have moderate winds (>10km/h and <30km/h) from the west
(BoM, 2019). Winds from the north, north-east, east, south, south-west and north-west had an
approximate wind speed >10km/h and <30km/h {(BoM, 2019). Winds from the south-east occur less
frequently and had an approximate wind speed >10km/h and < 20km/h (BoM, 2019). <20km/h
{BOM, 2019). The percentage of calm conditions were recorded at 7% (BOM, 2019). Wind roses, as
supplied by BoM, are shown in Appendix B.

Summary of Wind Conditions

Winds are stronger during summer, having higher gust strengths in comparison to winter. Summer
morning winds are received primarily from the east, while afternoon winds are received primarily
from the south-west (BoM, 2019). Winter morning winds are received primarily from the north-east,
while afternoon winds are the most variable in direction, but mainly from the west (BoM, 2019).
Dust will have to be managed more strenuously in summer due to higher wind speeds and lower
percentages of calm conditions (BoM, 2019).

2.3 Topography
The site slopes from the southern end of the property at 45.47m AHD to the northern end of the
property which sits at 37.46m AHD. There are a series of depressions where hardstand has been
removed across the property.

2.4 Sensitive Receptors
The surrounding land is primarily zoned as Industrial, with the exception of regional road reserve and
residential zoned area to the south, primary regional road reserve to the west, and road reserve to
the east. The nearest sensitive receptor is 530m to the south of the Site. Measurements have been
taken conservatively from the closest boundary of the Site to the boundary of the receptor. It should
be noted that operation areas will have additional buffer distances due to their location onsite and
strategic positioning. Table 1 below lists sensitive receptors closest to the Site boundary.

The EPA recommends a buffer distance of 200m between the use of a Site as a Transport Depot and
sensitive receptors. The EPA recommends that waste depots infer a buffer distance of 200m from
sensitive receptors. As such, it is considered that these works are compliant with the separation
distances as recommended by the EPA.
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TABLE 1: SENSITIVE RECEPTOR DISTANCES FROM SITE BOUNDARY

Receiver Description Location Proximity to site
boundary!
1 Residential 52 Torenia Way, Yangebup 530m
2 Residential 50 Torenia Way, Yangebup 530m
3 Residential 48 Torenia Way, Yangebup 530m
4 Residential 46 Torenia Way, Yangebup 530m
5 Residential 44 Torenia Way, Yangebup 530m
6 Residential 42 Torenia Way, Yangebup 530m
7 Residential 40A Torenia Way, Yangebup 530m
8 Residential 23 Larkspur Cross, Yangebup 530m

! Distances to sensitive receptors have been determined through measurement platforms on
Nearmaps (2019).
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3 Proposed Works and Potential Impacts

. sers
3.1 Sources of Dust

Dust is a term used to describe solid airborne particles generated and dispersed into the air through
processes such as handling organic materials and stockpiling of materials and windblown dust (DEC,
2011). Airborne particles are classified by size defined below as Particulate Matter (PM), PM1o, PMa2s
and Total Suspended Particles (TSP).

- PMyg: Dust particles/particulate matter with an equivalent aerodynamic diameter of up to 10
pg/m?

- PMzs: Dust particles/particulate matter with an equivalent aerodynamic diameter of up to 2.5
pg/m?

- TSP: All particles suspended in the atmosphere including fine, respirable particles (PMyg and
PM.s) and larger size particles settling out of the air causing nuisance impacts, usually
measured as having an aerodynamic diameter of 50 pg/m?

(Source: EPA, 2008)

Dust and PM is a sub-factor pollutant to air quality and requires monitoring and management (EPA
2008). There are many anthropogenic sources of dust. The sources of dust in relation to the screening,
sorting and stockpiling of materials are listed but not limited to;

- Bulk materials handling; and
- Storage, transport and stockpiling of soil or other materials onsite.

(Source: DEC, 2011)

3.2 Potential Impacts of Dust

Dust has the potential to impact local amenity and cause nuisance to surrounding land users. Nuisance
dust has a larger particle size causing it to settle out of the air (EPA 2008). Generally, nuisance dust
has an aerodynamic diameter is >50um (EPA 2008). It is possible that dust can impact visual amenity
of effected locations through suspension in the air influencing visibility. Dust is reliant on climate for
dispersal, particularly wind factors. Wind can cause dust to disperse into the surrounding environment
and cause environmental and health impacts.

Dust can impact the environment through settling on flora and influencing its photosynthesis,
transpiration and respiration potential (Farmer, 1993). A particles effect on flora and fauna is
dependent on its chemical composition. Exposure of large quantities of PM to ecosystems may deplete
the nutrients in soil, influence nutrient concentration within water bodies and may influence the
diversity of ecosystems (EPA, 2016).

PM;sto PMyp are inhaled in the upmost part of the airways and lungs. PM; s and smaller are inhaled
more deeply and can lodge in the alveolar region, particles of this size are deemed respirable dust
(DEC, 2011). The World Health Organisation (WHO) and United States Environmental Protection
Agency (USEPA) have identified increased respiratory symptoms to be a potential human health
impact of dust exposure.
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The National Environmental Protection Council (NEPC) has developed the following regulation
standards for pollutant particulate matter concentrations within the National Environmental
Protection (Ambient Air Quality) Measure (NEPM):

TABLE 2: NEPM EXCEEDANCE CRITERIA FOR PM1p AND PM 5

Pollutant Averaging Period Maximum Maximum allowable
concentration standard | exceedances
PMaio 1 day 50 pg/m? None
1 year 25 pg/m* None
PMzs 1 day 25 ug/m? None
1 year 8 pg/m? None

(Source: DEPC, 2016)

Guidance within the ‘Guidelines for the Prevention of Dust and Smoke Pollution from Land
Development Sites’ states that the maximum allowed level of dust concentration in the atmosphere
for a 15minute period is 1000 pg/m®. Where dust is viewed crossing the property boundary,
immediate action is to be taken to abate the dust lift-off.

3.3 Aspect and Impact Analysis

Nuisance dust includes large dust particle fractions (typically PMig.s0) that can cause amenity impacts
by settling on surfaces and causing soiling and discolouration (DEC, 2011). The aspects and impacts of
the project are outlined in Table 3.2 below. In addition to this information, a risk rating has also been
calculated and provided. The level of risk {low, medium, high) was determined in joint consideration
of likelihood and consequence of the effect being attained.

The risk matrix has been taken from the 2017 Department of Environmental Regulation (now known
as the Department of Water and Environmental Regulation) report, titled Risk Assessments Part V,
Division 3, Environmental Protection Act 1986. The purpose of the risk assessment process is to ensure
a systematic approach in assessing risk, and consequently to apply regulatory controls proportionate
to the risk. Whilst this report is not directed at dust management protocols, the underlying criteria
and definitions can be extrapolated and applied in dust management. The matrix has been included
as Appendix A.
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TABLE 3: ASPECTS AND IMPACT ANALYSIS OF THE PROJECT

SER

She [nvirenmantal and
femediation Services

Activity

Aspect

Impact

Risk Rating

Transport of materials

Transport of materials within the site may
cause dust particles to become airborne

Tyre movement within the site may cause dust to disperse into
the air.

Dust may become a nuisance and cause loss of amenity to
surrounding land uses.

During hot, dry and windy conditions with no controls
implemented, the risk rating was calculated at Medium.

Medium

dust particles to become airborne.

Stockpiling of | Stockpiling of waste and product | Loading materials into stockpile locations may cause dust to
materials materials may cause the release of dust | disperse into the air, as particles become exposed to wind.
particles into the air Dust may become a nuisance and cause loss of amenity to
surrounding land uses.
During hot, dry and windy conditions with no controls
implemented, the risk rating was calculated at High.
Loading of onsite | Loading the waste and product may | Loading materials into vehicles may cause dust to disperse into
materials cause dust particles to become airborne | the air, as materials become exposed to wind.
Dust may become a nuisance and cause loss of amenity to
surrounding land uses.
During hot, dry and windy conditions with no controls
implemented, the risk rating was calculated at High.
Screening Screening/processing of waste materials | The process of screening may physically disturb the waste
to be stockpiled may cause dust particles | materials and cause dust to disperse into the air.
to become airborne Dust may become a nuisance and cause loss of amenity to
surrounding land uses.
During hot, dry and windy conditions with no controls
implemented, the risk rating was calculated at High.
Crushing Crushing of waste materials may cause | The process of crushing may physically disturb the waste

materials and cause dust to disperse into the air.

Dust may become a nuisance and cause loss of amenity to
surrounding land uses.

During hot, dry and windy conditions with no controls
implemented, the risk rating was calculated at High.
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4 Dust Monitoring Program
4.1 Monitoring Methods

It is a requirement within the NEPM to monitor, assess and report particles as PMas or PMyg in
accordance with the outlined protocol within the measure. Visual monitoring will be completed by all
employees on site. When airborne dust has the potential to cause a nuisance by decreasing visibility
on site, or clearly extending over the site boundary, employees will notify the site manager. The site
manager will either cease works or implement more strenuous dust management methods depending
on the severity of the dust incident.

Supervisors on shift are additionally responsible for identifying nuisance dust and notifying the site
manager to implement management methods. Site employees will be required to identify and record
any excessive dust as a result of their works and notify the site manager to ensure remediation of dust
is immediate. The site manager will be responsible for recording details of all nuisance dust events in
the Dust Incident Register located in the site office.

Dust Monitors will be installed on the northern, western, eastern and southern boundaries of the Site,
which will be monitored by a relevantly qualified environmental technician from SERS, as contracted
by BLR. The dust emissions will be assessed under the National Environment Protection Measure
(NEPM) standard. For particles 10 microns and under (PMuo), the standard is a maximum (ambient)
concentration of 50 pg/ms averaged over one calendar day (midnight to midnight) and 25 pg/ms
averaged over one year. For particles 2.5 microns and under (PMzs), the standard is an ambient
concentration of 25 pg/msaveraged over one calendar day and 8 pg/ms averaged over one year.

As meteorological conditions have a direct influence on dust generation, meteorological data will be
monitored daily by accessing the BoM website. Wind direction and strength will be taken into
consideration, in addition to temperature and rainfall conditions. If combined conditions look to be
unfavourable for works, operations will cease for a recommended period of time.

In the event that a nuisance dust occurrence takes place, the following information will be recorded
and stored within the Dust Incident Register located in the site office data base:

® Frequency of nuisance dust occurrence;

¢ Intensity of occurrence (quantity of dust);

* Duration of dust nuisance occurrence (date and time);
® Location of dust nuisance occurrence; and

o Mitigation strategies implemented.

(Refer to Appendix C for Dust Incident Form)

Registers of these events will provide indication of developing trends associated with the time and
works, in addition to ensuring that the dust remedial methods remain effective. This will ensure
remediation technigues are implemented at the best possible time.

In the event that several community concerns have been raised and the project operations have
caused a nuisance to surrounding land uses, the CoC will be contacted regarding the additional
management strategies.
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4.2 Performance Criteria

The proponent will ensure that best practice measures are implemented to prevent or minimise the
generation of dust throughout the duration of the project. The effectiveness of the Dust Management
Plan will be reviewed against the following criteria:

- Compliance with the relevant legislation (Refer to Section 1.3);
- Number of complaints received in relation dust;

- Number of dust incidents recorded;

- No airborne dust being dispersed from internal access roads;

- Absence of nuisance dust originating from works area; and

- Level of impact on roads and works area.

Continuous review of dust management procedures and controls will be implemented following the
above performance criteria to ensure dust is managed within and outside the project area.

A Site Assessment Chart has been included within Appendix D, the ‘Application for Approval of a Dust
Management Plan’ assessing the risk the project has on surrounding receptors. The classification of
the Site scored 399, which placed the risk within Category 2. This means that a contingency plan would
be required, detailing the activities to be undertaken should dust impacts occur. Contingency
measures have been discussed within Section 4.1.
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5 Dust Management Program

5.1

Summary of Dust Management Requirements

'SERS

renmantal ang

e Envire:
Remodiation Services

By implementing a series of integrated dust management methods, the potential impacts of dust generated from the project will be minimised. A
summary of the dust management controls, their associated risk and the roles and responsibilities of those employing them is in Table 4.

TABLE 4: SUMMARY OF DUST MANAGEMENT REQUIREMENTS

1 Stockpiling  causing
errant airborne dust

Stockpiling area is located away from the Site boundary.
Materials will be stockpiled using a wheeled loader and earthmoving
equipment.

Vegetation on the boundary of the Site is to be retained and maintained
while stockpiles reside onsite.

Installation of monitors on site boundaries with constant monitoring to
ensure where exceedances of criteria occur, they are mitigated as soon
as possible.

Employees to alert Site Manager

Environmental Consultancy
reporting on dust monitors to
alert BLR of exceedances

2 Loading materials
into and off of trucks
causing errant

airborne dust

Materials will be adequately wet down prior to offloading and onloading.
Installation of monitors on site boundaries with constant monitoring to
ensure where exceedances of criteria occur, they are mitigated as soon
as possible.

Employees to alert Site Manager

Environmental Consultancy
reporting on dust monitors to
alert BLR of exceedances

3 Transport of
materials on internal
hardstand may cause
errant airborne dust

Sweeping and wetting down of hardstand roads to prevent dust uplift.
Installation of monitors on site boundaries with constant monitoring to
ensure where exceedances of criteria occur, they are mitigated as soon
as possible.

10km/hour speed limit throughout site, supported by signage.
Speed limit conveyed to drivers and operatives at the site.

Truck loads will be securely covered with canvas material to prevent any
dust escaping

Site Manager

Environmental Consultancy
reporting on dust monitors to
alert BLR of exceedances
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Site access and
egress may cause
errant airborne dust

Sweeping and watering down of hardstand roads prevent dust uplift.
Installation of monitors on site boundaries with constant monitoring to
ensure where exceedances of criteria occur, they are mitigated as soon
as possible.

10km/hour speed limit throughout site, supported by signage.
Speed limit conveyed to drivers and operatives at the site.

Truck loads will be securely covered with canvas material to prevent any
dust escaping

SERS

e Envirenmental ang
Remadiation Services

Employees entering and leaving
the site to alert Site Manager

Environmental Consultancy
reporting on dust monitors to
alert BLR of exceedances

Remaining vegetation on the lot will be retained.

Water carts will make regular passes around the Site.

Installation of monitors on site boundaries with constant monitoring to
ensure where exceedances of criteria occur, they are mitigated as soon
as possible.

Proponent

Environmental Consultancy
reporting on dust monitors to
alert BLR of exceedances

5 Minimal  screening
for dust as land has
been previously
cleared

6 Impact to amenity of
sensitive  receptors

530m + away from
extraction area

Wind direction and speed monitoring analysis undertaken before works
to ensure suitability of the works.

Reticulation systems will be installed where required.

Water carts will make regular passes around the Site.

Installation of monitors on site boundaries with constant monitoring to
ensure where exceedances of criteria occur, they are mitigated as soon
as possible.

Watering down of hardstand roads to prevent dust uplift.

10km/hour speed limit through site to prevent dust uplift from trucks.
Community consultation to record any complaints or comments in
register.

Site Manager

Environmental Consultancy
reporting on dust monitors to
alert BLR of exceedances

7 Crushing causing | Crusher to be located within the onsite Processing Shed. Site Manager Medium
errant dust Shutter doors to be closed when crushing is occurring.
Employees operating crushing
machinery
Revised Dust Management Plan
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8 Stockpiling of | Establishment of cells for crushed fines/sand and road base material, | Site Manager Medium
crushed C&D | enclosed by sea containers.
material Installation of a sprinkler reticulation system along the back wall of each
cell.
These sprinklers shall be automatically activated when the level of PM1o
reaches an average of 450pg/m® over a 15-minute period.
In the event of an exceedance, an email alert will automatically be
generated and sent to the Environmental Technician, Site Manager,
Director, Area Manager and Supervisor. As many people as legitimately
required can be incorporated into this email alert, allowing all staff to
undertake the appropriate measures to control dust emissions. This can
involve:
+ Immediately ceasing site operations; and
¢ Turning on site sprinklers.
Revised Dust Management Plan
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5.2 Summary of Dust Management Controls

In order for dust to be successfully mitigated onsite and offsite the following controls will need to be
implemented:

- Retaining vegetation where possible (boundary vegetation);

- Maintaining the condition of hardstand onsite;

- Applying water to increase moisture in soil and prevent dust uplift (use of water cart onsite);

- Ensuring appropriate wetting down of stockpile locations and incoming loads;

- Installation and maintenance of dust monitors on Site boundaries;

- Consideration of wind direction and strengths during works;

- A 10km/hr speed limit imposed throughout the site;

- Installation and maintenance of reticulation systems surrounding stockpiles;

- Installation and maintenance of reticulation system on the back wall of the sea container cells;
and

- These sprinklers shall be automatically activated when the level of PMicreaches an average
of 450ug/m? over a 15-minute period.

Water needed for dust suppression will be sourced from drainage sumps onsite, in addition to
100,000L rainwater tanks. Dust monitors will be installed on the boundaries of the Site (refer to
Section 4.1 for conditions), referring to the NEPM air quality standards for assessment criteria. Reports
will be generated in regard to the exceedance criteria for PMgand PMss

5.3 Relevant Stakeholders

Stakeholders are all parties who have an interest in the project. It is a requirement of formerly
Department of Environment Regulation (DER), currently Department of Water and Environment
Regulation (DWER), for proponents to carry out community engagement for sites that pose a risk to
human health, the environment, environmental values, or potentially impact sensitive off-site
receptors (DER, 2014). The relevant stakeholders of this project include:

- Sensitive receptors within 500m of the project area;
- Residents of the Yangebup area;

- Indirectly affected members of the public;

- City of Cockburn; and

- Government Departments (e.g. DWER, DoH).

5.4 Roles and Responsibilities
The roles and responsibilities associated with the implementation of dust management controls have
been outlined within the Table 4 in Section 5.1.

5.5 Complaints Management
Information regarding any complaints of nuisance dust events from community members or
employees and contractors must be documented and passed onto the site manager for review and
action as soon as possible. A record of complaints will be kept within a register in the site office. Refer
to Dust Incident database in Appendix C.
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6 Conclusion

It is the opinion of SERS, in consultation with BLR, that the implementation of control measures
outlined in this document, will successfully mitigate dust generation on-site. The Dust Management
Plan is subject to ongoing review, and it is the aim of BLR to achieve continuous improvement in this
area of operation. Implementation of the controls discussed in this report shall reduce the risk of dust
onsite.
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Figure 2 — Site Location
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Figure 3 — Surrounding Land Uses
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Figure 4 — Site Layout
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APPENDIX A - Risk Matrix
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Moderate
3

Almost Certain

Medium Medium

Medium

Medium

(Source: DER, 2017)
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Risk Treatment Table

Risks associated are impossible to manage

Risks unacceptable

Acceptable if control methods are outlined and implemented to Multiple regulatory control methods are outlined
remediate risks and implemented to decrease associated
emissions, outcome and management based
conditions will be considered.

Acceptable if control methods are outlined and implemented to Regulatory controls outlined and implemented
remediate risks, risks of this category are generally tolerable subject but risk is generally tolerable, outcome based
under general controls controls are required for treatment
Acceptable No treatment needed, risk is acceptable
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APPENDIX B — Wind Roses for Summer and Winter
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Rose of Wind direction versus Wind speed in km/h (01 May 1944 to 05 Apr 2016)

Custom times selected, refer to aftached note for details

PERTH AIRPORT

Site No: 009021 » Opened Jan 1944 « Still Open » Latitude: -31.9275" « Longitude: 115.9764° » Elevation 15.m

An asterisk (*) indicates that calm is less than 0.5%.
Other important info about this analysis is available in the accompanying notes.

N CALM p
NE km/h

==10and =20 == 30 and = 40
==0and = 10 ==20and = 30 ==40

9 am Summer
6495 Total Observations

Calm 6%

Copyright @ Commonwealth of Australia 2016 . Prepared on 05 Apr 2016
Prepared by the Bureau of Meteorology.
Contact us by phone on (03) 9669 4082, by fax on (03) 9669 4515, or by email on climatedata@bom.gov.au

—_— We have taken all due care but cannot provide any warranty nor accept any liability for this information.
Bureau of Meteorology TC:79178530 Paae 1
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Rose of Wind direction versus Wind speed in km/h (01 May 1944 to 05 Apr 2016)

Custom times selected, refer to aftached note for details

PERTH AIRPORT

Site No: 009021 » Opened Jan 1944 « Still Open » Latitude: -31.9275" « Longitude: 115.9764° » Elevation 15.m

An asterisk (*) indicates that calm is less than 0.5%.
Other important info about this analysis is available in the accompanying notes.

N CALM |
NE km/h

==10and =20 == 30 and = 40
==0and = 10 ==20and = 30 ==40

3 pm Summer
6488 Total Observations

Calm 2%

Copyright © Commonweailth of Australia 2016 . Prepared on 05 Apr 2016
Prepared by the Bureau of Meteorology.
Australian Government Contact us by phone on (03) 9669 4082, by fax on (03) 9669 4515, or by email on climatedata@bom.gov.au
Burcan of Metearology We have taken all due care but cannot provide any warranty nor accept any liability for this information.
' TCZ917R530 Pane 1
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Rose of Wind direction versus Wind speed in km/h (01 May 1944 to 05 Apr 2016)

Custom times selected, refer to aftached note for details

PERTH AIRPORT

Site No: 009021 » Opened Jan 1944 « Still Open » Latitude: -31.9275" « Longitude: 115.9764° » Elevation 15.m

An asterisk (*) indicates that calm is less than 0.5%.
Other important info about this analysis is available in the accompanying notes.

W CALM  ypum
E

== 10 and = 20 == 30 and = 40
==0and =10 ==20 and = 30 =40

9 am Winter

6622 Total Observations

Calm 19%

| —— = |
N
)

Copyright © Commonwealth of Australia 2016 . Prepared on 05 Apr 2016
Prepared by the Bureau of Meteorology.
Contact us by phone on (03) 9669 4082, by fax on (03) 9669 4515, or by email on climatedata@bom.gov.au

e — We have taxken all due care buf cannot provide any warranty nor accept any iability for this information.
Bureau of leteorology TC79178530 Pane 1

Australian Government
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Rose of Wind direction versus Wind speed in km/h (01 May 1944 to 05 Apr 2016)

Custom times selected, refer to aftached note for details

PERTH AIRPORT

Site No: 009021 » Opened Jan 1944 « Still Open » Latitude: -31.9275" » Longitude: 115.9764° » Elevation 15.m

An asterisk (*) indicates that calm is less than 0.5%.
Other important info about this analysis is available in the accompanying notes.

N CALM |
NE km/h

==10and =20 == 30 and = 40
==0and = 10 ==20and = 30 ==40

3 pm Winter
6624 Total Observations

Calm 7%

Copyright © Commonweaith of Australia 2016 . Prepared on 05 Apr 2016
Prepared by the Bureau of Meteorology.
Australian Government Contact us by phone on (03) 9669 4082, by fax on (03) 9669 4515, or by email on climatedata@bom.gov.au
Burcan of Metearology We have taken all due care but cannot provide any warranty nor accept any liability for this information.
' TCZ917R530 Pane 1
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APPENDIX C — Dust Incident Register
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Incident
Date

Reported By (Name &
Contact Details)

Duration of
Incident

Description of
Incident

Location of
Incident

Management Controls Employed

Date
Completed

Name:

Contact Number:

Name:

Contact Number:

Name:

Contact Number:

Name:

Contact Number:

Name:

Contact Number:

Name:

Contact Number:

Name:

Contact Number:
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Site Environmental and
Remediation Services

APPENDIX D - City of Cockburn Application for
Approval of a Dust Management Plan
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CITY OF COCKBURN (LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT) LOCAL LAWS 2000

APPLICATION FOR APPROVAL OF A DUST MANAGEMENT PLAN

The Dust Management Plan lodged in support of this application should be prepared in
accordance with the City’s “Guidelines for the Preparation of a Dust Management Plan for
Development Sites within the City of Cockburn” and are to be lodged with the City's Health
Services a minimum of 3 weeks prior to the proposed work. Assessment of applications failing to
meet these requirements may be delayed or refused.

Any company commencing development earthworks including the clearing of land without an
approved Dust Management Plan may be liable to a penalty of up to $25,000.

Applicant’s Details:

Applicant's Name: ADRIAN ®RATACOVICH ph: (942327 §4dd
| Contractor's Name: ABN (if applic.):
Contact: ASHLEIGH CAVANAGH mob: (08> 9220 2000

Mail Address: } 251 NEWCASTLE STREET . NORTHBRIDGE

S o lPiCode G(IB
Email: ADRVANEB (@ BDEMO.COM. AU

Developer's Name: .........ccccvmruenesressnsssssssesnsssessssssmssssnesnns | GONMTACL 1viiiiiiiisesissisissiesessssssressnnne
E-MaIl: i e con e —__ i | MOD.L .. iR smsasases
EngIneer’s NamMe! ..:...u.iiiiisisssssisnsititmeinnmss aissssiisisnsion | CONAC: ..o

[ E-mail: s e | Mob.: P S J
Site Details:

‘ProposedDevelopment&Location TRHNSPORT DIPOT W[\BIE STOR.P\G‘_
LEACILITY AN RECYCLING. FACIITY....

Proposed Works: Bulk earthworks ‘

(Mark~ or X) ) ]
Clearing vegetation 1 | Cut&Fill CivilWorks X
Site Classification: ‘2 ........ (see over for assessment chart)

Proposed Works period: ONGO"NG

** APPLICANT TO NOTE - BULK EARTHWORKS MORATORIUM POLICY**

Under the City of Cockburn Policy SPD7, entitled “Prevention of Sand Drift for Subdivision and
Development Sites”, bulk earthworks are prohibited on Class 3 or 4 development sites between |
1 OCTOBER and 31 MARCH annually.

| The effect of this policy Is that approvals for bulk earthworks, such as clearing vegetation and/ |
| or cut & fill, during this period are limited to works proposed for non-exposed, small sites which |
are less than 2ha in area and are a minimum of 500m from sensitive land uses. ;
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SITE CLASSIFICATION ASSESSMENT CHART!
PartA. Nature of site

-
ftem Score Options Allocared
Nuisance potential of Medium ... & | HIBN covveeeririniennine 6
soil, when disturbed L|'
Topography and | Sheltered and Medium Little Exposed and wind
protection provided by | screened ... ... 1 | screening ....... 6 | screening ...... 12 ProNg ...eeeeeeenen. 18 ] 2’
undisturbed vegetation
Area of site disturbed by | Less than Between 1 and | Between 5 and More than
the works 108 cocrrrie L | 518 evmrrrress 3 | 2008 v 6 | 2O v @ 3
Type of work being done | Roads or Roads, drains Roads, drains, Bulk earthworks and

shallow and medium sewers and partial | deep trenches .... 9 N / A
trenches ........ 1 | depth sewers.. 3 | earthworks ....... 6
TOTAL SCORE FORPARTA | 19
Part B. Proximity to other land uses
ftem Score Options A"sco re d
Distance of other land | More than Between 1km Between 100m Less than a
uses from site 1km ........ 1 | and 500m.........6 | and 500m ...... 12 | 100M ..cccvrmirinenenns i8 1-
Effect of prevailing winds | Not Isolated land uses | Dense land uses Dense land uses highly
(at time of construction) | affected .. 1 | affected by one affected by one affected by prevailing O(
on other land uses wind direction .. 6 | wind direction..9 | winds .......ccceceuennee 12
TOTAL SCORE FOR PART B d 1
= — T T T e S e e T e T e e e e
The Site Class is determined by multiplying the two scores above: SITE CLASSIFICATION SCORE
* Below 199 = Class 1 Site
. X B) =
= 200 to 399 = Class 2 Site @ ) 30[ q Ip
* 400 to 799 = Class 3 Site cLasy 4 ol
= QOver800 =Class 4 Site
L

1. “Land development sites and impacts on air quality - A

for the p

of dust and smoke pollution from development sites in

Western Australia®, Appendix 1 - Department of Environmental Protection (WA), Nov 1996,

| have attached the following in support of this application:

A Dust Management Plan - including a scaled site plan, a site works schedule and a copy of

the written notice of works and site contact details to be distributed to affected residents.

= The application fee of $182.00 (2018-19 financial year)

I\.::}\ III /',- e _\ d

Signature: L

Contact City Health Services

Date: 12/09/2019

WEBSITE REFERENCE:

www.cockbum.wa.gov.au/Council_Services/Health_Services/Pollution : =

9 Coleville Crescent, Spearwood

PO Box 1215 BIBRA LAKEDC WA 6965 |
Ph: (08)9411 3589 Fax: (08) 9411 3333
E-mail: health@cockburn.wa.gov.au

PLEASE NOTE THAT SUBMITTING THIS APPLICATION DOES NOT AUTOMATICALLY RESULT IN AN APPROVAL
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End of Report

Disclaimer

This report is prepared for a particular client objective and is formulated on this basis only. All limitations and conditions in
the writing of this report are clearly agreed to by the client and SERS prior to its formulation and may not be suitable or
applicable for any other use other than that of the original intended objective. No other parties other than the client and
SERS should use this information without firstly conferring with SERS.

Whilst all due care is taken any information within this report that has relied on information from previous assessments
made by others including visual inspections, laboratory testing and overall methodologies cannot be guaranteed for its
accuracy or competency by SERS.

This report should be reproduced in full at all times when either reviewed or accessed. If the report is to be used by a third
party for whatever means the scope and limitations of the report should be clearly defined to the third party.

Revised Dust Management Plan
Brajkovich Landfill & Recycling Pty Ltd

200 Barrington Street, Bibra Lake 27
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1. INTRODUCTION

Herring Storer Acoustics was commissioned by SERS on behalf of Brajkovich Demolition &
Salvage (WA) Pty Ltd to undertake an acoustical assessment of noise emissions from a
proposed site located at 200 Barrington Street, Bibra Lake.

The proposed site will be utilised as a solid waste depot. It is understood that material will be
transported to the site, sorted and processed with a screen then stockpiled for transport at a
later time. The proposed equipment required to operate the site will be as follows:

2 x Crushers
- 2 x Excavators
- 1xScreen

1 x Loader

The closest highly noise sensitive receivers are approximately 570m south of the site, located
within Yangebup.

Operational hours for the site are to be Monday to Saturday 0700 to 1800 hours.
Zoning for the land use at the proposed site and surrounding area is industrial.
As part of the study, the following was carried out:

¢ Determination of noise levels associated with operations at the proposed site in Bibra
Lake.

*  Assess the predicted noise levels at the nearest surrounding noise sensitive premises
for compliance with the appropriate criteria.

e If exceedances are predicted, comment on possible noise amelioration options for
compliance with the appropriate criteria.

For information, a locality plan is attached in Appendix A.

This assessment has been conducted to identify the acoustic impacts of the operations, with
the report provided for support of the Works Approval and Licences.

2. SUMMARY

An assessment has been conducted on the proposed solid waste depot at 200 Barrington Street,
Bibra Lake.

Assessed noise levels at the nearest highly noise sensitive premise has, in the worst case, been
determined to be 35 dB(A) for day time operations (ie 07:00 to 19:00). This can be compared to
the applicable assigned noise level criteria of 51 dB(A). We note that due to the ambient noise
levels and the distance to the noise sensitive premises, it is unlikely the noise levels received
from the operations would contain annoying characteristics such as tonality, hence the above
does not include any adjustment for penalties. It is also noted that this is a conservative
assessment as it includes all noise sources operating at the same time.
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Assessed noise levels at the neighbouring industrial premises, in the worst case, without
barriers, has been determined at less than 60 dB(A) for all operations occurring at the same
time. This can be compared to the applicable assigned noise level criteria of 65 dB(A) at all times.
Due to the distance of the boundary industrial premises, it is likely the noise levels received from
the operations would contain annoying characteristics such as tonality, hence the above
includes a +5 dB(A) penalty.

It is noted that there is 4m bunding included on the infrastructure of the site at all boundary
locations. Given the inclusion of this bunding, the operations have the ability to comply with the
assigned noise level at all locations, including the vacant lots to the east of the proposal.

Given these operating parameters, noise levels received at all neighbouring premises would
comply with the Environmental Protection (Noise) Regulations 1997 for the operating times as
outlined in this assessment.

3. CRITERIA

The allowable noise level at the surrounding locales is prescribed by the Environmental
Protection (Noise) Regulations 1997. For noise sensitive premises, Regulations 7 & 8 stipulate
maximum allowable external noise levels determined by the calculation of an influencing
factor, which is then added to the base levels shown below. The influencing factor is calculated
for the usage of land within two circles, having radii of 100m and 450m from the premises of
concern. For industrial premises, the allowable noise levels are fixed. The baseline assigned
noise levels are listed in Table 3.1.

TABLE 3.1 - BASELINE ASSIGNED OUTDOOR NOISE LEVEL

Premises Assigned Level (dB)

Receiving Noise Time of Day L 1o Las La max
0700 - 1900 hours Monday to Saturday (Day) 45 +IF 55 +IF 65 +IF
Noise sensitive 0900 - 1900 hours Sunday and Public Holidays (Sunday / A0+ 1F 50+ IF 65+ IF
premises within 15 Public Holiday Day Period)
?Et;ﬁs ofa 1900 - 2200 hours all days (Evening) 40 + IF 50+ IF S5+ IF
welling
2200 hours on any day to 0700 hours Monday to Saturday
35+1IF 45+ IF S5+ 1IF
and 0900 hours Sunday and Public Holidays (Night) ¥
Industrial All hours 65 80 90
Note: Laig is the noise level exceeded for 10% of the time.

La1 is the noise level exceeded for 1% of the time.
Lamax is the maximum noise level.
IF is the influencing factor.

It is a requirement that received noise be free of annoying characteristics (tonality,
modulation and impulsiveness), defined below as per Regulation 9.

“impulsiveness” means a variation in the emission of a noise where the difference
between Lagesk and Lamax siow iS more than 15 dB when determined
for a single representative event;

“modulation” means a variation in the emission of noise that -

{a) is more than 3dB Lafast OF is more than 3 dB La fast in any
one-third octave band;

(b) is present for more at least 10% of the representative
assessment period; and
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(c) isregular, cyclic and audible;

“tonality” means the presence in the noise emission of tonal characteristics
where the difference between —

(a) the A-weighted sound pressure level in any one-third
octave band; and

(b) the arithmetic average of the A-weighted sound pressure
levels in the 2 adjacent one-third octave bands,

is greater than 3dB when the sound pressure levels are determined
as Laegt levels where the time period T is greater than 10% of the
representative assessment period, or greater than 8 dB at any time
when the sound pressure levels are determined as La siow levels.

Where the noise emission is not music, if the above characteristics exist and cannot be
practicably removed, then any measured level is adjusted according to Table 3.2 below.

TABLE 3.2 - ADJUSTMENTS TO MEASURED LEVELS

Where tonality is present Where modulation is present Where impulsiveness is present

+5 dB(A) +5 dB(A) +10 dB(A)
Note: These adjustments are cumulative to a maximum of 15 dB.

The nearest potential noise sensitive premises to the proposed development have been
identified using the area map in Figure A2 in Appendix A.

The influencing factor for the nearest residential premises, located to the south of the
proposed operations, has been assessed as 6 dB based on the amount of industrial land
contained in the inner and outer circle. Therefore, the assigned noise levels for the nearest
noise sensitive premises are contained in Table 3.3,

TABLE 3.3 - ASSIGNED OUTDOOR NOISE LEVEL

Premises Receiving

Time of Day Assigned Level (dB)

Noise Laio Lax Lamax
0700 - 1900 hours Monday to Saturday 51 61 71
0900 - 1900 hours Sunday and Public Holidays 46 56 71

Noise sensitive

. 1900 - 2200 hours all days 46 56 61
premises Yangebup

2200 hours on any day to 0700 hours Monday to

Saturday and 0900 hours Sunday and Public Holidays “ 51 61
Industrial boundary All times 65 80 90
Note: Lagn is the noise level exceeded for 10% of the time.
Lay Is the noise level exceeded for 1% of the time.
Lamax Is the maximum noise level,
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4. CALCULATED NOISE LEVELS

MNoise immissions at the nearest neighbouring premises, due to noise associated with the
proposed facility, were modelled with the computer programme SoundPlan. Sound power
levels used for the calculations are based on measured sound pressure levels of the same type
of equipment for use on this site or if equipment is to be purchased, on manufacturer data.

Predictive noise modelling for the proposed site has been undertaken based on the site layout

plan provided (Appendix A). Assumptions used in the noise model, were as listed in Table 4.1.
MNote, worst case noise propagation conditions have been assumed.

TABLE 4.1: NOISE MODELLING INPUTS

Equipment Sound Power Level dB(A) Sound Pressure Level
MeCloskey Sereen - $130 108 83 dB(A) at 7m
McCloskey 150 Jaw Crusher 113 -

Komatsu 430-6 Wheel Loader 105 80 dB(A) at 7m
CAT 325C1L Excavator 99 74 dBfA) at 7m
Semi Trailer Truck 98 -

The crushing of material on site will be contained within the processing shed, as noted in
Figure 4.1. The layout of the site would be as shown on Figure 4.2. Predictive noise modelling
has allowed for the crushers to be located within the building, via the calculation of an
“industrial building”. The Transmission loss of the building (enclosure) has been based on the
existing built form of the shed, with pictures shown in Figure 4.1. It is noted that the predictive
noise modelling for the industrial building assumes the doors of the shed are closed during
internal crushing operations. The site layout with the various areas are shown in Figure 4.2.

FIGURE 4.1 — PROCESSING SHED HOUSING CRUSHERS

Based on noise emissions from the above equipment, a worst-case operating scenario has
been developed. These scenarios represent periods of worst-case noise emissions for the
operations and includes all noise sources operating at the same time.

Note: We understand that any reversing alarms will be of the broadband type. Hence, from
our understanding are exempt from needing to comply with the Regulations, however
they would not influence the overall noise levels.
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FIGURE 4.2 - SITE PLAN

Weather conditions for modelling were as stipulated in the Environmental Protection

Authority’s “Draft Guidance for Assessment of Environmental Factors No. 8 - Environmental
Noise” and for the day period are as listed in Table 4.2.

TABLE 4.2 - WEATHER CONDITIONS

Condition Day
Temperature 20°C
Relative humidity 50%
Pasquill Stability Class E
Wind speed 4 m/fs*
* From sources, towards receivers,
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3. RESULTS

Calculated noise levels associated with the noise emissions from the facility, are summarised
below in Table 5.1. The calculated noise contour plots are contained in Appendix C. The
receiver locations are shown on the area plan attached in Appendix A.

TABLE 5.1 - CALCULATED NOISE LEVELS AT NEAREST NEIGHBOURS

Description

Location

Calculated Noise Level, dB{A)

Solid Waste Depot

A= Highly Sensitive

Industrial Premise East

Industrial Premise North

Industrial Premise South

Industrial Premise West

Additional Vacant Lot (East)

35
49
52
47
56
60

6. ASSESSMENT

The applicable adjustments to the calculated noise levels, in accordance with the Environmental
Protection (Noise) Regulations 1997, are listed in Table 6.1. Given the location and the distance
to the nearest residence, it is considered that noise emissions would not contain a tonal
characteristic as the traffic noise influence from other noise sources would mask tonality at the
time of day associated with the proposed operation hours of the facility. However, at the
boundary to the neighbouring industrial premises, noise could be considered as tonal, thus the
+5 dB(A) penalty for a tonal component has been applied.

TABLE 6.1 — APPLICABLE ADJUSTMENTS AND ASSESSABLE LEVEL OF NOISE EMISSIONS, dB(A)

Applicable Adjustments To Measured Noise Levels,

Calculated dB(A) Assessable
Receiver Noise Level, Where Noise Emission Is Not Music Noise Level,
dB(A) dB(A)
Tonality Modulation Impulsiveness

A — Highly Sensitive 35 - 35
Industrial Premise East 43 +5 54
Industrial Premise North 52 +5 - - 57
Industrial Premise South 47 +5 52
Industrial Premise West 56 +5 61
Additional Vacant Lot (East) &0 +5 65

Hence, Table 6.2 summarises the applicable Assigned Noise Levels, and assessable noise level

emissions.
TABLE 6.2 — ASSESSMENT OF NOISE LEVELS

) Assessable Noise  Applicable Times of Ap?liable L‘_“" Exe.eedanee to

Receiver 1, dB(A) Da Assigned Noise Assigned Noise
S Y Level (dB) Level (dB)

. 0700 - 1900 hours .

A - Highly Sensitive 35 Monday to Saturday 51 Complies
Industrial Premise East 60 Complies
Industrial Premise North 57 Complies
Industrial Premise South 52 All Hours 65 Complies
Industrial Premise West 61 Complies
Additional Vacant Lot 65 Complies

(East)
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7. CONCLUSION

Assessment has been conducted on the proposed solid waste depot at 200 Barrington Street,
Bibra Lake.

Assessed noise levels at the nearest highly noise sensitive premise has, in the worst case, been
determined as 35 dB(A) for day-time operations (ie 07:00 to 19:00). This can be compared to the
applicable assigned noise level criteria of 51 dB(A). We note that due to the ambient noise levels
and the distance to the noise sensitive premises, it is unlikely the noise levels received from the
operations would contain annoying characteristics such as tonality, hence the above does not
include any adjustment for penalties. It is also noted that this is a conservative assessment as it
includes all noise sources operating at the same time.

Assessed noise levels at the neighbouring industrial premises, in the worst case, without
barriers, has been determined at less than 60 dB(A) for all operations occurring at the same
time. This can be compared to the applicable assigned noise level criteria of 65 dB(A) at all times.
Due to the distance of the boundary industrial premises, it is likely the noise levels received from
the operations would contain annoying characteristics such as tonality, hence the above
includes a +5 dB(A) penalty.

It is noted that there is 4m bunding included on the infrastructure of the site at all boundary
locations. Given the inclusion of this bunding, the operations have the ability to comply with the
assigned noise level at all locations, including the vacant lots to the east of the proposal.

Given these operating parameters, noise levels received at all neighbouring premises would
comply with the Environmental Protection (Noise) Regulations 1997 for the operating times as
outlined in this assessment.
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SITE LAYOUT
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Abbreviation Definition

ACM Asbestos containing materials

AF Asbestos Fines

AMP Ashestos Management Plan

C&D Waste Construction & Demolition waste

CBD Central Business District

DEC Department of Environment and Conservation

(former government, reinstated as the
Department of Water and Environmental

Regulation)
DWER Department of Water and Environmental
Regulation
FA Fibrous Asbestos
MRS Metropolitan Regional Scheme
SERS Site Environmental and Remediation Services
Pty Ltd
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Executive Summary

This Asbestos Management Plan (AMP) has been developed in support of operations associated with
the definition of a Solid Waste Depot, Transfer Station, Salvage Yard and Transport Depot proposed
at a Site located at 200 Barrington Street, Bibra Lake (Hereby known as ‘the Site). This document was
prepared to aid the identification and management of Ashestos onsite during waste acceptance,
processing and storage operations of the above-mentioned works.

It is proposed within this Development Application Report that the Site be utilised as a Solid
Waste Depot, Transfer Station, Salvage Yard and Transport Depot. It is a general requirement for
sites of this nature to have an AMP in place. This is due to the nature of materials being accepted to
the site. It is proposed that mechanical processing in the form of screening be undertaken onsite.

Methods and procedures to identify, contain and dispose of suspected ACM are recommended for
application throughout the transport, screening and onsite processes. The objectives of these
procedures and controls are to ensure that all work is carried out to minimise occupational emissions
as best as can be reasonably practiced in order to negate any risk to human or environmental health.

With appropriate management measures in place, airborne fibre levels are not anticipated to exceed
guideline criteria for either the operating premises or premises surrounding the site.
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1 Introduction

Site Environmental & Remediation Services Pty Ltd (SERS) were engaged by Brajkovich Landfill &
Recycling Pty Ltd to prepare an Asbestos Management Plan (AMP) for acceptance and processing of
material at a proposed Solid Waste Depot, Transfer Station, Salvage Yard and Transport Depot
located at 200 Barrington Street, Bibra Lake (hereby known as ‘the Site’). The site is under ownership
of Demo Investment 6 and Demo Investment 7.

Operations are proposed to be in-line with the following definitions:

= Salvage Yard (Recycling and Waste Storage Facility)
Use the land for the storage and sale of materials salvaged from the demolition, dismantling

or renovating of buildings, machinery and vehicles.

*  Transport Depot
Use of the land for the transfer of goods or persons from one motor vehicle to another motor

vehicle, including management, maintenance and repair of the vehicles used and includes the
garaging or parking of such vehicles.

It is a general requirement for sites of this nature to have an AMP in place. This is due to the nature of
materials being accepted to the site.

1.1 C&D waste

Construction and Demolition (C&D) material can be defined as excess or waste material arising from
the demolition of buildings and structures or pavements. It includes ‘concrete, brick, rubble, asphalt,
metals (ferrous and non-ferrous), timber, wallboard, glass, plastics, asbestos, soil and other building
materials and products’ (DWER, 2009). It excludes toxic materials.

The proposed onsite operations will sort through C&D materials for stockpiling and recycling purposes.
The stockpiled materials are to be on sold as product following their processing.

The clean, inert, demolition waste materials are processed and recovered as recyclable building
products such as road bases and aggregates. Material that cannot be recovered from the demolition
activities have been removed from the site and disposed of at an appropriately licenced landfill.
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Asbestos has been used historically as an integral component of many structures in Western Australia

1.1.1 Asbestos Containing Material

due to its fire-proof properties. It exists in structures across a wide-ranging area in both friable and
bound forms and is particularly commonly encountered as ceiling and wall panels, fascias, eaves,
verandah soffits, fencing, roof sheeting, kitchen tilux, vinyl floor tiles (DHW, 2008), as well as drainage
and flue pipes, roofing shingles and flexible building boards (Villaboard, Hardiflex, Wundaboard,
Flexiboard). A more comprehensive list of forms in which asbestos is found is provided in
NOHSC:2018(2005) Code of Practice for the Management and Control of Asbestos in Workplaces.

Construction and demolition waste often has the potential to contain asbestos-containing material
(ACM). ACM is not always found in the more obvious forms listed above and can have been historically
covered over with an impermeable layer such as concrete or can be hidden in interior walls that may
be inaccessible during hazardous materials inspections conducted prior to demolition.

As a result, it is imperative that a system exists to ensure that any demolition materials onsite do not
contain asbestos and if in the event, ACM are found onsite a comprehensive process is followed to
ensure the correct identification, isolation and disposal of the ACM.

1.2  Objectives

Asbestos management methods are proposed with the objective of minimising the risk of harm to
human and environmental health through preventing the exposure to airborne fibres. Operational
methodologies thus ensure material is heavily scrutinised at every step of processing. The AMP
additionally intends to minimise the potential risk of asbestos contamination within the recycled C&D
materials as well as within the entire site.
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2 Applicable regulations

2.1 Health (Asbestos) Regulations 1992

The Asbestos Regulations govern the following areas of the Health Act: asbestos cement product;
material containing asbhestos; and, disposal of material containing asbestos.

2.2 Code of practice for the management and control of ashestos in workplaces NOHSC:2018
(2005)

Developed to assist in the control of the risks of ACM in workplaces by setting out steps to be taken
to eliminate or otherwise minimise the risks of exposure to airborne fibres including identification of
ACM, risk assessments and the implementation of control measures with the aim of reducing
incidences of mesothelioma, asbestosis and lung cancer.

2.3 How to manage and control asbestos in the workplace — Code of Practice (Safe Work
Australia, 2011)

Applies to ‘anyone who has a duty of care ‘in relation to the subject matter of the Code, in order to
comply with the Work Health and Safety Act . Provides ‘practical guidance for persons conducting a
business or undertaking on how to manage risks associated with asbestos and ACM at the workplace...’
via ‘information on how to identify the presence of asbestos at the workplace and how to implement
measures to eliminate or minimise the risk of exposure to airborne asbestos fibres’ (SWA, 2011, p. 3).

2.4 Code of Practice for the safe removal of asbestos 2" ed. NOHSC: 2002 (2005)

Advice is provided for the safe removal of asbestos and ACM from buildings and structures,
equipment, machinery and other vehicles.

2.5 How to safely remove asbestos — Code of Practice (Safe Work Australia, 2011)

Created for use by asbestos removalists (companies or tradespeople) carrying out asbhestos removal
work of any type, be it Class A, Class B or work that does not require a licence, as well as for those
commissioning asbestos removal work, health and safety representatives, and other related parties,
for example neighbours. Should be used in conjunction with the associated Safe Work Australia
document described above.

2.6 Guidelines for the Assessment, Remediation and Management of Ashestos-contaminated
Sites in Western Australia May 2009

Provides guidance on sampling requirements to verify that work practices are as effective as
documented.
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2.7 Guidelines for managing asbestos at construction and demolition waste recycling facilities
(DWER September 2012)

These guidelines provide a framework for C&D waste recycling facilities to work within in relation to
the asbestos. The expectations of the former Department of Environment and Conservation (DEC)
(currently reinstated as the DWER) are laid out in relation to waste acceptance, testing and monitoring
and management procedures and practices at the site. The document does not provide guidance on
occupational health and safety issues associated with C&D waste recycling facilities.
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3 Site Characteristics

3.1 Site Identification

The Site consists of current Lot 39 and Lot 40 (200) Barrington Street, Bibra Lake. The site is proposed
to be subdivided and the proposed operations will take place on revised Lots 5, 6 and 7. The title
details are provided within Table 1 below. The Certificate of Title is provided as Attachment 2.
Demo Investment & and Demo Investment 7 own the lots but give operational responsibility to
Brajkovich Landfill & Recycling Pty Ltd.

Table 1-Subject Site Identification Details

Lot No. | Plan No. Street No. Street Name Suburb Certificate of Title
(Volume/Folio)

39 3699 200 Barrington Street Bibra Lake 1135/866

40 3699 200 Barrington Street Bibra Lake 1120/451

3.2 Site Location

The Site is located approximately 18.0 km south-west of the Perth CBD and is bounded by Industrial
receptors to the north, east and west, and Barrington Street, a Distributor B road network, to the
south. Vehicle access to the site is gained off Barrington Street.

3.3 Site History and Description

Originally the Site consisted of remnant vegetation dating back to 1953. Clearing occurred in 1965,
and a building was developed. The Site appeared to be utilised for agricultural purposes at this time.
SIMS Metal Management Pty Ltd (SIMS) acquired Lot 39 in 1971, and Lot 40 in 1975.

The Site has been used for the storage and processing of scrap metals by SIMS from early 1975 until
late 2017. The majority of the site was utilised in the storage of ferrous scrap metal, with
approximately 50% of the Site sealed with concrete hardstand materials. Previous operations were
inclusive of a shredder, maintenance shed, sump, wash down bay, non-ferrous processing area and
amenities. Historically, the site has additionally operated in the storage and recycling of transformers.
The operations onsite eventually led to the site being listed as ‘Contaminated — remediation required’
in November 2014.

Prior to the eventual retirement of SIMS operations onsite, an environmental consultancy, Emissions
Assessments Pty Ltd (EAPL), were contracted to the Site to conduct a full-scale contamination
assessment. The investigation yielded results whereby soil impacts were generally restricted to
shallow soils within unsealed portions of the Site. As such, it was determined that there was a low risk
to human health from the contaminant exceedances of assessment criteria.

BLR acquired the Site in February 2019, with the intention of conducting operations in line with the
land use of a recycling facility, transport depot and waste storage facility. BLR has additionally
remediated the Site as part of the objective to remove the contaminated memorial on the title.
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The surrounding land is primarily zoned as Industrial, with the exception of regional road reserve and
residential zoned area to the south, primary regional road reserve to the west, and road reserve to
the east. The nearest sensitive receptor is 530m to the south of the Site. Only Industrial receptors are
located within 450m of the Site. Measurements have been taken conservatively from the closest
boundary of the Site to the boundary of the receptor.

3.4 Buffer distances
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4 Site Operations

The site has recently been subject to remediation from historical contamination in line with the
previous use as a metal recycling and processing facility. Construction and Demolition wastes are
proposed to be sorted and processed through a screener.

4.1 Description of Proposed Development

Operations will be restricted to areas as outlined within Figure 2 Site Layout. Site entry is proposed
off of Barrington Street, south of the Site. There is currently an accessible driveway suitable for
Restricted Access Vehicles (RAV), which will be utilised in Site access and egress. Vehicles will be
required to enter a wheel wash on arrival to ensure appropriate dust management controls are
implemented. Vehicles will be restricted to sealed areas onsite, to ensure appropriate dust
suppression.

Vehicles carrying waste will be directed to the Waste Sorting Area on the central northern portion of
the site, where waste will be deposited into an area pending sorting. Loaders and excavators will be
utilised in the sorting of waste materials. Once processed, they will be stockpiled on the west of the
Site pending on-sale and recycling. Where wastes cannot be recycled, they will be stored within a
contained area onsite pending removal within 4 weeks of the materials being received. Following the
processing of materials, they will be separated and stockpiled. It is proposed that during the
processing period, a Screener will be utilised and situated in the north-western portion of the Site.
Materials will be moved alongside the Screener and stockpiled pending processing.

Stockpiles will be separated into areas clearly marked for Unprocessed Waste, Products tested for
ACM and products awaiting testing for ACM. The unprocessed waste stockpiles will be clearly
separated from the processed waste by a minimum of 3m distance. Where it is not possible for
separation by distance, an impermeable barrier will be installed to ensure no cross-contamination of
stockpiles. Clearly visible and legible signage is to be installed in proximity of the stockpiles.

The structures on the north-east portion of the Site are intended to be utilised as a lunchroom,
amenity block for Site staff, and a processing and maintenance shed. Current plumbing and effluent
systems are in place within this area, it is proposed that these will receive a renovation prior to use.

4,2 Equipment and Machinery

The equipment and machinery that will be utilised onsite as part of the proposed operations include;

= Screener;
= 2 x Excavators; and
= Loader.

Due to the nature of the Demolition materials recycling process, equipment must undergo continual
maintenance and/or repair. Ancillary equipment may be brought on-site from time to time as
needed. It is proposed that the number of pieces of primary equipment operational on-site at any
one time will not exceed the above.
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4.3 Site Management & Staffing

The day-to-day running of the site shall be overseen by the Site Supervisor. The Site Supervisor is
directly responsible for management of all activities at the site, including:

e directing staff duties;

s co-ordinating all demolition materials onsite;
e dust controls;

® noise controls; and

e documentation control.

Table 1 provides details of the specific roles employee is expected to carry out.

1 | Loading of materials prior to screening/processing
Removal of un-conforming materials/ACM from site 0
e |nspection of the load post tipping o
2 | Stockpiling of C&D waste at the Site
* Inspection of material as it is stockpiled o] o|o0
3 ACM containment on site
* |f affected load from onsite to be sorted by screener is
deemed to be suitable for manual hand-picking of affected o o] o
area
» |f affected load to be sorted by screener is deemed to be
heavily contaminated, or contaminants cannot be removed o o] o|lo|o|o
by manual labour.
4 Storage of ACM material on site o
e Removal of ACM from site
5 Material processin
P 8 (o] o] o]
Stockpiling material
6 piling o o o
7 | Inspection of processed material o
Asbestos Management Plan
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The training that onsite personnel will undertake (as part of induction formalities), will include detailed
familiarisation with this AMP, as well as other associated management plans for noise and dust. Each
employee will be provided with a copy of these plans and will be required to agree to work within the
methodologies detailed in each document. Records of this process shall be retained on-site.
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5 Source-Site Asbestos Management Procedures

The risk of encountering asbestos must be managed throughout the entire processing and stockpiling
process onsite. At point of origin, asbestos is managed in the following way:

Pre-demolition

1. Training
2. Pre-Demolition Inspection
3.  Removal of Ashestos (where present)
4. Clearance Inspection
Demolition

1. Mechanical Demolition — Visual Inspection by Site Supervisor and Demolition Crew

Transport onsite

1. Loading of demolished material to be transported to material acceptance and processing area
—Visual Inspection by Truck Driver and Excavator Operator

All asbestos material encountered should be managed in accordance with the following documents:

e  NOHSC:2002 (2005) Code of Practice for the Safe Removal of Asbestos

. NOHSC:2018 (2005) Code of Practice for the Management and Control of Ashestos in
Workplaces

e  Worksafe (2010) Code of Practice: How to Manage and Control Asbestos in the Workplace

*  Worksafe (2010) Code of Practice: How to Safely Remove Asbestos

e DEC(2007) Disposal of Material Containing Asbestos

5.1 Training

All Site-Supervisors and experienced personnel are required to undergo an Asbestos training course
which involves training and education on the following:

e |egislation:

o Occupational Safety and Health Regulations (1996) in regard to demolition
Occupational Safety and Health Regulations (1996) in regard to friable asbestos removal
Department of Health Guidelines
Department of Environment and Conservation guidelines for the remediation of
contaminated sites
WA Occupational Safety and Health Act 1984
WA Occupational Safety and Health Regulations 1996
NOHSC:2002 (2005) Code of practice
NOHSC:2018 (2018) Code of practice
National standard for construction work

O 0 o

O 0O 0O 0 o
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All other employees attend a course and receive training on:

Duty of Care:

o Employers

o Employees

o Self-employed people

o Principals (people who engage Contractors)
Terms Used to Describe Asbestos
Types of Ashestos
Various Uses of Ashestos
Fibre Size
Health Risks
Risk Management
Identifying the hazard - Asbestos in domestic premises
Types of Hazards Safety, Health: Assess the Risk
Risk Assessment Matrix
Controlling the risk
Hierarchy of control:

o Elimination

o Substitution

o lIsolation

o Engineering controls

o Administrative controls
Protective clothing and equipment
Safe work method statements (SWMS)
Restricted Asbestos License Training Outline
Removal and disposal

"_ SERS

Employers must ensure that controls are used to protect workers’ safety and health.

Planning - Asbestos:
o Procedures
o Preparation
o Removals
Procedures: Clean up — Tools, Workers
Disposal of waste
Obtaining a restricted asbestos licence from WorkSafe

Types of Asbestos

Friable and Non-Friable Asbestos
Products containing Asbestos
Health hazards of Asbestos
Exposure Standards for Ashestos
Risks from Asbestos Exposure

Asbestos Management Plan
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e  Regulations relating to removing Asbestos
e (lasses of Licences to remove Asbestos

¢  Codes of Practice relating to Asbestos

¢  Removal methods for Asbestos Cement

. Personal Protective Equipment

*  Public Awareness

Records are kept of all employees with the above accreditation and copies of Training Records have
been provided to DWER. Refresher training courses will be provided to employees where
appropriate to ensure they have a clear understanding and awareness of the environmental and
asbestos related issues.

In order to maintain awareness of the practices and procedures on site, a toolbox meeting will be
held on site every morning. This will be conducted by the site supervisor.

5.1.1 Legislation
The Occupational Safety and Health Act and Regulations (1996) cover the safety and health of
workers handling asbhestos cement (AC) building products. Safe removal of ACM products is
specifically referred to in Regulation 5.50. Regulation 5.50 specifically requires that any work
involving asbestos cement building materials at the workplace is to be done in accordance with the
Code of Practice on Safe Removal of Asbestos [NOHSC:2002(2005)] and the Health (Asbestos)
Regulations 1992 (Western Australia).

5.1.2 Hazards
Fibrous cement products installed before 1987 may contain asbestos, whereas similar building
products manufactured and sold today do not contain asbestos fibres. Careful visual inspection
and microscopic examination by experienced assessors is the only way to confirm whether fibrous
materials contain asbestos. Visual inspections are carried out by suitably qualified and experienced

staff, having undergone the relevant training.

Identifying, assessing and controlling hazards during ACM removal and disposal is jointly achieved
through consultation and co-operation between the employer, employees, project management
staff, other contractors, and safety and health representatives.

A significant hazard can be created if power tools are used for cutting, drilling, sanding, grinding or
sawing ACM products and employees are trained not to do so. Power tools are never used on ACM
products, albeit for the removal of screws and the use of jackhammers for the removal of vinyl
floor tiles. Safe work procedures are implemented and followed at all stages of the removal and
disposal of ACM products. The use of high-pressure equipment to clean material that contains
asbestos material is also strictly prohibited.
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Although the risks to humans from installed and undisturbed ACM products are negligible, surface
weathering of ACM products can lead to the release of asbestos fibres during removal, therefore
the following safe work procedures outlined below must be adhered to.

Where there is uncertainty as to whether a material is asbestos or ACM, it will be treated as
asbestos and removed/isolated.

5.1.3 Safe Work Procedures
These safe work procedures are followed when removing and isolating ACM onsite:

e When ACM building products are being removed and isolated, signs and barriers are
erected to warn of the danger and to prevent unauthorised access during works.

e  ACM will be removed from the site as soon as reasonably practicable.

o All personnel involved in the non-friable ACM isolation and removal are required to wear
disposable coveralls and a Class P2 disposable mask.

e ACM products are moved gently to prevent breakage and are lowered to the ground safely
and are not permitted to be dropped.

e ACM are stacked on polythene sheeting, then wrapped and sealed into bundles for disposal
and placed directly into disposal bins that have been lined with polythene sheeting and
sealed for disposal.

s All waste containing asbestos is kept wet, wrapped in polythene or otherwise sealed, and
removed from the site as soon as practical.

* Used disposable coveralls and masks are placed into bags for disposal with other asbestos
waste.

5.1.4 Disposal at Landfill Sites
Within the metropolitan area, ACM waste must be disposed of in accordance with the
requirements of the Health (Asbestos) Regulations 1992.

Asbestos-handling risk assessments and procedures outlined in this document are utilised at all
times. At the conclusion of the removal of ACM, the site is inspected against the initial inspection
log to ensure that all hazardous materials identified have been removed. Disposal tip dockets shall
be retained as evidence of appropriate disposal.

5.2 Maechanical Demolition and Visual Inspection by Site Supervisor and Demolition Crew

Once the mechanical demolition of the structure and hardstand has occurred, the pile of
demolished material is further inspected for the presence of any residual ACM. This material will
be segregated while demolition activities are occurring i.e. segregated metal piles, segregated
rubble piles, segregated mixed unprocessed piles. This is done in order to minimise onsite transport
of mixed loads and increase efficiency of disposal.

It is standard practice that where the presence of ACM is identified following mechanical-
demolition, remedial action is required. A suitable risk assessment is carried out which primarily
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identifies the immediate, short-term and long-term risks both to personnel and the overall
recycling process in the manner of contamination of otherwise re-useable material.

At the conclusion of the risk assessment one of the following remedial options applies:
Option 1

Manual hand-picking of the affected area with appropriate handling measures. All ACM is bagged
and disposed of to regulatory requirements. Prior to further mechanical works being undertaken
on the site, an inspection is carried out and the processis repeated until no ACM is visually detected
within the rubble. Appropriate PPE and signage are used at all times.

Option 2

If the affected area cannot be isolated and is not suitable for hand-picking, all of the demolished
rubble and structure is categorised as Class 1, Asbestos Contaminated and is disposed of as follows:

The affected area is suitably wet-down, then mechanically loaded onto suitably lined semi-tippers
for disposal at a landfill facility that accepts asbestos waste. The liner is then sealed, the load is
dampened and then covered with an appropriate membrane for transportation as per the Code of
Practice for the Safe Removal of Asbestos (NOHSC:2002 (2005)). Appropriate PPE and signage is
used at all times.

If at any time during the demolition process material becomes visible and it is unclear if it's ACM it
will be treated as asbestos and removed from site in accordance with option 1 or option 2 as
appropriate.

5.3 onsite Loading of C&D material — Visual Inspection by Truck Driver and Excavator Operator

Each bucket loaded into the semi-tipper trailers is inspected by the excavator operator conducting
the loading and also the truck driver overseeing the loading. Additionally, once each semi-tipper is
loaded, the remaining pile is visually inspected by the excavator operator, aiming to identify any
hazardous material that may have been uncovered during the loading process.
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6 On-site Asbestos Management Procedures

The nature of historical ACM use means it is sometimes hidden within building facades constructed
prior to 1987, leaving the potential for it to be found within C&D waste. All C&D waste will be subject
to the management process detailed below, to ensure there is negligible risk to on-site employees and
that any material used as fill meets stringent criteria set by the Department of Health (Guidelines for
the Assessment, Remediation and Management of Asbestos-contaminated Sites in Western Australia,
2009).

Asbestos management is thus required as part of the remainder of the screening process as follows:

Identification

e ACM Containment;
a. ACM on-site
b. The Transport and Disposal of ACM

Processing and storage
e Feeding Screener

® Stockpiling processed rubble

Inspection
o Daily visual inspection

¢ Remedial action (if required)

6.1 Screening operations

C&D materials will be deposited into the loader onsite to be taken to the screener where they will be
treated with dust suppression methods throughout the works, such as wetting down. As the materials
are transported to the screener it will not be permitted to mix with other demolition materials onsite.
As the demolition materials are transferred to the processing area, suitably qualified personnel will
inspect them for any ACM materials. The original location of the demolition materials will be noted by
onsite personnel. If hazardous materials are found within the materials the following actions will be
taken:

e The materials shall be isolated and will be clearly marked with the words “CAUTION
ASBESTOS”

* The likelihood is that the presence of hazardous materials shall be low as the materials have
previously undergone asbestos management measures. During this process, if the removal
uncovers more hazardous materials than expected, then the entire load shall be treated as
contaminated and the load shall be mechanically loaded onto semi-tipper trailers which will
be clearly marked with the words “CAUTION ASBESTOS”, for disposal at a licensed Landfill
facility that accepts asbestos. Prior to the asbestos waste being removed from site, the site
supervisor will contact the asbestos landfill facility to inform the landfill that the load contains
asbestos. Whilst loading, the proposed semi-tipper trailer shall be suitably wet down and once
loading is complete, the trailer shall be covered with a membrane prior to transportation off-
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site. This membrane shall cover the entire load as to prevent any dust fragments leaving the
vessel during transportation.

s |f asbestos material is found that is fibrous, friable or asbestos fines are evident, then the
demolition of the impacted area shall be halted, and the advice of a qualified Environmental

Consultant shall be sought before any further works proceed.

6.2 Stockpiling of C&D material

During the off-loading of material to the stockpiles, the material usually needs to be further managed
to form the stockpile. The operator of the loader/excavator will do this by carefully displacing each
bucket in a fashion so as not to release airborne fibres and, where possible, the operator will inspect
each bucket as it is moved. If an operator finds asbestos present in any excavator bucket, or within a
stockpile, the following procedures will be enacted:

* Operation of the loader is to cease, and a further inspection is undertaken.
¢ One of the options below will be applied.

Management measures are decided according to the Asbestos Risk Matrix for Asbestos in Rubble,
shown in Appendix D, and the options for management are outlined below, according to the extent
of asbestos contamination:

6.2.1 The Storage of ACM on-site

ACM shall be immediately dispatched from the site once isolated and contained. If this is not possible,
ACM shall be stored in a dedicated ACM-waste skip on site when it is not possible to immediately
dispatch it from site. The skip shall be in good condition and be double-lined with heavy-duty plastic
sheeting (200 pm gauge) before any ACM is placed into it. The skip shall be kept damp to minimise
the generation of airborne asbestos fibres. The skip shall be secured when not in use with a lockable
lid. Once the skip has been filled to its adequate limit, the contents shall be completely sealed with
plastic sheeting.

6.2.2 The Transport and Disposal of ACM

Once the actions outlined in Section 6.2.1 have been conducted in its entirety, the skip shall be
transported by truck to an approved asbestos-accepting landfill. Prior to the removal of the asbestos
material from the site, the site supervisor will contact the licenced asbestos disposal landfill to inform
them that the load contains asbestos. All landfill dockets shall be retained on site as evidence of
appropriate disposal.

6.3 Feeding screener

During the mechanical feeding of the screener, the operator will visually inspect the contents of the
excavator bucket and also the stockpile from which the material is being loaded. If at any point either
employee visually identifies suspect material, the following two methods shall apply:

Asbestos Management Plan
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e The Emergency Stop button on the Screener shall be engaged immediately
e Loading of the screener shall cease

Method 1- For small amounts of ACM found

e A further inspection of the material and all working stockpiles shall be undertaken
e Signage and barriers, indicating the removal of asbestos is being undertaken, shall be set up
until the area is deemed free of visible ACM.

At the conclusion of the above being carried out, a competent person, with qualifications and

experience in the identification of asbestos will ensure that the following is applied:

e All the necessary personal protective equipment and respiratory protective equipment shall
be utilised by all employees whilst undertaking ACM removal.

s All ACM shall be sprayed with water to moisten materials, but not with sufficient pressure to
release fibres upon impact with the ACM.

e Manual hand-picking of the affected area shall be undertaken with appropriate handling
measures put into practice.

* The ACM shall be removed in sections (where possible)

e All ACM shall be immediately bagged (heavy duty 200 pm gauge polyethylene, labelled
‘CAUTION- ASBESTOS’ and sealed) and disposed of to regulatory requirements.

e Prior to further mechanical works or excavation of the stockpile, inspection to be carried out
and process repeated until no ACM is visually detected within the rubble to be loaded out.

s At the conclusion of the removal of all suspected ACM, the stockpile area will then be further
inspected to ensure that all ACM has been removed. If this inspection finds additional material
that wasn’t previously sighted this shall prompt Method 1 or Method 2 to be repeated until all
visible ACM is removed.

e This inspection process is to be repeated until such time as all visible ACM has been removed.

Method 2- For medium and large amounts of ACM found.

e The Emergency Stop button on the screener shall be engaged immediately

¢ |oading of the screener shall cease

e A further inspection of the material upon the screener and all working stockpiles shall be
undertaken.

e Signage and barriers, indicating the removal of asbestos is being undertaken, shall be set up
until the area is deemed free of visible ACM.

At the conclusion of the above being carried out, a competent person, with qualifications and

experience in the identification of asbestos will ensure that the following is applied:

e All the necessary personal protective equipment and respiratory protective equipment shall
be utilised by all employees.

e Al ACM shall be sprayed with water prior to being loaded. Water will not be sprayed with such
force that fibres are released upon impact.

o |[f the affected area is identified as an isolated ACM containing area that is not suitable for hand
picking, the entire affected area will be categorised as Class 1 Asbestos Contaminated and
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treated as an ACM work area and shall be demarcated accordingly with adequate signage and
barriers.

e The dampened ACM material shall be removed whole (as much as possible) and placed
carefully into a lined (heavy duty 200 um gauge polyethylene) trailer.

& The loaded trailer shall then be dampened prior to the liner being sealed and covered with an
appropriate membrane for transportation to an appropriate landfill facility. The membrane
shall cover the entire load and does not allow any dust or fragments to leave the vessel during
transportation.

e The affected area shall then be mechanically loaded onto suitably lined semi-tippers for
disposal at an appropriately licensed landfill facility.

e At the conclusion of the removal of all suspected ACM, the stockpile(s) shall then be inspected
further to ensure that all ACM has been removed. If this inspection finds additional material
that wasn’t previously sighted, or the removal procedures have not been carried out correctly,
this shall prompt Method 1 or Method 2 to be repeated until all visible ACM is removed.

e This inspection process is to be repeated until such time as all visible ACM has been removed.

All stockpiles will be isolated and inspected by a competent person.

6.4 Daily Visual inspection of Material

At the conclusion of each batch processed, the stockpiles of material should be visually inspected by
a competent individual(s) for the presence of ashestos material.

If asbestos is present, the following steps will be taken;

* The stockpile is isolated and flagged
*  Method 1 or Method 2 applied (described earlier)

Asbestos Management Plan
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7 Sampling and Monitoring

7.1 Procedures for recording incidents of ashestos contamination on site

The procedures that have been set in place through this management system ensure that it is unlikely
that asbestos will be present on site due to the age of the building. However, all incidence of ashestos
contamination will be recorded, and the details will be made available to the DWER, DoH, WorkSafe
and the independent auditor upon request.

The form attached in Attachment 3 will be used to record all such incidents.

7.2 Review of the Asbestos Management Plan

This plan is a comprehensive management framework to remove asbestos from the demolition of all
hardstand and structures on Site. The methods set out in the AMP are the most up to date at this time.
Should management practices or technologies change the AMP will be revised as a matter of urgency
to reflect the revised practices. Before any changes are put into practice on site approval will be sought
from the Department of Health and the DWER.
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Figures

1. Site Location
2. Surrounding Sensitive Receptors
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Appendices

1. Source-site Asbestos Inspection Checklist
2. Risk Matrix for Asbestos in Rubble
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BRAJKOVICH DEMOLITION & SALVAGE PTY LTD

ABN: 68 125 556 167

ASBESTOS INSPECTION & CLEARANCE CERTIFICATE

SITE ADDRESS:

SITE DESCRIPTION:

(i.e. house, brick, tile etc)

AC REMOVAL SUPERVISOR (NAME):

DATE REMOVED:

LOCATION OF AC

AC
PRESENT
/N

AC
REMOVED
Y/N/NA

COMMENTS

CLEARED
v

WALLS EXTERIOR

WALLS INTERIOR

EAVES

VINYL FLOORING

ELECTRIC. BOARDS

SHEDS/QUTBUILDINGS

FENCES

OTHER

ALL ASBESTOS REMOVAL WORKS CARRIED OUT TO AUSTRALIAN STANDARDS: Y/N:
DISPOSAL LOCATION: DOCKET #:
SAMPLE AC RESULTS (if applicable)- DETAILS or RESULT #:

CLEARANCE BY: CLEARAMNCE DATE:

SIGNATURE:

Motes: *This clearance is a post AC removal, pre mechanical demolition clearance.

*This clearance does not take into consideration any buried or concealed AC products on this property.
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Appendix B. Risk Matrix for Asbestos in Rubble

Revision Number:
Date:
Site details
Accessed by: Signed by:
Determine the consequence/exposure to fibre
5 4 3 2 1
g Very limited
Asbestos in People exposure Confined exposure | Short term exposure | Long term exposure | Indefinate exposure
Rubble/Stockpile
Risk Matrix 1 _ Shorttem |yt term impact to | Long tem impact to | Long tem impact to
Environment moac;gsmail large area small area large area Permanent consequence
Community Concem Immediate workers Site specific Muitiple sites Whole of process
o A |Extent of AC not ascertainable High
é H B |AC part visable in larger area Hi High
53 C | AC part visable in confined area
g 2 D |AC all visable in larger area High
! E |AcC all visabie in confined area High High
Step 1 Determine the severity of the consequence/exposure Step 4: Develop control measures using heirachy of controls

Step 2:

Step 3 Analyse the true risk (Extreme, High, Moderate, Low)

Low to moderate risk will facilitate hand picking of affected area.

Determine the likelyhood that the hazard will cause an incident

Moderate to High risk will facilitate localised loading out of material to AC landfill facility.
High to Extreme risk will facilitate bulk removal to an approved AC landfil facility.

Step 5: Determine the residual risk (Steps 1-3 above)

. sers
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Contact Officer : Luke Harris (08) 9411 3444
Our Ref: DA19/0686 - 6018185

f—‘“{%

28 May 2020

Site Environmental And Remediation Services
281 Newcastle Street
NORTHBRIDGE WA 6003

Industry — General (Licensed) (Solid Waste Depot, Transfer Station, Salvage Yard,
and Transport Depot)
200 Barrington Street BIBRA LAKE WA 6163

| refer to your application dated 10/09/2019 for the above and advise that the proposed
development has been conditionally approved in accordance with the attached Notice of
Determination on Application for Planning Approval. This approval was granted pursuant
to clause 68 of the Planning and Development (Local Planning Schemes) Regulations
2015 under the requirements for development approval stipulated in clause 60.
Delegated authority was exercised by clause 82 of the Planning and Development
(Local Planning Schemes) Regulations 2015.

Should you be aggrieved by this determination, there is a right of review by the State
Administrative Tribunal under Part 14 of the Planning and Development Act 2005, The
application for review must be submitted within 28 days of the date of this decision to the
State Administrative Tribunal, 6" Floor, 565 Hay Street, Perth. It is recommended that
you contact the State Administrative Tribunal for further details (telephone 9219 3111) or
via website: www.sat.justice.wa.gov.au.

Planning 'approval does not remove the need for any other approvals, licences or
permits that may be required.

&

Luke Harris
SENIOR PLANNING OFFICER
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REF No: DA19/0686 - 6018185 Issue Date: 28 May 2020

NOTICE OF DETERMINATION ON APPLICATION FOR DEVELOPMENT APPROVAL
PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT ACT 2005

Description of proposed development: Industry — General (Licensed) (Solid Waste

Depot, Transfer Station, Salvage Yard, and Transport Depot)

APPROVAL TO COMMENCE DEVELOPMENT

Owner Name & Address  Demo Investment 6 Pty Ltd
1686 Great Northern Highway UPPER SWAN WA 6069

LOCATION: 200 Barrington Street BIBRA LAKE WA 6163

LOT: 39 PLAN/DIAGRAM: P/3699
FOLIO NO: 866 VOL NO: 1135
Application Date: 10/09/2019 Received on: 12/09/2019

The application for development approval is approved subject to the following
conditions:

CONDITIONS

1. The development must be carried out in accordance with the details of this
application as approved herein, and any approved plan.

2. All stormwater must be contained and disposed of on-site, to the satisfaction of the
City of Cockburn.

3. No building or construction activities shall be carried out before 7:00am or after
7:00pm, Monday to Saturday, and not at all on Sundays or Public Holidays.

4. Crossovers are to be located and constructed to the City's specifications. Redundant
crossovers shall be removed and the verge reinstated prior to or at the time of the
installation of the approved new crossover(s).

5. Prior to the commencement of the use hereby approved, the parking bay/s,
driveway/s, points of ingress and egress and all internal roads shall be sealed,
kerbed, drained, line marked and made available for use in accordance with the
approved plans.

6. No crushing of materials is permitted on site.
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7. The stockpiles must not exceed 4m in height.

8. The car parking areas, access ways and landscaping located in front of the building
shall be maintained to the satisfaction of the City, and shall not to be used for storage

of any type.

9. Landscaping including verge planting shall be installed, reticulated and/or irrigated in
accordance with the approved plan and maintained thereafter to the satisfaction of
the City. The landscaping shall be implemented during the first available planting
season post completion of development and any species which fail to establish within
a period of 12 months from planting shall be replaced to the satisfaction of the City.

10.All earthworks, cleared land and batters must be stabilised to prevent sand or dust
blowing to the satisfaction of the City.

11. Dust monitoring and recording of dust nuisance must be undertaken as detailed in
the Dust Management Plan entitled “Dust Management Plan — 200 Barrington Street,
Bibra Lake reference 00424_DMP_AC_120919".

12.Records of dust monitoring must be maintained on site and made available for
inspection by Council officers should complaints be received.

13.1f dust is detected at adjacent premises and is deemed to be a nuisance by the City,
then any process, equipment and/or activities that are causing the dust nuisance
shall be stopped until the process, equipment and or activity has been altered to
prevent the dust to the satisfaction of the City.

14. All operations on site must be in accordance with the acoustic report by Herring
Storer Acoustics entitled ‘Licence and Works Approval Application Noise
Assessment dated December 2019’

15.No wash-down of plant, vehicles or equipment is permitted on the
premises. Industrial, commercial or wash-down wastes shall not enter stormwater
disposal systems or otherwise be discharged to the environment.

16.All asbestos material must be handled in accordance with the asbestos management
plan entitled “Asbestos Management Plan — 200 Barrington Street, Bibra Lake
Reference: 00424_AMP_AC_110919" dated 11 September 2019.

FOOTNOTES

a) This is a Planning Approval only and does not remove the responsibility of the
applicant/owner to comply with all relevant building, health and engineering
requirements of the City, or with any requirements of the City of Cockburn Town
Planning Scheme No. 3, or with the requirements of any external agency.
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b) The development shall comply with the requirements of the Building Code of
Australia.

c) In regard to condition 2, the applicant is advised that the drainage on site must be
designed to contain a 1 in 100 year 24 hour storm event.

d) In regard to Condition 14, any changes to the proposed equipment (being 2X
Excavators, 1X screen, 1X loader) or hours of operation (being Monday to Saturday
0700-1800 hours) documented in the approved report requires further approval from
the City to ensure noise levels will comply.

Note 1:  If the development the subject of this approval is not substantially commenced
within a period of 2 years, or such other period as specified in the approval
after the date of the decision, the approval shall lapse and be of no further
effect.

Note 2.  Where an approval has so lapsed, no development shall be carried out
without the further approval of the Council having first been sought and
obtained. .

Note 3:  If the applicant or owner is aggrieved by this determination there is a right of
review by the State Administrative Tribunal in accordance with the Planning
and Development Act 2005 Part 14. An application must be made within 28
days of determination.

&

SIGNED: DATED: 28/05/2020

LukeHarrls .......................................................................................
SENIOR PLANNING OFFICER
for and on behalf of the City of Cockburn.
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Schedule of Submissions

DA20/0973 — 200 Barrington Street, Bibra Lake

| believe the City of Cockburn has recently received proposed business activities from
Brajkovich Demolition & Salvage Pty Ltd situated at 200 Barrington Street, Bibra Lake.

For many years, residents and local businesses have been strongly opposed to similar works
carried out by Sims Metal on this site.

The site is in direct view of local residents and less than 350m from residential properties.
Apart from the works carried out by such a business including the use of heavy machinery, it
appears two crushers have been installed.

When Sims Metal was in situ, one crusher was in operation and this was removed due to noise
and dust concerns of residents and businesses.

The operations of the company were so disruptive, the Yangebup Progress Association also
assisted residents to overcome the noise created by the crushing works.

It would now appear completely illogical to allow two more of the same crushing machines to
be allowed on the site when it was previously advocated for one to be removed. Irrespective of
noise suppression devices used, it still is far closer than the minimum 1000m from residents.
The noise created from the works would still impact those within the 1000m radius and the
reverberation and echoing effects of noise would certainly be detrimental to the noise pollution
in the area.

The noise, dust and ground pollution caused by this will be unacceptable, especially when
taking into account the fact that the operator of the site has had multiple issues in the past with
running illegal operations and illegal treatment of asbestos. They clearly cannot be trusted to
do the right thing. Their own environmental reports recommend a 1000m buffer to residential
areas, which this location does not provide. The location of our home will often end up
downwind from this site, causing us to have even more issues with dust than we already do
and will affect the health of hundreds of households in the area. This should be seen as

No. | Name & Address Submission Officer’s
Response
1 Name & Address | Objection 1. Regarding the
Withheld 1000m buffer

distance the
Environmental
Protection
Authorities
Statement No. 3 -
Separation
Distances
between Industrial
and Sensitive
Land Uses
indicates that the
separation
distance is a
guide and can be
altered provided
that the applicant
provides
appropriate
scientific based
reports for
consideration as
part of an
application.

2. Regarding the
comments related
to noise
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unacceptable. It is unfathomable that this is even being given consideration. emissions from
the site the
concerns are
noted. The
applicant has
provided an
Acoustic Report to
supplement the
application,
however the City
has found it to be
deficient and the
document has not
been supported.

3. Regarding the
comments related
to dust emissions
from the site the
concerns are
noted. The
applicant has
provided a Dust
Management Plan
to supplement the
application,
however the City
has found it to be
deficient and the
document has not
been supported.

4. Regarding the
previous
undertakings of
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the owner of the
property this is not
something that
can be considered
through a
development
application. Each
proposal is
required to be
assessed based
on its own merits
against relevant
legislation
irrespective of the
owner/applicant.

5. Regarding the
consideration of
the application
there are no
statutory controls
that would prohibit
an individual from
lodging an
application with
the City. The City
is required to
undertake an
assessment of
any proposal that
is lodged and
issue a
determination.

2 Leigh Chatt

Objection

6. Regarding the
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10 Banksia Place,
YANGEBUP

| believe the City of Cockburn has recently received proposed business activities from
Brajkovich Demolition & Salvage Pty Ltd. situated at 200 Barrington Street, Bibra Lake.

For many years, residents and local businesses have been strongly opposed to similar works
carried out by Sims Metal on this site.

The site is in direct view of local residents and less than 350m from residential properties.
Apart from the works carried out by such a business including the use of heavy machinery, it
appears two crushers have been installed.

When Sims Metal was in situ, one crusher was in operation and this was removed due to noise
and dust concerns of residents and businesses.

The operations of the company were so disruptive, the Yangebup Progress Association also
assisted residents to overcome the noise created by the crushing works.

It would now appear completely illogical to allow two more of the same crushing machines to
be allowed on the site when it was previously advocated for one to be removed. Irrespective of
noise suppression devices used, it still is far closer than the minimum 1000m from residents.
The noise created from the works would still impact those within the 1000m radius and the
reverberation and echoing effects of noise would certainly be detrimental to the noise pollution
in the area.

| would like to alert you to a concern of residents and businesses of Yangebup regarding a
development application at 200 Barrington St Bibra Lake. The application is for two crushers to
be installed on site for processing concrete. Below are some of the concerns raised regarding
the application:

1 Operator concerns

1.1 - This operator (Brajkovich Landfill & Recycling Pty Ltd) has a history of licence breaches
over the past decade at multiple sites across the metropolitan area. This includes sites
contaminated with asbestos and silica. It is likely that past behaviour is a strong indicator of
future behaviour.

buffer distances
please see
response point 1.

7. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.

8. Regarding the
comments related
to the
owner/applicant
please see
response point 4.

9. Regarding the
comments relating
to the current
works undertaken
on site the owner
has been
developing the
land in
accordance with
the previous
approval issued
for the property.
The City has
corresponded with
the owner and
advised them that
any works on the
site can only be
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1.2 - It would appear that the operator is already stockpiling rubble on the proposed site before
proposal approval is given.

1.3 - Materials accepted at the site will be received from multiple clients. This reduces control
over what is actually received at the site until after it has been received and sorted. Although
the Site Environmental & Remediation Services (SERS) report states non conforming materials
will be isolated and removed from site, this is unlikely to be possible in all instances. That is
because sorting is reported to occur with heavy machinery and visual inspection while loads
are still in trucks or being tipped in bulk. Non conferming materials will inevitably be missed and
processed along with conforming materials. It is completely naive to assume this will not
happen.

1.3 - Further concern is that the visual inspection is to be completed by the truck driver post-
tipping (as per SERS report 5.1.1) not a visual inspection by the operator supervisor or staff of
the facility.

2. Location

2.1 The proposed site is within approximately 400 metres of the nearest residential property.
Regulations for this type of work must be over 1000m from residential areas.

This type of processing impacts residents in multiple ways, of which some are listed (but not
limited to); Dust, Health and Noise.

2.2 The proposed site at 200 Barrington Street Bibra Lake, is zoned as Industrial however this
location is more suitable to Commercial or Light Industrial not Heavy Industrial such as a
demolition crushing and processing plant. This is evidenced by the Cockburn Commercial Park
just across the road from this site. Council should be seeking to reduce heavy industrial activity
in this area, not increasing it.

2.3 This type of industrial and processing plant is better suited to a location such as, Latitude
32 that is designed for the purpose of establishing dedicated industrial areas without heavy
impact to local residents. Other suitable locations could be Kwinana Industrial strip or Naval
Base, again where impact to residential areas is minimised.

3. Environment

Dust

3.1 There is documented information that at the previous site where this operator was located,
testing showed particles of asbestos and silica beyond the boundary fence. Given the previous
site (located in Wattleup) was considerably larger than the proposed site at 200 Barrington
Street, Bibra Lake it is not a possibility, but a probability that residents within a Tkm radius will

undertaken in
accordance with
the previous
approval at this
time.

10. Regarding the
comments relating
to the inspection
of loads the
concerns are
noted. The
applicant has
stated that they
will operate the
site in accordance
with a previously
submitted
Asbestos
Management
Plan, however the
City has noted
that it has not
been prepared in
accordance with
the latest
guidelines and is
deficient in terms
of information.
The document
has not been
accepted.

11. Regarding the
comments relating
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be exposed to an unacceptable health risk, should the plant be approved. News articles:
https://www.abc.net.au/.../wattleup-residents.../2654294
https.//thewest.com.au/.../probe-into-alleged-asbestos... Extract from Hansard 17/03/2011
hitps://mww.parliament.wa.gov.au/.../A38%2051%2020110317...

Water

3.2 This site (200 Barrington Street, Bibra Lake) has previously been noted as a contaminated
site requiring remediation. Yangebup has a very high water table level as evidenced by our
local lakes and swamps. Run off from the rubble stockpiled and processed at this plant will
inevitably end up in our ground water along with any previous contamination that has not been
remedied from the previous uses on the site. This can only have a detrimental impact on our
local environment and wildlife.

Noise

3.3 The impact of having heavy haulage tip trucks transporting and tipping up to 100,000
tonnes of building rubble and waste per annum is obvious to local residents and needs to be
considered. This is without the noise of the plant operation machinery, which as per the SERS
report (1.3) has approved equipment to be utilised onsite includes the following: 1 x McClosky
R155 Screener; 2 x Daewoo 225 (22.5tonne) Excavators; and 1 x Komatsu 480 Loader. As
part of this application, the following equipment is proposed: 1 x Kleeman 120 Drill Crusher;
and 1 x McClosky Impact Crusher.

| am not opposed to companies performing this type of industrial business but it needs to be in
the correct location, 200 Barrington Street Bibra Lake is certainly not the correct location for
this type of industry.

The site is far too close to residential area for the type of work being proposed. The Noise
mitigation information does not address reverberation affects only line of sight estimations.
Much of the noise created will be detrimental to the area. The dust mitigation strategy does not
sufficiently manage cement dust and the harmful chemicals and composition. The crusher that
was previously on this site was objected for years by residents and resident groups and would
seems illogical to be allowed to continue that type of work that is more suited to heavy
industrial areas.

to the
appropriateness
of the site the land
is zoned ‘Industry’
under the City's
Town Planning
Scheme No. 3. An
Industry General
(Licensed) land
use is a use that
can be considered
on the site.

12. Regarding
concerns relating
to dust please see
response point 3.

13. Regarding the
water table review
of the topography
of the site against
the approximate
location of the
water table by
City officers has
determined that
there is a 33m
separation
between the
surface and water
table. On this
basis the City
would not be
concerned about
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contamination of
ground water.

14. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.

Cheryl Hoskin

1 The Ridge,
YANGEBUP

Objection

| believe the City of Cockburn has recently received proposed business activities from
Brajkovich Demolition & Salvage Pty Ltd. situated at 200 Barrington Street, Bibra Lake.

For many years, residents and local businesses have been strongly opposed to similar works
carried out by Sims Metal on this site.

The site is in direct view of local residents and less than 350m from residential properties.
Apart from the works carried out by such a business including the use of heavy machinery, it
appears two crushers have been installed.

When Sims Metal was in situ, one crusher was in operation and this was removed due to noise
and dust concerns of residents and businesses.

The operations of the company were so disruptive, the Yangebup Progress Association also
assisted residents to overcome the noise created by the crushing works.

It would now appear completely illogical to allow two more of the same crushing machines to
be allowed on the site when it was previously advocated for one to be removed. Irrespective of
noise suppression devices used, it still is far closer than the minimum 1000m from residents.
The noise created from the works would still impact those within the 1000m radius and the
reverberation and echoing effects of noise would certainly be detrimental to the necise pollution
in the area.

Good Morning,
| am not going to sound very intelligent nor am | going to try and pretend to sound intelligent.

| do not often if at all complain about council choices as | feel very fortunate to live in Cockburn.

| was raised in Spearwood, went to the local school and high-school and now have raised my
child in a nearby neighborhood and also went to Spearwood. We shop locally, live locally,

15. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.

16. Regarding
concerns relating
to dust please see
response point 3.

17. Regarding the
buffer distances
please see
response point 1.
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participate in family events locally and life is changing.

Along with the changes to the roads, shopping centers, schools and amount of traffic in general
we have noise pollution and dust pollution getting worse. | can't keep up with the dust that gets
into the house; over my car nor in my lungs. While | accept Cockburn Cement has been here
for what feels like a hundred years so you know a certain amount of dust is going to come from
there on the wind and you accept there will be some businesses that go up over the years
which may produce noises, smells and dust there is only so much that people can live with
before it affects their health and sanity. We can't all afford to live in suburbs that do not have
work areas, let alone ones that do not produce sound and mess but these businesses can be
shared around. Instead of these businesses expanding at their current site perhaps they should
have a second location elsewhere which opens up jobs for people further out.

| could go on about all sorts of things related to the changes | am seeing and hearing or
reading about on FB that need addressing but for now this is about the above development. In
my opinion it should not go ahead based on the health and sanity of those already living here.

| thank you for your time and consideration.

4 Name & Address | Objection 18. Regarding
Withheld concerns relating
| believe the City of Cockburn has recently received proposed business activities from to noise please
Brajkovich Demolition & Salvage Pty Ltd. situated at 200 Barrington Street, Bibra Lake. see response

For many years, residents and local businesses have been strongly opposed to similar works point 2.
carried out by Sims Metal on this site.
19. Regarding

The site is in direct view of local residents and less than 350m from residential properties. concerns relating
Apart from the works carried out by such a business including the use of heavy machinery, it to dust please see
appears two crushers have been installed. response point 3.

When Sims Metal was in situ, one crusher was in operation and this was removed due to noise | 20. Regarding the

and dust concerns of residents and businesses. buffer distances
The operations of the company were so disruptive, the Yangebup Progress Association also please see
assisted residents to overcome the noise created by the crushing works. response point 1.
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It would now appear completely illogical to allow two more of the same crushing machines to
be allowed on the site when it was previously advocated for one to be removed. Irrespective of
noise suppression devices used, it still is far closer than the minimum 1000m from residents.
The noise created from the works would still impact those within the 1000m radius and the
reverberation and echoing effects of noise would certainly be detrimental to the noise pollution
in the area.

Noise at all hours of the day and night. Dust and fine particals causing health issues Too close
to residential area.

3 Panarea Crest,

| have just been made aware Brajkovich Demolition & Salvage Pty Ltd at 200 Barrington Street,

5 Sharon Graham Objection 21. Regarding the
buffer distances
No Address | believe the City of Cockburn has recently received proposed business activities from please see
Provided Brajkovich Demolition & Salvage Pty Ltd. situated at 200 Barrington Street, Bibra Lake. response point 1.

For many years, residents and local businesses have been strongly opposed to similar works
carried out by Sims Metal on this site. 22. Regarding
The site is in direct view of local residents and less than 350m from residential properties. concerns relating
Apart from the works carried out by such a business including the use of heavy machinery, it to noise please
appears two crushers have been installed. see response
When Sims Metal was in situ, one crusher was in operation and this was removed due to noise | point 2.
and dust concerns of residents and businesses.
The operations of the company were so disruptive, the Yangebup Progress Association also
assisted residents to overcome the noise created by the crushing works.
It would now appear completely illogical to allow two more of the same crushing machines to
be allowed on the site when it was previously advocated for one to be removed. Irrespective of
noise suppression devices used, it still is far closer than the minimum 1000m from residents.
The noise created from the works would still impact those within the 1000m radius and the
reverberation and echoing effects of noise would certainly be detrimental to the noise pollution
in the area.

6 Robert Ryan Objection 23. Regarding

concerns relating
to noise please

Document Set ID: 10362082
Versinn 10 VWarcinn NMate: 20/04/2094

Document Set ID: 10450079
Version: 1, Version Date: 07/05/2021

361 of 892



ltem 14.1 Attachment 11

OCM 13/05/2021

YANGEBUP

Bibra Lake are proposing to carry out works of a similar nature to Sims Metals.

Hopefully you still have it noted there the amount of opposition | put forward in relation to noise
pollution that came from that site. Thankfully since they moved on it has been somewhat better
in the area with noise pollution as | reside at 3 Panarea Crest, Yangebup.

| would like to categorically state now that | will fight to my last breath along with other people in
the area that this should not be allowed to be even considered as we purchased properties in
good faith and we should be protected by our council to live peacefully in our own homes.

Residential properties should not be impacted by noise pollution!!!

| honestly cant believe that this has been considered considering the problems associated with
noise from Sims.

| can only hope that the council respects its residents with this.
Big business versus everyday residents who just want to live in their homes without industrial

pollution. Interesting to see how the council acts for its residents in this case considering the
history with the site.

If the EPA guidelines are 1000m as a buffer reserve then I'm sure this cannot be considered.
The measures to mitigate the noise and dust will be ineffective and as history has shown this
site is not suitable for such activities. The Council really needs to consider its residents health
and wellbeing and put an end to this proposal. There are many other areas in the City of Perth
well away from residents where this can be done.

Hello,

| was hoping never to be in a position to write this email but unfortunately | am it seems.

see response
point 2.

24. Regarding the
decision to
consider the
application please
see response
point 5.

25. Regarding the
buffer distances
please see
response point 1.

26. Regarding
concerns relating
to dust please see
response point 3.
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| have been residing in my home at 3 Panarea Crest, Yangebup for the past 10 or so years and
| have to say the last 3 or so years have been a lot better without the intermittent sounds of
SIMS Metals in action.

During the time SIMS were occupying the site | had complained many times due to the noise
coming from the site and in more recent times the Timber Trades had moved a machine
outside which lead to further complaints and was since rectified. Yes, there is still noise we
hear from the Industrial area but thankfully it seems to be reasonably in check and not too
disruptive at the present time. | might go onto add that it does become more of an issue during
the winter months for whatever reason.

| have had a brief look at the reports and | shake my head reading them as they try and gloss
over the fact that people need to live inside and outside their homes, however will be subjected
to 150,000 tonnes of material goings through 2 crushers from 7am through all day long and into
the evening all year long!

I'm disgusted in how the report seems to view this site is “favourable and appropriate” when
you look at its proximity to residential homes. My property by my calculations is under 800m2
from the site and from what | can tell approximately the same height. | cant see how this could
possibly be considered by the shire considering it was evident before that SIMS was a major
cause of noise pollution. Yes the site might be zoned as Industrial but a lot of homes have
been built since the zoning was introduced.

Surely with so much focus on mental health the city need to stand up for its residents in this
case and have our health considered over the wants of business. They may say that the noise
will be at a certain level with bunding or in a shed but | can assure you the noise will travel and
the “tonality” as they like to call it will cause a huge problem for people in the area and | haven't
even touched on dust, it' not like the city has never had a problem with air pollutants and smell
from Cockburn Cement? Look at how the residents have viewed that over the years and the
lengths you have had to go to stop the bad press.

| implore you to listen to my points and to put a stop to this ridiculous plan so we can live at our
homes in peace and quiet, | wouldn't have thought it would be too much to expect.

Even in the short time it has taken me to write this email | have felt unbelievable stress &
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anxiety at the thought of what could be and the impact it will have on our lives.

| once again implore you to see common sense, look after your residents and stop this now.

Good morning Mayer Howlett and Councillors,

I'm writing to you to voice my concerns regarding the proposed crushing activities at the site
located at 200 Barrington Street, Bibra Lake.

| have previously written to Luke Harris and completed the document sent to me in the post
however, | felt | had to highlight my concerns as much as possible, hence why | am writing to
you.

My wife, children and | have lived in the Yangebup area for the past 16 years, with the previous
10 years in our home located in Panarea crest, Yangebup. | have seen many changes in the
area and whilst there has been some anti-social behaviour that I've witnessed in my time |
have also seen a real sense of community spirit establish and | must say it seems to have been
getting better in recent years.

We lived in our home whilst SIMS Metals were operating and the noise coming from the site
was horrendous to the point where | lost count of the times | had to contact the council to
complain. | am gravely concerned that the proposed crushing will once again force us to listen
to this unnerving sounds of materials being crushed all day long 6 days a week both inside and
outside our home, not to mention the associated air pollution from dust emissions. | have read
the report prepared in relation to the use and | can assure you that no measures will mitigate
the issues that will come from the proposed use. The fact that it is recommended by the EPA
that there be a 1000 meter buffer in my opinion should automatically deem this site unsuitable.

Whilst | am not the type to use social media to promote my views | have been following some
facebook sites and it really does appear that | am not the only one with these concerns and I'm
reaching out to you to voice my absolute opposition to any crushing works on the is site. To put
is simply the site is far too close to residential homes and the impact would be felt by many with
huge repercussions.
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You may tell by my email address that | am a Commercial/Industrial Estate agent and | have
worked locally for the past 16 years. | encourage purchasers and tenants to consult with
council in relation to proposed uses so the community is not affected by non-conforming uses.
Even though this site may have an “Industrial” zoning | do believe common sense must prevail
and keep these type of practises away from our homes.

| implore you to take my opposition and that of the community with the utmost seriousness and
put an end to these proposed works so we can enjoy our homes into the future.

Thank you taking the time to read my previous email. With the time to make comments on the
proposal drawing to an end | just wanted to reiterate my thoughts on this matter once again.

This has proven to be a very stressful time for myself, my family and other residents in the area
however | have seen the community pull together with their rightful opposition to this proposal.

After reviewing all of the facts and listening to the points put forward by the Community |
sincerely don't believe this proposal can be approved.

| believe we have the right to enjoy our homes free of noise and dust pollution. The effects of
this proposal would be devastating to so many people in the area and we are only asking to
live in our homes as we have been.

Thank you once again for taking the time to read my email and hopefully the proposal is
terminated so we can get on with our lives.

Kristyn Gohrt

No Address
Provided

Objection

| believe the City of Cockburn has recently received proposed business activities from
Brajkovich Demolition & Salvage Pty Ltd. situated at 200 Barrington Street, Bibra Lake.

For many years, residents and local businesses have been strongly opposed to similar works
carried out by Sims Metal on this site.

The site is in direct view of local residents and less than 350m from residential properties.
Apart from the works carried out by such a business including the use of heavy machinery, it

27. Regarding the
buffer distances
please see
response point 1.

28. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
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appears two crushers have been installed.

When Sims Metal was in situ, one crusher was in operation and this was removed due to noise
and dust concerns of residents and businesses.

The operations of the company were so disruptive, the Yangebup Progress Association also
assisted residents to overcome the noise created by the crushing works.

It would now appear completely illogical to allow two more of the same crushing machines to
be allowed on the site when it was previously advocated for one to be removed. Irrespective of
noise suppression devices used, it still is far closer than the minimum 1000m from residents.
The noise created from the works would still impact those within the 1000m radius and the
reverberation and echoing effects of noise would certainly be detrimental to the noise pollution
in the area.

My 4 year old daughter has respiratory complications as it is and no doubt isn't the only one..

This action needs to be reconsidered.

see response
point 2.

29. Regarding
concerns
regarding dust as
it relates to health
please see
response point 3.

Tracey Hacket

No Address
Provided

Objection

| believe the City of Cockburn has recently received a proposed business activities from
Brajkovich Demolition & Salvage Pty Ltd. situated at 200 Barrington Street, Bibra Lake.

For many years, residents and local businesses have been strongly opposed to similar works
carried out by Sims Metal on this site.

The site is in direct view of local residents and less than 350m from residential properties.
Apart from the works carried out by such a business including the use of heavy machinery, it
appears two crushers have been installed.

When Sims Metal was in situ, one crusher was in operation and this was removed due to noise
and dust concerns of residents and businesses.

The operations of the company were so disruptive, the Yangebup Progress Association also
assisted residents to overcome the noise created by the crushing works.

It would now appear completely illogical to allow two more of the same crushing machines to
be allowed on the site when it was previously advocated for one to be removed. Irrespective of
noise suppression devices used, it still is far closer than the minimum 1000m from residents.
The noise created from the works would still impact those within the 1000m radius and the
reverberation and echoing effects of noise would certainly be detrimental to the noise pollution
in the area. | have lived in the Yangebup area for 30 years and have strong memory’s of the

30. Regarding the
buffer distances
please see
response point 1.

31. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.

32. Regarding
concerns relating
to dust please see
response point 3.
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loud bangs/explosive noise from the crusher. The windows if my home used to rattle and shake
and it was very in nerving. The dust and noise is not going to stop by putting buffer zones up
they tried that with Sims and it was in affective. Please consider the residents and if my
community. We already have the Cockburn Cement dust, smell and pollution to deal with.

Annette Erdtsieck

Manberry Way,
YANGEBUP

Objection

| believe the City of Cockburn has recently received proposed business activities from
Brajkovich Demolition & Salvage Pty Ltd. situated at 200 Barrington Street, Bibra Lake.

For many years, residents and local businesses have been strongly opposed to similar works
carried out by Sims Metal on this site.

The site is in direct view of local residents and less than 350m from residential properties.
Apart from the works carried out by such a business including the use of heavy machinery, it
appears two crushers have been installed.

When Sims Metal was in situ, one crusher was in operation and this was removed due to noise
and dust concerns of residents and businesses.

The operations of the company were so disruptive, the Yangebup Progress Association also
assisted residents to overcome the noise created by the crushing works.

It would now appear completely illogical to allow two more of the same crushing machines to
be allowed on the site when it was previously advocated for one to be removed. Irrespective of
noise suppression devices used, it still is far closer than the minimum 1000m from residents.
The noise created from the works would still impact those within the 1000m radius and the
reverberation and echoing effects of noise would certainly be detrimental to the noise pollution
in the area.

33. Regarding the
buffer distances
please see
response point 1.

34. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.

10

Leigh Kruger

13 Plover Drive,
YANGEBUP

Objection

| believe the City of Cockburn has recently received proposed business activities from
Brajkovich Demolition & Salvage Pty Ltd. situated at 200 Barrington Street, Bibra Lake.

For many years, residents and local businesses have been strongly opposed to similar works
carried out by Sims Metal on this site.

The site is in direct view of local residents and less than 350m from residential properties.
Apart from the works carried out by such a business including the use of heavy machinery, it
appears two crushers have been installed.

When Sims Metal was in situ, one crusher was in operation and this was removed due to noise
and dust concerns of residents and businesses.

35. Regarding the
buffer distances
please see
response point 1.

36. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.
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The operations of the company were so disruptive, the Yangebup Progress Association also
assisted residents to overcome the noise created by the crushing works.

It would now appear completely illogical to allow two more of the same crushing machines to
be allowed on the site when it was previously advocated for one to be removed. Irrespective of
noise suppression devices used, it still is far closer than the minimum 1000m from residents.
The noise created from the works would still impact those within the 1000m radius and the
reverberation and echoing effects of noise would certainly be detrimental to the noise pollution
in the area."

As a Cockburn ratepayer who has lived at our home for 32 years, | strongly oppose the
proposed crushing plants proposed at 200 Barrington Street.

Our home falls within the 1000 m zone, and we deal enough with Cockburn Cement. We do not
need this as well.

11

Louise & Fergal
Troy

48 Torenia Way,
YANGEBUP

Objection

It has recently come to our attention that the City of Cockburn has recently received proposed
business activities from Brajkovich Demolition & Salvage Pty Ltd. situated at 200 Barrington
Street, Bibra Lake.

For many years, residents and local businesses have been strongly opposed to similar works
carried out by Sims Metal on this site.

The site is in direct view of local residents and less than 350m from residential properties.
Apart from the works carried out by such a business including the use of heavy machinery, it
appears two crushers have been proposed for installation.

When Sims Metal was in situ, one crusher was in operation and this was removed due to noise
and dust concerns of residents and businesses.

The operations of the company were so disruptive, the Yangebup Progress Association also
assisted residents to overcome the noise created by the crushing works.

It would now appear completely illogical to allow two more of the same crushing machines to
be allowed on the site when it was previously advocated for one to be removed. Irrespective of
noise suppression devices used, it still is far closer than the minimum 1000m from residents.
The noise created from the works would still impact those within the 1000m radius and the
reverberation and echoing effects of noise would certainly be detrimental to the noise pollution
in the area.

37. Regarding the
buffer distances
please see
response point 1.

38. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.

39. Regarding the
comments related
to the
owner/applicant
please see
response point 4.

40. Regarding
concerns related
to asbestos/silica
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The noise from the industrial estate all through the day and night is already an issue. There is a | management
loud intermittent bang which disrupts sleep and sets all the neighbouring dogs off barking as it | please see

is as loud as thunder. The source is unknown but it is likely a crusher or some other heavy response point

machinery. 10.

Our property is 48 Torenia Way, Yangebup. As you can see below the site is less than 1km as | 41. Regarding

the crow flies from our residence. | urge you to reject this proposal as it is too close to comments related

residential properties including our own. to the water table
please see

We appreciate your consideration. response point
13.

42. Regarding the
comments related
to the potential
reduction in
property value this
is not considered
to be a valid
planning concern.

43. Regarding
concerns relating
to dust please see
response point 3.
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Dear Sir/Madam,

Our property of 48 Torenia Way, Yangebup has been specified in a report regarding this
proposed site and | want it acknowledged and would appreciate a response regarding the
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health implications of this proposed site, namely air and noise pollution.

Our home is the red balloon on the map below and this is specified as 530m from the proposed
site of Brajkovich Demolition on their impact report by SERS(see attached) where they have
applied to install two crushers. On doing some research there is a lengthy history of this
particular company breaching their licensing agreements and operating illegally with asbestos
pollution from their site in Wattleup(research on historic offences is below). The dust
management plan document states the crushing as HIGH risk(page 8), and after the proposed
management plan the risk is only reduced to MEDIUM. 5§30m from my property. Please see
diagram 3 for the hundreds of other homes being affected. The risk of asbestos and other
hazardous material exposure is unacceptable.

We would like to point out that DWER and City of Cockburn legislation is that such equipment
should be 1000m from residential properties. Last night at the council meeting when this was
questioned the answer was that this was ‘just a guideline’. If this proposal is accepted the City
of Cockburn will be exposing our family and that of our neighbours including approximately
twenty children living on Torenia Way to a high or at best medium risk of exposure to
hazardous material dust particles, namely asbestos. This is completely unacceptable. There
are plenty of alternative options for this company to set up their crushers elsewhere, in an
industrial area that is not putting families at risk of hazardous material. The consideration of this
application and previous approval after the behaviour of this company relating to asbestos in
2011 in Wattleup is utterly baffling and quite frankly disgusting.

The noise pollution is another issue, there are already ongoing issues of persistent intermittent
banging of which numerous complaints have been made by myself and my neighbours, the
source is unknown and as such the City of Cockburn should be attempting to reduce the level
of noise, not increase it.

Yangebup was declined a rezoning application due to the environmental sensitivity of the
Beeliar wetlands, the water table is high here. Any dumping of materials will leach into the soil
and in turn the water table, this will have an environmental impact on our native animals and
plants by contaminating the soils and water table with hazardous materials.

Aside from the health ramifications our property was recently appraised. | would also like to
know how you propose preventing loss of value on our property if this proposal is permitted to
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go ahead

| have officially lodged my opposition through the appropriate channels, however | believe that
there is a lack of awareness by my neighbours of the above ramifications of this application
being approved. | have also emailed previously twice with my concerns and have received no
response.

| would appreciate acknowledgement that this email is received and that this is being
investigated.
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i sens

TABLE 1: SINSITAVE RECIPTOR DISTANCES FROM $ITE BOUNDARY

1 Residential 52 Torenia Way, Yangebup 530m
2 Residential 50 Torenia Way, Yangebup 530m
3 Residential 48 Torenia Way, Yangebup 530m
4 Residential 46 Torenia Way, Yangebup 530m
5 Residential 44 Torenia Way, Yangebup 530m
6 Residential 42 Torenia Way, Yangebup 530m
7 Residential 40A Torenia Way, Yangebup 530m
8 Residential 23 Larkspur Cross, Yangebup 530m

! Distances to sensitive receptors have been determined through measurement platforms on
Nearmaps (2019).
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City of Cockburn legislation:

noted in item 6.11 of the application report:

6.11 Noise Within this proposal, the additional operation of two crushers has the potential to
affect surrounding land users. The EPA guidelines for the Assessment of Environmental
Factors No. 3 Separation Distances between Industrial and Sensitive Land Uses has been
used to identify the minimum buffer between the site and the nearest sensitive receptors. This

Document Set ID: 10362082
V/arcinn® 1N \/ercinn Nate' 2G/N4/9021

Document Set ID: 10450079
Version: 1, Version Date: 07/05/2021

375 of 892



ltem 14.1 Attachment 11

OCM 13/05/2021

guideline states that 1000m should be reserved as a buffer around a crushing location.

Reference: https://lwww.dmp.wa.gov.au/Safety/Guidance-about-dusts-and-other-6856.aspx

Crushing, screening and processing

Dust needs to be effectively controlled at each crusher, mill and grinder, with dust control
appliances fitted at the primary crusher feed hopper as well as secondary and tertiary crushers
plus screens. Conveyor belt transfer points and stockpile tunnels may also require dust control

measures.

Any spillage and dust build up on and around the plant and equipment needs to be monitored
and removed as necessary. After processing, dust control will be required at stockpile stackers
and reclaimers, and during loading and unloading operations (e.g. ship, train, road train).

Dust management is assisted by having wet process streams and dust extraction on transfer

points.
Reference:

https://www.parliament.wa.gov.au/Hansard/hansard.nsf/0/657c74de452fb0ae4825785a002ee8
2b/$FILE/A38%20S51%2020110317%20p1609b-1612a.pdf

Grievance

MR F.M. LOGAN (Cockburn) [9.22 am]: My grievance is to the Minister for Environment and it
relates to the appalling situation occurring at a site in Wattleup that is being operated by a

Document Set ID: 10362082

Versinn 10 Vareinn Mate: 200412024

Document SeBIB&@!%(%QQ?

Version: 1, Version Date: 07/05/2021



OCM 13/05/2021

Item 14.1 Attachment 11

company owned by Mr Adrian Brajkovich. The site has been operating illegally as a concrete
and construction waste crushing site for many years. | will not go into the details of the planning
issue, because my understanding is that the Western Australian Planning Commission has
taken action against the company and stopped it from its illegal operations, and the company is
now appealing that before the State Administrative Tribunal. My concern is the continuous lack
of action from various government departments on the dust levels that residents down there
have been suffering. If | could, | would like to table a DVD that was shot by the residents to
show the absolutely disgraceful and appalling levels of dust that these residents have suffered
as a result of this crushing plant. | ask the minister to take a copy of this DVD.

[The item was tabled for the information of members.]

Mr F.M. LOGAN: The Asbestos Diseases Society of Australia Inc, along with Mr Adrian Beattie,
a journalist

for The West Australian, has discovered significant amounts of asbestos on the outside fence
directly next to this

company’s site. It is clear that this material has spilled over from the work that has been
undertaken on that site.

Four pieces of asbestos were picked up in a matter of minutes immediately outside that site.
The asbestos was

taken away and analysed and it has been proved to be two types of white chrysotile asbestos:
one from the panels

that were in older houses and the other from old asbestos fencing. | would now like also to
table the scientific

evidence documenting the asbestos that has been discovered immediately adjacent to the
crushing plant.
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[The paper was tabled for the information of members.]

Mr F.M. LOGAN: The residents now face not only serious health problems created by the silica
in the concrete, the bricks and the material from this illegal crushing plant—which they have
had to put up with for many, many years—but also the possibility of serious illness caused by
massive exposure to asbestos dust. It is not only the work of the Asbestos Diseases Society
and Mr Adrian Beattie that has discovered this asbestos; after repeated requests to the City of
Cockburn to test material on-site—because the company would not allow the Asbestos
Diseases Society to go on site—the City of Cockburn has been on-site and it too has
discovered a significant number of pieces of asbestos across that site. The council has proved
that it is asbestos material and | put it to the minister that it is probably the same asbestos
material that was discovered by Mr Beattie and the ADS outside the site. That discovery makes
us ask: What has been happening at that site for so many years? Has it been an illegal
asbestos dump in the middle of Wattleup? Has asbestos material been hidden in the
construction material loads and then put through the crushing plant, covering all the immediate
residents of Wattleup in not only silica dust, but also asbestos dust? Has the company been
doing this deliberately? Has the company been hiding this material in its loads and then
crushing and getting rid of this material illegally, but deliberately? Is the site in Wattleup a
completely toxic site totally contaminated by asbestos? Is that what is there? We do not know,
because every government department for many years ran away from it. The minister’'s own
department refused to help these people. The minister has a fact sheet on his department’s
website that details quite clearly how to dispose of material containing asbestos. The
Department of Environment and Conservation website makes it is quite clear how asbestos
should be disposed of. A failure to comply with the process is a breach of the Environmental
Protection Act 1986 and possibly a breach of the Litter Act 1979. The minister's department
representatives know all about this legislation because they regulate and enforce it, but they
refused to help these people in Wattleup. When the Asbestos Diseases Society of Australia
and Adrian Beattie from The West Australian took this matter up with WorkSafe, WorkSafe said
it could not help them because they were not employees of the company. WorkSafe said an
employee of the company, who may well be exposed to asbestos, first of all has to go and
raise the issue with the employer. Do members think an employee is going to do that? Do
members think that anybody on that site was going to do that? Of course that was not going to
happen. So WorkSafe was not going to help the residents. The residents of Wattleup have
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appealed for many, many years to the Department of Health to at least come down, lock at the
site and test for possible contamination. The department has never got back to the residents.
The Western Australian Planning Commission only became involved after the residents kicked
up attention in the media over the dust. The City of Cockburn reluctantly and eventually took
some action and referred the issue to the WA Planning Commission. As a result of the
investigation by the WA Planning Commission, it was found that the site had no environmental
approval and no planning approval. Everything that was going on at the site was illegal! Then
the Western Australian Planning Commission took some action years later. The residents had
been saying that the site was illegal for years and years and | sent letters to previous ministers
about this issue.

Reference: The West Australian dated Friday 18th March 2011:
Probe into alleged asbestos dump

ADRIAN BEATTIEThe West Australian

Fri, 18 March 2011 8:31AM

The Government has ordered an investigation into allegations of illegal asbestos dumping in
Wattleup.

The claims involve a big property on Musson Road where rubble removed from demolition sites
is crushed and stored.

Locals have been complaining about dust pollution from the site since 2005.
Cockburn MLA Fran Logan raised the matter in State Parliament yesterday.

"It has now been revealed that the site is contaminated with asbestos ... from old housing wall
panels and fences," he said.

Environment Minister Bill Marmion ordered the Department of Environment and Conservation
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to inspect the site.
"We are conducting serious investigations," Mr Marmion said.

"If DEC do find more asbhestos, we will have to find out how much it is and if evidence shows
that the site does have asbestos sprinkled over it and is designated a contaminated site it will
have to be cleaned up."

The City of Cockburn found four pieces of asbestos on the fence line of the Brajkovich
Demolition site last week.

The council also found asbestos piping on the site just before Christmas and an inspector from
the Asbestos Diseases Society found asbestos on the fence line in early December.

The society requested permission to examine the whole site.

But company owner Adrian Brajkovich and landowner Colin Zampatti refused to allow the
inspector on the premises.

Mr Brajkovich insisted that his company's environmental management plan ensured there was
no asbestos contamination on the site.

"| can guarantee my site is 100 per cent free of asbestos,"” Mr Zampatti said yesterday.

Vlad Mijat, 78, who lives opposite the crushing plant said: "We have found asbestos all around
the fence line and the council has found some on the site itself. We want to know how much
more there is buried in the rubble. We want to know how much asbestos we may have been
breathing in over the years."

Crushing operations stopped on the site in January after the WA Planning Commission
discovered that Mr Brajkovich had been running the crushing business for five years without
planning approval.
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My property is 530m from this site. | am opposed to this company being within close proximity
to my property. The previous violations of their permit with regards to disposal of asbestos is a
concern. The company has submitted a report from SERS states my property as being high
risk from the air pollution from the crushers.

It is completely unacceptable that this gets approved. It will endanger the lives of myself and
family as well as my neighbours. Your legislation states that this type of industrial machinery
must be at a minimum of 1000m from a residential property. | will be emailing the research and
information | have collated in regards to this. My previous email has went unanswered.

As the owner of one of the houses less than 530m away | strongly and categorically oppose
this amendment to the application. This will put a huge section of Yangebup at risk of being
covered in dust containing silica and asbestos not to mention the extra noise pollution created
by the crushing onsite and the heavy vehicles entering and exiting the premises so close to a
busy traffic junction. Why would an approval to crush onsite be granted years after similar
application by ancther waste management company being denied by the council? | urge all
Cockburn councillors to oppose this and keep our community safel

12 Stephanie Gill

65 Plover Drive
YANGEBUP

Objection

| believe the City of Cockburn has recently received proposed business activities from
Brajkovich Demolition & Salvage Pty Ltd. situated at 200 Barrington Street, Bibra Lake.

For many years, residents and local businesses have been strongly opposed to similar works
carried out by Sims Metal on this site.

The site is in direct view of local residents and less than 350m from residential properties.
Apart from the works carried out by such a business including the use of heavy machinery, it
appears two crushers have been proposed for installation.

When Sims Metal was in situ, one crusher was in operation and this was removed due to noise
and dust concerns of residents and businesses.

The operations of the company were so disruptive, the Yangebup Progress Association also
assisted residents to overcome the noise created by the crushing works.

It would now appear completely illogical to allow two more of the same crushing machines to
be allowed on the site when it was previously advocated for one to be removed. Irrespective of
noise suppression devices used, it still is far closer than the minimum 1000m from residents.

44, Regarding the
buffer distances
please see
response point 1.

45. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.
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The noise created from the works would still impact those within the 1000m radius and the
reverberation and echoing effects of noise would certainly be detrimental to the noise pollution
in the area.

19 Dotterel Way,
YANGEBUP

Brajkovich Demolition & Salvage Pty Ltd. situated at 200 Barrington Street, Bibra Lake.

For many years, residents and local businesses have been strongly opposed to similar works
carried out by Sims Metal on this site. The site is in direct view of local residents and less than
350m from residential properties. Apart from the works carried out by such a business including
the use of heavy machinery, it appears two crushers have been proposed for installation.

When Sims Metal was in situ, one crusher was in operation and this was removed due to noise
and dust concerns of residents and businesses.

The operations of the company were so disruptive, the Yangebup Progress Association also
assisted residents to overcome the noise created by the crushing works.

13 Kade Hinchcliffe | Objection 48. Regarding the
buffer distances
Address Withheld | | believe the City of Cockburn has recently received proposed business activities from please see

Brajkovich Demolition & Salvage Pty Ltd. situated at 200 Barrington Street, Bibra Lake. response point 1.
For many years, residents and local businesses have been strongly opposed to similar works
carried out by Sims Metal on this site. 47. Regarding
The site is in direct view of local residents and less than 350m from residential properties. concerns relating
Apart from the works carried out by such a business including the use of heavy machinery, it to noise please
appears two crushers have been proposed for installation. see response
When Sims Metal was in situ, one crusher was in operation and this was removed due to noise | point 2.
and dust concerns of residents and businesses.
The operations of the company were so disruptive, the Yangebup Progress Association also
assisted residents to overcome the noise created by the crushing works.
It would now appear completely illogical to allow two more of the same crushing machines to
be allowed on the site when it was previously advocated for one to be removed. Irrespective of
noise suppression devices used, it still is far closer than the minimum 1000m from residents.
The noise created from the works would still impact those within the 1000m radius and the
reverberation and echoing effects of noise would certainly be detrimental to the noise pollution
in the area.

14 Linda Morton | believe the City of Cockburn has recently received proposed business activities from 48. Regarding the

buffer distances
please see
response point 1.

49. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.
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It would be completely illogical to allow two more of the same crushing machines on the site
when it was previously advocated for one to be removed. Irrespective of noise suppression
devices used, this site is far closer than the minimum 1000m from residents. The noise created
from the works would still impact those within the 1000m radius, including my home, and the
reverberation and echoing effects of noise would certainly be detrimental to the noise pollution
in the area.

Please consider your residential rate payers who will be detrimentaly impacted if this proposal
is approved, and say no to this application.

15

Pepi Spence

51 Mudlark Way,
YANGEBUP

Objection

| believe the City of Cockburn has recently received proposed business activities from
Brajkovich Demolition & Salvage Pty Ltd. situated at 200 Barrington Street, Bibra Lake.

For many years, residents and local businesses have been strongly opposed to similar works
carried out by Sims Metal on this site.

The site is in direct view of local residents and less than 350m from residential properties.
Apart from the works carried out by such a business including the use of heavy machinery, it
appears two crushers have been proposed for installation.

When Sims Metal was in situ, one crusher was in operation and this was removed due to noise
and dust concerns of residents and businesses.

The operations of the company were so disruptive, the Yangebup Progress Association also
assisted residents to overcome the noise created by the crushing works.

It would now appear completely illogical to allow two more of the same crushing machines to
be allowed on the site when it was previously advocated for one to be removed. Irrespective of
noise suppression devices used, it still is far closer than the minimum 1000m from residents.

The noise created from the works would still impact those within the 1000m radius and the
reverberation and echoing effects of noise would certainly be detrimental to the noise pollution
in the area."

50. Regarding the
buffer distances
please see
response point 1.

51. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.

52. Regarding the
comments relating
to the lack of
documentation
presented for
comment the
previous
development
application is not
the subject of this
proposal and
cannot be made
available for
public review.
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| strongly oppose this as a local resident and rate payer. This includes the
original asbestos
management

It is for the following reasons that we strongly object to the proposal: plan. Additionally,
Appendix A
through D are
Disclosure and inconsistency of documentation for proposal standard
application
documentation
that are required

- < : : - - for lodgement of
within the proponents report and there are inconsistencies within the proponent’s submission or | gp application but

The City has not provided the below documentation relating to the proposal as referenced

referencing of documents: do not cantain
details pertaining

to the assessment
DA19/0686-6018185 — Approval to operate a Solid Waste Depot, Transfer Station, Salvage of the proposal.

Yard and Transport Depot 53. Regarding the
Appendix A - Development Approval Application Form comments made
relating to the
Appendix B — Planning Approval Application impacts of traffic
Appendix C - Certificate of Titles Lot 39 and 40 Barrington Street Bibra Lake on the site a
maximum of 120
Appendix D - Letter of Authority vehicle
DWER Works Approval Category 62: Solid Waste Depot movements will
) ] . o occur for the site
Appendix E — Lot 40 DWER Contaminated Site Classification daily. This is
Appendix F — Lot 39 DWER Contaminated Site Classification inclusive of 60
movements into
Revised Development Application Report: Project Summary — Information missing and the site and 60
quoted “as per original application”. move_iments oqt of
. . the site occurring
Asbestos Management Plan — 200 Barrington Street, Bibra Lake Reference: sporadically
000424_AMP_AC_110919 also quoted as Asbestos Management Plan — 200 Barrington tcjhrou_?:out the
ay. The
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Street, Bibra Lake Reference: 00424_AMP_AC_110919 in Conclusion of Revised
Development Application Report.

Revised Dust Management Plan — 200 Barrington Street, Bibra Lake Reference
161856_DMP_12022021 quoted in Revised Development Application Report to be strictly
followed. Also quoted as 161856_DMPA_12022021 in Conclusion of Revised Development
Application Report. Supplied copy to public for comment - Revised Dust Management Plan —
200 Barrington Street, Bibra Reference 161586_RDMP_17022021.

Without access to the above documents and surety as to which referenced Management Plans

are to be considered the final version we cannot provide comment in favour of the proposal.

We object to the proposal for this reason.

Transportation

Quoted in the proponents Revised Development Application Report 4. Project Summary
Transportation “As per original application”. Information is not provided for public comment and
therefore the impact of the addition of crushers to the overall operations cannot be accurately

assessed.

The proponent proposes to utilise Restricted Access Vehicles (RAV) as a means of importing
and exporting materials on and offsite. RAV range from 25 metres (Level 1) up to 53.5 metres
in length (Level 4). Contained within the report it is proposed the site will receive and depart

120 vehicle movements per day — 60 in and 60 out. This calculates to be a RAV entering or

estimated daily
trip generation of
the proposed
development
represents less
than the 10
percent threshold
of the daily road
capacity.
Therefore it can
be reasonably
accommodated
within the
surrounding road
network.

54. Regarding
concerns relating
to dust please see
response point 3.

55. Regarding
concerns related
to asbestos/silica
management
please see
response point
10.

56. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.
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leaving the premises every 33 minutes within the proposed operational hours. The City of
Cockburn has not supplied the proponent’s information on the capability of accepting RAV onto

the premises to prevent impact on local roads, businesses and residents.

We object to the proposal for this reason.

Operational
5.1.1 Waste Acceptance
“Loads are wet down prior to tipping to ensure minimal generation of errant dust. Each load is

inspected by the truck driver post-tipping.”

No information has been provided as to where and when this will occur on site and via what
associated infrastructure. No information regarding the volume of water that will be applied to
each load to ensure even and adequate dispersal of water over the entire imported product
including materials received greater than 100mm which is destined to be crushed within the

processing shed.
We object to the proposal for this reason.
“Following acceptance, the materials will be transported to the Materials Acceptance Area to be

sorted. All material will undergo screening within the Processing Area; however, oversized C&D

material shall be directly transported to the Processing Shed to be crushed to 2100mm.”

57. Regarding
concerns relating
to property values
please see
response point
42,
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No information has been provided in regards to dust suppression relating to the screening
process. As the screening is proposed to occur at the middle southern portion on the premises
(central to property in its entirety) dust emissions from this process may have the opportunity to
enter the air shed and not be detected by dust monitoring equipment proposed to be located on
the property boundaries. Due to high temperatures, strong prevailing winds and inadequately
watering loads prior to screening it is not unlikely that stockpiled loads could dry out before the

screening and crushing process.

We object to the proposal for this reason.

5.1.3 Waste Storage

“During the offloading of material to the stockpiles, the material needs to be further managed to
form the stockpile. The operator of the loader/excavator does this by carefully displacing each
bucket in a fashion as to not generate dust and, where possible, the operator inspects each

bucket as it is moved.”

The City of Cockburn has not provided information relating to how it can condition and enforce
through a Planning Approval a high risk source of dust emission that relies on an operators
behavior. It is highly unlikely due to time pressures of turnaround that operators will abide by

what is being proposed.

Without knowledge of the Planning approval conditioning relating DA19/0686-6018185 —
Approval to operate a Solid Waste Depot, Transfer Station, Salvage Yard and Transport Depot
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we cannot determine how this may be enforced.

We object to the proposal for this reason.

5.2 Site Access and Traffic Movements
“Access and movement within the property will be via the internal roads. These roads shall be
constructed using 19mm crushed aggregate at a thickness of 300mm. The internal roads will

be effectively wetted using a water cart to prevent dust uplift”

The importation of materials destined to be crushed at the site on the proposed internal roads
is less than satisfactory. The site is not proposed to be temporary in nature and therefore
internal roads being accessed by RAV should be suitably sealed/treated (i.e.
bitumen/concrete). Relying on water carts to effectively keep internal roads wetted down and

prevent dust lift off is reactive.

Internal roads will dry out during non-operational hours (Monday — Saturday 6pm — 7am and
Sundays and Public Holidays) and dust lift off with the assistance of seasonal prevailing winds
will occur. There is no indication within the proposal that an automated irrigation system for
unsealed internal roads will be installed to prevent this occurring. Relying on dust monitoring
equipment to alert responsible persons of dust level exceedances out of hours could result in

dust leaving site for prolonged periods.

We object to the proposal for this reason.
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Asbestos Containing Materials

1.3 Summary of Proposed Development

“Stockpiles will be separated into three areas clearly marked for Unprocessed Waste, Products
tested for ACM and Products awaiting testing for ACM. The unprocessed waste stockpiles will
be clearly separated from the processed waste by a minimum of 3m distance. Where it is not
possible for separation by distance, an impermeable barrier will be installed to ensure no cross-
contamination of stockpiles. Clearly visible and legible signage is to be installed in proximity of

each stockpile. The maximum stockpile heights are proposed to be 5m.”

The propeonents process flow for unprocessed material potentially destined for crushing
appears to carry risk of cross-contamination to processed materials that could be aveoided

given the scale of the site.

Without knowledge of the Planning approval conditioning relating DA19/0686-6018185 —
Approval to operate a Solid Waste Depot, Transfer Station, Salvage Yard and Transport Depot

we cannot determine how this may be enforced

We object to the proposal for this reason.

5.1.2 Waste Processing
“After passing through the screener, product aggregate of specified sizes collects in different
piles. These materials are then transported by a loader to the appropriate stockpile, generally:

* Fines
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« Hardstand Aggregate

* Road Base Aggregate

* Drainage Aggregate

Aggregate materials will be considered to be part of the ‘products awaiting testing for ACM’
stockpile location, until asbestos testing has been undertaken to confirm no ACM is present

above guideline values.”

The proposed process allows screening of material through a McClosky R155 screener prior to
ACM identification. Generally screening involves the use of vibration and mechanical
movements over a series of steel grids that size materials to the desired final aggregate sizing.
Allowing ACM to be screened through mechanically abrasive processes may result in ACM

fibres being released into the environment.

We object to the proposal for this reason.

5.1.3 Waste Storage

During the offloading of material to the stockpiles, the material needs to be further managed to
form the stockpile. The operator of the loader/excavator does this by carefully displacing each
bucket in a fashion as to not generate dust and, where possible, the operator inspects each
bucket as it is moved.

The location of the stockpiles is to be within the area as outlined within Figure 2 and Figure 3. It
is proposed that stockpiling occurs in three categories, inclusive of:

= Unprocessed materials;
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= Processed materials awaiting asbestos testing,; and

* Processed materials tested for asbestos.

If an operator sees the presence of asbestos in any moved bucket or within the stockpile, the
following procedures will be put into action:

* Operation of the loader is to cease, and a further inspection is required; and

+ A risk assessment is to be carried out

The proponent is relying on machine operators located in a cab 3 — 5 metres away, with
generally limited vision of the load in the bucket, to identify suspected ACM in loads destined to
or from the crusher. The proponent does not indicate or provide supporting information in

regards to the qualifications/training of machine operators in detecting ACM.

We object to the proposal for this reason.

Herring Storer Noise Assessment Document Reference: 25220-5-19323

It is noted that operational hours are proposed to be Monday — Saturday 0700 to 1800 hours
within the Herring Storer Noise Assessment Document Reference: 25220-5-19323.
Compliance with the Environmental Protection (Noise) Regulations 1997 with surrounding land

uses has been determined with the processing shed doors closed.

Without knowledge of the Planning approval conditioning relating DA19/0686-6018185 —
Approval to operate a Solid Waste Depot, Transfer Station, Salvage Yard and Transport Depot

we cannot determine how this may be enforced and whether noise and vibration will be
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compliant.

Herring Storer Noise Assessment Document Reference: 25220-5-19323 does not detail
compliance with the relevant Australian Standard for vibration, AS 2436-2010 Guide to noise

and vibration control on construction, demolition and maintenance sites.

We object to the proposal for this reason.

Revised Dust Management Plan Ref: 161586_RDMP_17022021
5.1 Summary of Dust Management Requirements
“Crusher to be located within the onsite Processing Shed. Shutter doors to be closed when

crushing is occurring.”

The proposal does not detail how dust produced from crushing within the processing shed shall
be captured (i.e. bag house extraction system), in the event that doors are required to be

opened after crushing for the removal of processed material.

Stockpiled materials pre-post crusher (materials acceptance area and processing area)
situated outside of the proposed containerised stockpile area will dry out during non-
operational hours (Monday — Saturday 6pm — 7am and Sundays and Public Holidays) and dust
lift off with the assistance of seasonal prevailing winds will occur. There is no indication within
the proposal that an automated irrigation system for stockpiles at these locations will be

installed to prevent this cccurring. Relying on dust monitoring equipment to alert responsible
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persons of dust level exceedances out of hours could result in dust leaving site for prolonged
periods.
There is no information within the proposal regarding operational process that would indicate

that these areas will be free of stockpiled material during non-operational hours.

We object to the proposal for this reason.

5.2 Summary of Dust Management Controls
“Water needed for dust suppression will be sourced from drainage sumps onsite, in addition to
100,000L rainwater tanks”

No information is provided on the expected volume of rainfall for the site, rainfall capture area
for 100,000L rainwater tanks, alternative water source where there is potential for the drainage
sump to be dry during summer months. The certainty of an adequate water supply for dust

suppression cannot be determined from the information provided for public comment.

We object to the proposal for this reason.

It is noted that the Contaminated Sites Act 2003 Basic Summary of Records Search Response,

although one of the documents not supplied for public comment, states:

“In accordance with Department of Health advice, if groundwater is being, or is proposed to be

abstracted, the department recommends that analytical testing should be carried out to
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determine whether the groundwater is suitable for its intended use.”

Please be advised in the event the Cockburn Council proceed/grant this application, | will be
taking legal action against Cockburn Cockburn Council and seeking damages regarding the
impact on my family’s health and any devaluation of my property not withstanding any
associated legal or medical costs without further notice to you.

It is likely that other community members will take class action in the event this application
does proceed.

16

K & M Gulliver

21 Larkspur
Cross,
YANGEBUP

Objection

| believe the City of Cockburn has recently received proposed business activities from
Brajkovich Demolition & Salvage Pty Ltd. situated at 200 Barrington Street, Bibra Lake.

For many years, residents and local businesses have been strongly opposed to similar works
carried out by Sims Metal on this site.

The site is in direct view of local residents and less than 350m from residential properties.
Apart from the works carried out by such a business including the use of heavy machinery, it
appears two crushers have been proposed for installation.

When Sims Metal was in situ, one crusher was in operation and this was removed due to noise
and dust concerns of residents and businesses.

The operations of the company were so disruptive, the Yangebup Progress Association also
assisted residents to overcome the noise created by the crushing works.

It would now appear completely illogical to allow two more of the same crushing machines to
be allowed on the site when it was previously advocated for one to be removed. Irrespective of
noise suppression devices used, it still is far closer than the minimum 1000m from residents.
The noise created from the works would still impact those within the 1000m radius and the
reverberation and echoing effects of noise would certainly be detrimental to the noise pollution
in the area.

58. Regarding the
buffer distances
please see
response point 1.

59. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.

17

Name & Address
Withheld

Objection

| believe the City of Cockburn has recently received proposed business activities from

60. Regarding the
buffer distances
please see
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Brajkovich Demolition & Salvage Pty Ltd. situated at 200 Barrington Street, Bibra Lake.

For many years, residents and local businesses have been strongly opposed to similar works
carried out by Sims Metal on this site.

The site is in direct view of local residents and less than 350m from residential properties.
Apart from the works carried out by such a business including the use of heavy machinery, it
appears two crushers have been proposed for installation.

When Sims Metal was in situ, one crusher was in operation and this was removed due to noise
and dust concerns of residents and businesses.

The operations of the company were so disruptive, the Yangebup Progress Association also
assisted residents to overcome the noise created by the crushing works.

It would now appear completely illogical to allow two more of the same crushing machines to
be allowed on the site when it was previously advocated for one to be removed. Irrespective of
noise suppression devices used, it still is far closer than the minimum 1000m from residents.
The noise created from the works would still impact those within the 1000m radius and the
reverberation and echoing effects of noise would certainly be detrimental to the noise pollution
in the area.

response point 1.

61. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.

18

Vincent Scanlan

10 Lockhart
Street,
COMO

Objection

Problem and concern with chemicals on the land, PFAS in particular and comments like PFAS
being next asbestos. PFAS has been banned overseas. —is it a danger here.

62. It is noted that
the site has been
identified as a
contaminated site
under the
Contaminated
Sites Act 2003.
However the
advice of the
Department of
Health in relation
to operations on
the site extends
only to abstracting
groundwater. The
applicant has not
indicated if they
will be drawing
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from the
groundwater as
part of the
application.

19 Michelle Objection 63. Regarding the
D'Emden & buffer distances
Andrew Lindon The noise created by crushing materials will be so loud they will refute any ability to sleep. please see

Please do not allow this! response point 1.
62 Plover Drive,
YANGEBUP 64. Regarding

It is for the following reasons that we strongly object to the proposal: concerns relating

to noise please
see response

Disclosure and inconsistency of documentation for proposal point 2.

65. Regarding

The City has not provided the below documentation relating to the proposal as referenced commgnts relqting
- , , , . o to the information
within the proponents report and there are inconsistencies within the proponent's submission or | provided for

referencing of documents: consultation
please see

response point
DA19/0686-6018185 — Approval to operate a Solid Waste Depot, Transfer Station, Salvage 52.

Yard and Transport Depot 66. Regarding the
Appendix A - Development Approval Application Form comments raised
relating to the
Appendix B — Planning Approval Application traffic generated
Appendix C - Certificate of Titles Lot 39 and 40 Barrington Street Bibra Lake bly the proposal
ease see
Appendix D — Letter of Authority r?esponse point
DWER Works Approval Category 62: Solid Waste Depot 3.
Appendix E — Lot 40 DWER Contaminated Site Classification 67. Regarding
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Appendix F — Lot 39 DWER Contaminated Site Classification

Revised Development Application Report: Project Summary - Information missing and
quoted “as per original application”.

Asbestos Management Plan — 200 Barrington Street, Bibra Lake Reference:

000424 _AMP_AC_110919 also quoted as Asbestos Management Plan — 200 Barrington
Street, Bibra Lake Reference: 00424_AMP_AC_110919 in Conclusion of Revised
Development Application Report.

Revised Dust Management Plan — 200 Barrington Street, Bibra Lake Reference
161856_DMP_12022021 quoted in Revised Development Application Report to be strictly
followed. Also quoted as 161856_DMPA_12022021 in Conclusion of Revised Development
Application Report. Supplied copy to public for comment - Revised Dust Management Plan —
200 Barrington Street, Bibra Reference 161586_RDMP_17022021.

Without access to the above documents and surety as to which referenced Management Plans

are to be considered the final version we cannot provide comment in favour of the proposal.

We object to the proposal for this reason.

Transportation

Quoted in the proponents Revised Development Application Report 4. Project Summary
Transportation “As per original application”. Information is not provided for public comment and
therefore the impact of the addition of crushers to the overall operations cannot be accurately

assessed.

concerns relating
to dust please see
response point 3.

68. Regarding
concerns related
to asbestos/silica
management
please see
response point
10.

69. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.
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The proponent proposes to utilise Restricted Access Vehicles (RAV) as a means of importing
and exporting materials on and offsite. RAV range from 25 metres (Level 1) up to 53.5 metres
in length (Level 4). Contained within the report it is proposed the site will receive and depart
120 vehicle movements per day — 60 in and 60 out. This calculates to be a RAV entering or
leaving the premises every 33 minutes within the proposed operational hours. The City of
Cockburn has not supplied the proponent’s information on the capability of accepting RAV onto

the premises to prevent impact on local roads, businesses and residents.

We object to the proposal for this reason.

Operational
5.1.1 Waste Acceptance
“Loads are wet down prior to tipping to ensure minimal generation of errant dust. Each load is

inspected by the truck driver post-tipping.”

No information has been provided as to where and when this will occur on site and via what
associated infrastructure. No information regarding the volume of water that will be applied to
each load to ensure even and adequate dispersal of water over the entire imported product
including materials received greater than 100mm which is destined to be crushed within the

processing shed.

We object to the proposal for this reason.
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“Following acceptance, the materials will be transported to the Matetials Acceptance Area to be
sorted. All material will undergo screening within the Processing Area; however, oversized C&D

material shall be directly transported to the Processing Shed to be crushed to <100mm.”

No information has been provided in regards to dust suppression relating to the screening
process. As the screening is proposed to occur at the middle southern portion on the premises
(central to property in its entirety) dust emissions from this process may have the opportunity to
enter the air shed and not be detected by dust monitoring equipment proposed to be located on
the property boundaries. Due to high temperatures, strong prevailing winds and inadequately
watering loads prior to screening it is not unlikely that stockpiled loads could dry out before the

screening and crushing process.

We object to the proposal for this reason.

5.1.3 Waste Storage

“During the offloading of material to the stockpiles, the material needs to be further managed to
form the stockpile. The operator of the loader/excavator does this by carefully displacing each
bucket in a fashion as to not generate dust and, where possible, the operator inspects each

bucket as it is moved.”

The City of Cockburn has not provided information relating to how it can condition and enforce

through a Planning Approval a high risk source of dust emission that relies on an operators
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behavior. It is highly unlikely due to time pressures of turnaround that operators will abide by
what is being proposed.

Without knowledge of the Planning approval conditioning relating DA19/0686-6018185 —
Approval to operate a Solid Waste Depot, Transfer Station, Salvage Yard and Transport Depot

we cannot determine how this may be enforced.

We object to the proposal for this reason.

5.2 Site Access and Traffic Movements
“Access and movement within the property will be via the internal roads. These roads shall be
constructed using 19mm crushed aggregate at a thickness of 300mm. The internal roads will

be effectively wetted using a water cart to prevent dust uplift”

The importation of materials destined to be crushed at the site on the proposed internal roads
is less than satisfactory. The site is not proposed to be temporary in nature and therefore
internal roads being accessed by RAV should be suitably sealed/treated (i.e.
bitumen/concrete). Relying on water carts to effectively keep internal roads wetted down and

prevent dust lift off is reactive.

Internal roads will dry out during non-operational hours (Monday — Saturday 6pm — 7am and
Sundays and Public Holidays) and dust lift off with the assistance of seasonal prevailing winds

will occur. There is no indication within the proposal that an automated irrigation system for
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unsealed internal roads will be installed to prevent this occurring. Relying on dust monitoring
equipment to alert responsible persons of dust level exceedances out of hours could result in

dust leaving site for prolonged periods.

Please do not vote for this as so many people in Yangebup will be disadvantaged and
we are very against this policy.

The crushers will be noisy and | live within 700m of the site. The city has not provided correct
documentation within the proponents submission. There will be too many trucks on site per day
and not being applied correctly when relating to dust suppression. It is unacceptable to allow
this.

20

Amy Crane

46 Torenia Way,
YANGEBUP

Objection

The recent rapid growth of the industrial area behind me (Barrington St) is already incredibly
noisy. The noise of the crushing is going to impact the peace of residents living nearby... Not
everyone can afford roller shutters!!

Take these businesses away from residential areas. Also the impact of environment is no
longer considered. People get away with too much for the sake of money!

70. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.

21

Robertes Welten

45 Magnolia
Gardens,
YANGEBUP

Objection

Increase in dust — wife has bad breathing problems. Noise increase as items are crushed.

We already have dust from Cockburn Cement and no increase of dust is wanted. Do not let
these type of business in the crowded metro area. Increase of crushed stone on road. Increase

of trucks in area.

Light industrial does not mean a mine site.

71. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.

72. Regarding
concerns
regarding dust as
it relates to health
please see
response point 3.
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73. Regarding
comments related
to the zoning and
land use please
see response
point 11.

22

Name & Address
Withheld

Objection

This business is going to impact on the quality of life of our family and the community. We have
so much dust already impacting on us from surrounding businesses and traffic already without
another company being allowed to operate far to close to residents. Plus there would have to
be a fair amount of noise produced and vibrations that come from crushing products such as
brick + rubble.

| have many concerns to this proposal and dust is a major factor as it can contain so many
contaminants. Especially as being demolition waste there is so many unknowns such as
asbestos waste and silica dust particles that would certainly be present.

1. As already evidenced trucks entering and exiting this site have been uncovered and matter
has already been seen falling off along the planned route. It's a worry as drivers and company
can get complacent and continue this practice.

2. Dust clouds when dumping products at site being not dampened down on delivery producing
excess dust as has already happened.

3. No sealed inner roads on site and with truck movements being 120 in and out daily this
seems unmanageable to suppress dust , a water truck or sprinkler system would have to be
utilised constantly especially in warmer weather.

4. Concerns for the period 6pm-6am plus Sundays and public holidays that there aren't
measures in place to suppress dust. There is nothing proposed for out of hours dust controls.
5. Concerned that the crushed products could cross contaminate if kept stockpiled for long
periods of time especially as the same machinery would be used across the site for all
movements of products.

6. Operators using machinery will obviously influence how much dust arises from site and
sorting will do the same seems impossible to do this gently to not produce dust.

7 . Self monitoring is obviously a concern as who will make sure that their reports are accurate.

74. Regarding
concerns relating
to dust please see
response point 3.

75. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.

76. Regarding the
comments raised
relating to the
traffic generated
by the proposal
please see
response point
53.

77. Regarding
concerns related
to asbestos/silica
management
please see
response point
10.
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8. As the wind assessment wasn’t done on site the ones from Jandakot and Wattleup in the
report wouldn’t be accurate to the area.

9.The EPA recommends 1000m to homes and businesses why isn’t that taken into
consideration .

10. How can dust be suppressed when crushing in a basic large shed that isn't purpose built
for that exact purpose. There’s nothing in the report stating measures to be taken other than
doors will be closed .

Noise issues.

1. With 120 truck movements a day 6 days a week and associated heavy machinery moving
around the site plus 2 crushers proposed there will be a huge amount of noise and vibrations
being produced from this site.

2. The extra traffic on adjacent roads is going to produce issues of extra noise and pollution.

3. What measures are to be implemented to stop vibrations being a factor from the 2 crushers ,
especially if they are sitting on concrete as this would also be contributing to the noise factor as
well.

4. Surely screening products is going to produce a lot of noise and vibrations as it sorts and
sizes product.

5. There's nothing mentioned about vibrations in the report so this is surely going to be an
issue.

Health issues.

1.As in the report a major issue is that the truck drivers are the ones who inspects and sights
on contamination of his delivery .

2. The problem with this is contaminated products especially asbestos also silica particles can
be hidden amongst demolition waste. Running the risk of fibres being crushed and escaping
into the air and blowing towards residents and even the local school and oval depending on the
wind factor which can be unpredictable.

3. This industry has the potential to cause a lot of lung issues especially to those who already
suffer with lung and breathing problems such as asthma.

4. Who would be liable for residents health complaints and issues should they arise,
Brajkovich Landfill & Recycling company or City of Cockburn for allowing the proposal in the
first place or both.

Concerns.

1. That this kind of industry has been allowed in that site in the first place after all the issues
Yangebup had with Sims metal for years especially as now they have put in this new proposal .
2.That this whole proposal opens up for more invasive industry to move in close to our suburb.

78. Regarding the
buffer distances
please see
response point 1.

79. Regarding
comments related
to the zoning and
land use please
see response
point 11.

80. Regarding the
comments related
to the
owner/applicant
please see
response point 4.
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3.That in years to come many of the residents including my family have serious health issues
especially as my husband and | are in our 60’s and some of our neighbours are the same.

4. That because this company has a bad reputation for doing the wrong thing and them being
able to self monitor there will be no recourse if council or Dwer ok this proposal.

5. That this seriously affects Yangebups reputation as a lovely sort after suburb close to
everywhere and also affects the price of realestate in the area.

6. That the concerns of the residents of Yangebup will totally be ignored and disregarded .

9 Jarrah Court,
YANGEBUP

We have enough dust from the cement works don’t want anymore and also the noise factor.

Plus it will impact the value of my property.

23 Mark & Maria Objection 81. Regarding
McGairy concerns
Were we are we get a lot of white powder in our home on our driveway also on our cars. This is | regarding dust as
28 Larkspur from the industrial sites behind don't think we want to inhale anymore chemicals and dust it relates to health
Cross, definitely against industry in the area. please see
YANGEBUP response point 3.
24 Laurie Wilby Objection 82. Regarding
concerns relating
Unit 4/164 My business is on Barrington St and the dust from the businesses there already is already to dust please see
Barrington Street, | unbearable. Itis detrimental to my health not to mention my customers. Also their cars need to | response point 3.
BIBRA LAKE be washed before | give them back.
25 Name & Address | Objection 83. Regarding
Withheld concerns
We have enough dust (from Cockburn Cement) at my property without another party regarding dust as
conducting an activity that may cause more dust and health issues. it relates to health
please see
response point 3.
26 Peter Squibb Obijection 84. Regarding

concerns relating
to dust please see
response point 3.

85. Regarding
concerns relating
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to noise please
see response
point 2.

86. Regarding
concerns relating
to property values
please see
response point
42,

27

Maaike Hine

9 Lawson Place,
YANGEBUP

Objection

| am worried about the noise and air pollution from the crushing. My home isn't far from
Barrington Street. | also use Barrington Street quite often and | am worried about the increase
of traffic.

87. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.

88. Regarding
concerns related
to asbestos/silica
management
please see
response point
10.

89. Regarding the
comments raised
relating to the
traffic generated
by the proposal
please see
response point
53.

28

Nola Beringer

Objection

90. Regarding
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18 Miguel Road,
YANGEBUP

Due to the close proximity to my residence and my health issues as | am in my late 70’s it will
have a direct impact on my quality of life.

There will be considerable noise, vibrations, dust etc. and we already have an industry in
Barrington Road re: cement dust. Plus increase truck traffic leaving and entering this property
making for a lot of congestion around the area. I'm sure there is a more suitable site away from
housing & families.

concerns relating
to dust please see
response point 3.

91. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.

92. Regarding the
comments raised
relating to the
traffic generated
by the proposal
please see
response point
53.

29

Linda Demarco

23 Acacia Way,
YANGEBUP

Objection

This is too close to my property, and plenty of others too. My son has had some asthmatic
episodes and | do not want any more. Plus | myself have a lung condition and this will be a
negative on my health. I've lived here over 25 years — please do not allow this to happen.

Hello id like to submit my concern over the proposed site where sims metal were ... its far to
close to houses for noise and dust especially as my son has asthma on exerting and i have
emphysema. Ive lived in Yangebup for over 25 years and believe i have a voice in this matter.

Ive recently become aware of the salvage yard and the application for crushing ... this is far too
close to residents homes mine being one of them.

| myself have a lung condition so am terrified but not only that i care deeply about the kids
growing up here including my 14 year old son.

93. Regarding
concerns
regarding dust as
it relates to health
please see
response point 3.

94. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.
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There are many concerned residents and a few with prior knowledge on this company which
was brought to light last night on a Yangebup fb group which if you are unaware ive attached
for you to see.
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30

Julie Santich

15 Banksia Place,
YANGEBUP

Objection

- Noise factor particularly at night time very frustrating and annoying.

- Definitely will devalue the area which in turn will devalue my property.

- Industrial area is encroaching more and more into suburbia and becoming an absolute
eyesore.

95, Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.

96. Regarding
concerns relating
to property values
please see
response point

97. Regarding the
comments relating
to the
encroachment of
the industrial
area, the
industrial zone
has been defined
within the
Metropolitan
Region Scheme,
which has then
been reflected in
the zoning of the
City's Town
Planning Scheme
No. 3. The land
area has been
specifically
identified for
industrial land
uses.
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31 Tracey & Alan Objection 98. Regarding
Quinn concerns relating
The business will be conducting the same noisy operations as what Sims metal did. It has been | to noise please
45 Plover Drive, so peaceful since they ceased and we sure don’t want another business carrying out the same. | see response
YANGEBUP point 2.
32 Joe & Erica Objection 99. Regarding
DeAgrela concerns relating
When Sims metal was here using crusher was very noisy & explosive when cars crushed, also | to noise please
21 Torenia Way, | when deadlines with containers, work into 10pm, to have exports done for boat shipping see response
YANGEBUP orders. point 2.
33 Egla Mertkola & Objection 100. Regarding

Elgin Leci

35 Plover Drive,
YANGEBUP

- Stocking dangerous materials

- Loud noise

- Air contamination/paollution

- Land contamination

- Heavy traffic

- Not safe for environment so needs to be outside of residential areas

concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.

101. Regarding
concerns related
to asbestos/silica
management
please see
response point
10.

102. Regarding
the comments
raised relating to
the traffic
generated by the
proposal please
see response
point 53.
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103. Regarding
the comments
related to the
owner/applicant
please see
response point 4.

34

Margaret & John
Di Re

9 Moorhen Drive,
YANGEBUP

Objection

The dust and noise will disturb our neighbourhood. My son has an respiratory problem and
needs clean air.

104. Regarding
concerns
regarding dust as
it relates to health
please see
response point 3.

105. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.

35

Frank Allegretta

4B Seascape
View,
YANGEBUP

Objection

Noise and dust pollution. Increase in heavy vehicle traffic

106. Regarding
concerns
regarding dust as
it relates to health
please see
response point 3.

107. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.

108. Regarding

Document Set ID: 10362082
Versinn 10 VWarcinn NMate: 20/04/2094

Document Set ID: 10450079
Version: 1, Version Date: 07/05/2021

411 of 892



Item 14.1 Attachment 11 OCM 13/05/2021

the comments
raised relating to
the traffic
generated by the
proposal please
see response

point 53.
36 Judith Brookes Objection 109. Regarding
the comments
4/16 Bonito My objection to the proposal is my concerns for my health from increased pollution (including) raised relating to
Place, noise pollution from the proposed facility. The environmental impact on our area. Also the the traffic
YANGEBUP increase in traffic congestion and noise in an area of HIGH CONGESTION at peak times every | generated by the
day. All hazardous to my health and my friends + family who visit me. proposal please
see response
point 53.

110. Regarding
concerns
regarding dust as
it relates to health
please see
response point 3.

111. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response

point 2.
37 Deborah Objection 112. Regarding
Partigliani concerns
Noise + pollution has stopped since Sims metal who used to work after 7:00pm and on regarding dust as
8 Gum Court, weekends which used to interrupt my sleeping patterns and also my grandson who stays it relates to health
YANGEBUP regularly with me. The dust + extra trucks will add to the dust + noise pollution. | suffer from please see
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allergies and don't want more suffering.

response point 3.

113. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.

38 Susan De
Oliveira

6 Gum Court,
YANGEBUP

Objection

Way to close to homes. To noisy and | am waorries about the air quality in our suburb if there is
going to be crushing going on. This needs to be further away from homes + families.

114. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.

115. Regarding
concerns relating
to dust please see
response point 3.

116. Regarding
the buffer
distances please
see response
point 1.

39 Lynette Dean

18 Panarea
Crest,
YANGEBUP

Objection

- Health reasons
- Noise pollution
- Dust pollution

There is already a problem outside of constant layer of dust on our furniture and outdoor areas.
Also, we have an already higher than normal amount of dust indoors too!

117. Regarding
concerns related
to asbestos/silica
management
please see
response point
10.

118. Regarding
concerns relating
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to noise please
see response
point 2.

119. Regarding
concerns relating
to dust please see
response point 3.

40 Gary Giriffiths Non-Objection Noted
2 Howson Way, No Comment
BIBRA LAKE

41 Frances Gibson Objection 120. Regarding

concerns relating
10 Plover Drive, Noise factor. to noise please
YANGEBUP see response
Area is only for light industry. point 2.

121. Regarding
comments related
to the zoning and
land use please
see response
point 11.

42 Bruce Gibson Obijection 122. Regarding
concerns relating
10 Plover Drive, | We had Sims metal there before and many complaints about noise. Also this area backs onto | to noise please
YANGEBUP housing area and is supposed to be light industry not general. see response
point 2.

123. Regarding
comments related
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to the zoning and
land use please
see response
point 11.
43 Name & Address | Objection 124. Regarding
Withheld concerns
It will negatively impact the health and well-being of the local residents. The smell will be regarding dust as
distinct and this will be created by dust particles being inhaled into our bodies which is not it relates to health
healthy. I've recently moved out of Beeliar due to health issues caused by Cockburn cement please see
and | cannot fathom why something similar would be allowed again which will create similar response point 3.
problems. Also the dust to our properties will be awful. | do not agree to this application!
125. Regarding
concerns related
to asbestos/silica
management
please see
response point
10.
44 Jayne Trenka Objection 126. Regarding
concerns relating
37 Magnolia - Dust generation due to stockpiling and crushing to dust please see
Gardens, - Noise pollution in addition to that already experienced from industry in the area response point 3.
YANGEBUP
Since Sims metal closed, the amount of dust in the area has decreased and we are not 127. Regarding
amenable to allowing similar industry and an increase in dust again. concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.
45 Andrew Ogden Non-Objection Noted
211 Barrington No Comments
Street, BIBRA
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46 Anthony & Gina Objection 128. Regarding
Martinovich concerns relating
My husband works in a very similar industry and it is very noisy and dusty every single day. We | to dust please see
48 Cassilda Way, | don't want this for our residence on Conigrave Road. ltems processed may contain asbhestos response point 3.
TWO ROCKS materials. This is a family friendly neighbourhood and surrounds. Not industry.
129. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.
130. Regarding
concerns related
to asbestos/silica
management
please see
response point
10.
47 Fiona Condon Objection 131. Regarding
concerns relating
3 Spinnaker Sims metals, the previous site in this particular location had caused our neighbourhood issues. | to noise please
Heights, For a number of reasons including; the crushing of materials being atrociously loud, causing see response
YANGEBUP our windows to rattle from time to time and the debris that filled the air due to the process was | point 2.
also a major issue. One environmentally damaging company has been removed to be replaced
by one another which by no doubt will be the cause of these same issues arising again. 132. Regarding
concerns relating
to dust please see
response point 3.
48 D. Inkley Objection Noted
15 Torenia Way, | No Comments
YANGEBUP
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49

M. Roncovich

222 Barrington
Street, BIBRA
LAKE

Objection
Dust; noise; pollution, contamination.

Cockburn cement dust all over again.

133. Regarding
concerns relating
to dust please see
response point 3.

134. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.

135. Regarding
concerns related
to asbestos/silica
management
please see
response point
10.

50

Geraldine
Symington

10 Panarea
Crest,
YANGEBUP

Objection

| recently received a letter from you in regard to the "Modification to Previous Approval to
Industry General (Licensed) - Crushing of Materials on Site 200 Barrington Street Bibra Lake
WA 6163

As the site is less than 1 kilometer from my home | do have concerns if (1) There will be an
excess of noise - (2) Any odours coming from the storage of materials.

My address is 10 Panarea Crest Yangebup WA 6164.

Please advise if you think | may have any reasons for my concerns.

136. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.

137. Regarding
concerns related
to asbestos/silica
management
please see
response point
10.

51

Lee & Maggie
Ovenden

Objection

138. Regarding
the buffer

Document Set ID: 10362082
Versinn 10 VWarcinn NMate: 20/04/2094

Document Set ID: 10450079
Version: 1, Version Date: 07/05/2021

417 of 892



Item 14.1 Attachment 11 OCM 13/05/2021

- It's too close to residential dwellings, according to regulations distances please
12 Plover Drive, - The amount of dust that will be procured (from sclid waste) at the stockpiling + crushing | see response
YANGEBUP facility will have a detrimental affect on people’s health living so close by, as well as point 1.
property
- The constant noise that will have to be endured will have a detrimental effect on the 139. Regarding
mental health of those living within close vicinity concerns

regarding dust as
it relates to health
please see

response point 3.

140. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response

point 2.
52 Name & Address | Objection 141. Regarding
Withheld concerns relating
Thank you for the opportunity to respond to this proposal (DA20/0973). to dust please see

| know | speak for many of my neighbours in this response, including those with young children | response point 3.
who would like to remain in this area for the long-term future.
| have inspected the development application plans, and upon consideration of the likely impact | 142. Regarding
upon my property and amenity | object to the above proposal for the following reasons: concerns relating
to noise please
- Residents of Yangebup already experience poor air quality, with high levels of dust from | see response
multiple sources. It is unacceptable that additional sources of dust are allowed in such point 2.
close vicinity to residential zones.
- Similarly, residents of Yangebup already tolerate a lot of noise from the industrial zone 143. Regarding

and trains, often day and night. It is unfair to allow this to increase in any form. concerns related

- Many businesses, including the previous occupants of Lot 39 and 40 (200) Barrington | to asbestos/silica
St have shown how easily contamination can take place, particularly in waste management
processing activities. The risk to human health should be given more weight given that please see
hundreds of residential homes are within less than 1km of the site and the number of response point
homes in the area is increasing. 10.
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- Approving more intensive industrial, waste processing activities seems contrary to City
of Cockburn's efforts to beautify the area (e.g. as seen with landscaping along
Spearwood Ave, Bibra Lake) and the shift towards more commercial, light industry and
mixed business in the area.

- Allowing more intensive, ‘dirty’ activities will jeopardize future residential zoning
changes that many residents have been anticipating.

- The proposal to use shipping/sea containers as support structures seems to suggest
that the efforts to manage dust and noise problems are makeshift and not taken
seriously.

- The existing presence of several storeys of shipping containers on Barrington
St/Spearwood Ave (across from the proposed site) is already creates an eyesore in the
area. To extend the amount of shipping containers will further reduce the visual amenity
of the area.

83

Katherine Skoog

53 Plover Drive,
YANGEBUP

Comment on Proposal

Re the above application = Development Application DA20/0973 - Modification to Previous
Approval to Industry General (Licensed) - Crushing of Materials on Site

| have no general objections. BUT
Would like reassurance that the following would be looked at very carefully and monitored very
closely by the council Not just in the immediately time, if the application is successful but as
an ongoing commitment by the council

1. The noise level would be with in all normal limits or below.

2. Active dust control at all times

3. Operating hours to be only week days Stopping at 1800 at the latest Not at
weekends

- Taking in the wind can carry the noise / dust/ some distance | hope the above will be
looked at very carefully

144. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.

145. Regarding
concerns relating
to dust please see
response point 3.
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54 Clint McClure Non-Objection Noted
18 Salpietro No Comments
Street, BIBRA
LAKE
55 Deon Cawthray Objection Noted
4/8 Cocos Drive, | No Comments
BIBRA LAKE
56 Liam Taylor Non-Objection Noted
8 Salpietro Street, | Following on from our discussion | can confirm that | have no issue with a crushing yard being
BIBRA LAKE set up at the old sims metal site.
57 Mei Leary Objection 146. Regarding
concerns
201 Yangebup Cockburn cement issues (dust). Now 200 Barrington street with more noises and dust. Yes this | regarding dust as
Road, concers me a lot because it will impact on our daily living especially people with health issue. it relates to health
YANGEBUP please see
response point 3.
147. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.
58 | Ability Center Non-Objection Noted
30 Miguel Road, | No Comments
BIBRA LAKE
59 Kristina Curtis Objection 148. Regarding
concerns relating
13 Soundview - Please do not go ahead with this we already have a lot of dust and toxic smells coming | to dust please see
Rise, from Cockburn Cement plant. response point 3.
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YANGEBUP

- We, Yangebup residents will be affected by more noise, dust and trucks on the road.
- Please think of the families that live here, we don’t want to be pushed out due to
industrial works being over baring.

149. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.

150. Regarding
the comments
raised relating to
the traffic
generated by the
proposal please
see response
point 53.

60

Slavo Lipec

15 Soundview
Rise,
YANGEBUP

Objection

Noise
Dust
Trucks.

151. Regarding
the comments
raised relating to
the traffic
generated by the
proposal please
see response
point 53.

152. Regarding
concerns relating
to dust please see
response point 3.

153. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.
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61 Primesilk Non-Objection Noted
Holdings
No Comments
C/O P.O Box
1033,
BOORAGOON
62 Scott Ellis Non-Objection Noted
60 Bushland No Comments
Ridge,
BIBRA LAKE
63 Kayla & Brad Objection Noted
Deere
Just no. Will cause so many issues best to not go ahead to stop complications in the future.
15 Begonia
Close,
YANGEBUP
64 Julie & Gary Obijection 154. Regarding
Cukrov concerns related
We are ex Wattleup residents who lived in close proximity to the last Brakovich owned crushing | to asbestos/silica
25 Spinnaker facility and even to this day the land surrounding it is subject to testing before it can be sold. If | management
Hieghts, the land has been contaminated then what must it have done to the people living there who please see
YANGEBUP mostly are now deceased. response point
10.
65 MainRoads Non-Objection Noted
Western Australia
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Dear Sir/Madam,

Modification to previous approval to Industry General (Licensed) — Crushing of
materials on site — 200 Barrington Street, Bibra Lake WA 6163

Thank you for your correspondence dated 23 February 2021 inviting comment on the proposal
to modify the previous development approval to allow the crushing of materials on the above
site.

Main Roads has no comment on the proposal because the property does not abut a Primary
Regional Road or directly impact on a Main Roads asset.

66

Mira Sumich

226 Yangebup
Road,
YANGEBUP

Obijection

Air pollution, noise pollution, water contamination, soil contamination, hazardous materials
processed and stockpiled.

155. Regarding
concerns related
to asbestos/silica
management
please see
response point
10.

156. Regarding
concerns relating
to dust please see
response point 3.

157. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.

158. Regarding
comments related
to the water table

Document Set ID: 10362082
Versinn 10 Varcinn NMate: 20/04/2094

Document Set ID: 10450079
Version: 1, Version Date: 07/05/2021

423 of 892



ltem 14.1 Attachment 11

OCM 13/05/2021

please see
response point
13.

€7

Robyn & Ken
Andrews

16 Miguel Road,
YANGEBUP

Objection

| have lived in Yangebup for 38 years and have had to put up with Sims metal crushing cars
and the dust that has caused over the years. | am asmatic and this has deterated more over
the years. It has also caused alot of ceiling cracks to my house over the time which has led to
depreciation value to our house. It also had ongoing noise levels throughout the nights leading
to disruptive sleep patterns. We were told that there would be buffer zones in place in which did
not happen.

159. Regarding
concerns relating
to property values
please see
response point
42.

160. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.

161. Regarding
the buffer
distances please
see response
point 1.

162. Regarding
concerns
regarding dust as
it relates to health
please see
response point 3.

68

Chris Thackray

Address Not
Provided

Objection

- Noise pollution
- Public health risk - dust particles — affect resproatory health of nearby residents
- Dust/chemical release into atmosphere due to crushing — environmental pollution

163. Regarding
concerns
regarding dust as
it relates to health
please see
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Impact property prices within the area

response point 3.

164. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.

165. Regarding
concerns related
to asbestos/silica
management
please see
response point
10.

166. Regarding
concerns relating
to property values
please see
response point
42,
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69 Andrew Boyna on sorz_\;ritias 0;1 b:hal: of t:e cywner}s::f l1‘=t5‘:‘f{Lcstt ?Bg{ﬁxers ':‘:‘.;1;12‘., Bsii;a Lal;eb:n ;ef}ar}asnce ;o“a;dvtezrggrég for D;uoé:)s’rf 167. Regarding
rca n to Frevious Approval to Industriqi ens: ru. ng o aterials on a arrington ree
blel'lualf of Gunnar | S oo "L the land use
Vikingur undertaken at the
The property at #5 (Lot 56) Rivers Street is located approximately 221m from the site of proposed crushing (Lot 40). objectors site the
. #5 Rivers street is downwind of the proposed rock crushing facility 27.43% of the time f
5 Rivers Street, (note that airflow from wind is not direct, and a swing of 20 odd degrees in the wind direction may still result in dust Clty accepts that
BIBRA LAKE exposure) such a proposal
should be
‘Wind Rose .
Aooun 5 e considered as a
‘sensitive land
use’.
A0 )
-_,;,"'*. 2 | 168. Regarding
% e Z | the buffer
/‘ e g distances please
A see response
[ point 1.
1207 &

11169, Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please

see response
VIKAL International is a manufacturer and exporter of specialist ultra-luxury boats to the global Mega-Yacht market. point 2

VIKAL International is the most prestigious brand of Tender (small boats) in the world, and is the most carried brand of :
tender on Mega-Yachts over 80m in length. Tenders produced by VIKAL are the most expensive and prestigious boats
produced anywhere in the world. VIKAL International employs up to BO highly skilled staff who have global experience in | 170. Regarding
boat manufacturing and other specialist forms of high quality manufacturing. concerns relating

to dust please see
response point 3.

The property at #5 (Lot 56) Rivers Street is occupied by VIKAL INTERNATIONAL .
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All boats manufactured by VIKAL International are one-of-a-kind designs. Handcrafted to the designs and specifications
of international yacht designers usually based in London.
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All work involved in the manufacture of world-leading boats for VIKAL International occurs at #5 (Lot56) Rivers Street and
at #2 Rivers Street (Lot 302) on the opposite side of the street.

VIKAL International’s manufacturing reputation is based on vacuum infused composite structures, and absolutely
uncompromising levels of finish. The worlds most discerning clients require an incredibly high level of finish.

VIKAL International has been operating from its premises at #5 (Lot 56) Rivers Street for over 30 years.
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SENSITIVE LAND USE

Dust exposure is a major problem for operations at VIKAL International. Dust pollution can be damaging in fiberglass

infusion and can be very damaging in painting, polishing and varnishing. These processes are critical to the type of work
undertaken.

While complete dust control on-site would be ideal (as is required in pharmaceutical or food manufacturing), the
products produced by VIKAL International are too large and too bespoke to be accommodated by a facility that can
control dust ingress. Subsequently VIKAL International is uniguely vulnerable to environmental dust contamination.

Dust control at VIKAL International is critical to:

* The quality of products necessary to meet the expectations of the world’s most prestigious boat building brand.

« The important role this facility plays as a part of Western Australia's marine manufacturing industry for skill
development and training,

+ The ongoing employment of up to 80 staff
+« The unigue (and insurmountable) vulnerability of the business to environmental dust pollution

Under the Guidance for Assessment of Environmental Factors (in accordance with the Environmental Protection Act
1986) Separation Distances between Industrial and Sensitive Land Uses published by the Environmental Protection
Agency, a sensitive land use is defined:

2.3 Types of sensitive land uses

Land uses considered to be potentially sensitive to emiss
residential developmentsz2, hospitals, hotels, motels, hos van parks, schools, nursing homes, child care
fac s, shopping centres, playgrounds, and some public buildings. Some commercial, institutional and

al land uses which require high levels of amenity or are sensitive to particular emissions may also be
considered “sensitive land uses”. Examples include some retail outlets, offices and training centres, and some
types of storage and manufacturing facilities.

ions from industry and infrastructure include

Under this definition it would be hard to see what manufacturing facility would require a higher level of amenity or be
more sensitive to dust emissions than VIKAL International.

Manufacturing facilities at VIKAL International MUST be classed as a Sensitive Land Use..
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SEPERATION DISTANCES

Given the prevailing wind direction, and the risk of dust pollution to the Sensitive Land Use, the proposal at 200
Barrington Street is particularly risky.

The Environmental Protection Agency states:

4.1 The EPA approach to protecting the amenity of sensitive land uses from emissions from industrial land
uses

As stated ir

ction 2, the EPA's preferred hierarchy for the management of industrial emissions is:
avoidance of impacts;
minimise the creation and discharge of waste by implementing best practice (see EPA Guidance

Statement 55, Implementing Best Practice in proposals submitted to the Environmental Impact
Assessment pro sor

ensure environmental impacts from industrial emissions are acceptable and meet the relevant
regulations and health criteria beyond the boundary of the site, indust

estate or buffer areq.

The hierarchy for the management of industrial emissions requires that the priority for the City of Cockburn must be to

avoid the impacts of emissions on sensitive land uses. Management of pollution should only be considered where the
avoidance is not possible,

In this case, given that the land use proposed is not currently approved, future approval would be in direct contradiction
to the hierarchy which requires avoidance before management.
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Under Appendix 1, the proposed land use of Crushing of Building Material is explicitly listed for Dust and Noise,
requiring 1000m buffer around the Industry.

. inti i Dok Licence | Key Government | Code of Practice -

Industry Description of industry | acies for advice |(CaP) ! Impacts Buffer distance in
Registration | or appravahs cnvironmental metres and
categury () requirements qualifying notes

Gascous Noise  |Dust | Odour | Rink

Crude oil oil or gas production v DolR v v v v case by case

extraction from wells (10)

Crushing of crushing or ¢leaning of |+ local gov't v v 1000

building material |waste building or (13)

demolition material

The applicant for DA20/0973 has not acknowledged VIKAL International as a Sensitive Land Use. We have provided a
maodified version of the drawing the proponent has supplied, but included the Sensitive Land Use at #5 (Lot 56) Rivers

Street.
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Given that the Buffer Distance between Crushing facilities proposed at 200 Barrington Street and the Sensitive Land Use
at 200 Barrington Street of 22Im is badly deficient of the 1000m required by the guidelines, and when considered against
the direction of the prevailing winds which will risk carrying dust to the Sensitive Land Use 27% of the time, we cannot

see how the City of Cockburn can avoid impacts of the proposed land use as it is required to under the hierarchy for the
management of Industrial emissions.

Document Set ID: 10362082
Varcinn® 1N /arcion Nate® 2G/04/9091

Document 84'321&%@992

Version: 1, Version Date: 07/05/2021



OCM 13/05/2021

Item 14.1 Attachment 11

SUMMARY

1 #5 (Lot 56) Rivers Street is a Sensitive Land Use due to it's rnanufacturing requirements and its unique
sensitivity to dust pollution.

2. The Hierarchy for the management of industrial emissions requires the first consideration to be avoidance of
the impacts of pollution

3. The EPAspecifically prescribes a 1000m buffer for crushing of building material. #5 (Lot 56) Rivers Street is 212m
from the proposed land use.

4, The EPA lists dust pollution as a risk from crushing of building material which conflicts with the unique
vulnerability of the sensitive land use at #5 (Lot 56) Rivers Street

5. #5 (Lot 56) Rivers Street is downwind of the proposed rock crushing, meaning that the risk of exposure to dust is
increased.

VIKAL International is very concerned about the proposed operations included at 200 Barrington Street.
The risk of dust pollution puts the operations of VIKAL and some 80 jobs at risk. If the hierarchy for the management of
industrial emissions is to be followed; the City of Cockburn must avoid the impacts of dust pollution as the first option.

Given the avoidance of the risk of dust pollution is easily achieved by not permitting planning approval for crushing of
building materials; the City of Cockburn must not be drawn into the proposed management procedures to manage dust
because the hierarchy prevents such engagement if avoidance can be achieved.

We appreciate the consultation process undertaken by the City of Cockburn and hope that the application be refused.
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| am writing on behalf of the owners of #49 (Lot 510) Wellard Street, Bibra Lake in reference to advertising for DA20/0973
Modification to Previous Approval to Industrial (Licensed) Crushing of Materials on Site at 200 Barrington Street
Bibra Lake.

The property at #49 (Lot 510) Wellard Street is located 362m from the site of proposed crushing (Lot 40).

Figure 1 Current aerial phorograph sourced from Intramaps
#49 (LOT 510) Wellard Street

The property at #49 (Lot 510) Wellard Street is occupied by a single
residential house.

_ The house was built prior to 1965, and before the development of the area
into an industrial estate. It has retained its residential land-use
continuously since 1965 despite the zoning being designated “Industry”
under TPS3.

Changes in zoning do not prevent continued use of the property as it is
originally used.

The current land-use on this site is residential.
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Figure 2 Aerial photograph from 1965 sourced from Intramaps
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SENSITIVE LAND USE

Under the Guidance for Assessment of Environmental Factors (in accordance with the Environmental Protection Act
1986) Separation Distances between Industrial and Sensitive Land Uses published by the Environmental Protection
Agency, a sensitive land use is defined:

2.3 Types of sensitive land uses

sidered to be potentially sensitive to emissions from industry and infrastri
pments2, hospitals, hotels, motels, hostels, caravan parks, schools, n ng home
7 r,'vr;[rg“_‘, playgrounds, and some public buildings. Sorme commercial, institutional and
which require high levels of amenity or are sensitive to particular emissions may also be
Jered “sensitive land uses”. Examples include some retail outlets, offices and training centres, and some
s of storage and manufacturing facilities.

~ture include

ilef

1 care

A residential development is defined (7. Definitions) as
Residential development - any permanent structure whose primary use is as a dwelling place.
This definition does not contermnplate zoning, it only contemplates land-uses.
(This is fair because a change in zoning does not invalidate the fair continued use of a property in the same manner that

the property was used prior to zoning any changes. )

Under the Guidance for Assessment of Environmental Factors the house at #49 (Lot 510) Wellard Street is
unequivocally defined as a Sensitive Land Use.
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SEPERATION DISTANCES

The Environmental Protection Agency states:

4.1 The EPA approach to protecting the amenity of sensitive land uses from emissions from industrial land
uses

As stated in Section 2, the EPA’s preferred hierarchy for the management of industrial emnissions is:

+ avoidance of impacts;
minimise the creation and discharge of waste by implementing best practice (see EPA Guidance
Statement 55, Implementing Best Practice in proposals submitted to the Environmental Impact
Assessment process); or
ensure environmental impacts from industrial emissions are acceptable and meet the relevant
requlations and health criteria beyond the boundary of the site, industrial estate or buffer area.

The hierarchy for the management of industrial emissions requires that the priority for the City of Cockburn must be to
avoid the impacts of emissions on sensitive land uses. Management of pollution should only be considered where the
avoidance is not possible.

In this case, given that the land use proposed is not currently approved, future approval would be in direct contradiction
to the hierarchy which requires avoidance before management.

Under Appendix 1, the proposed land use of Crushing of Building Material is explicitly listed for Dust and Noise,
requiring 1000m buffer around the Industry.

: inti i Dok Licence | Key Gevernment | Code of Practice i i
Industry Description of industry | s imperarl| ey Impacts Buffer distance in
Registration | or approvabs environmental metres and
category (%) requirements qualifying notes

Crude oil oil or gas production v DolR v v v v case by case
extraction from wells (10)

Crushing of crushing or cleaning of |V local gov't ¥ v 1000
building material |waste building or (13)

demolition material

The applicant for DA20/0973 has not acknowledged the house at #49 (Lot 510) Wellard Street as a Sensitive Land Use. We
have provided a modified version of the drawing the proponent has supplied, but included the Sensitive Land Use at #49
(Lot S10) Wellard Street.
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Given that the Buffer Distance between Crushing facilities proposed at 200 Barrington Street and the Sensitive Land Use
at 200 Barrington Street of 362m is badly deficient of the 1000m required by the guidelines, we cannot see how the City
of Cockburn can avoid impacts of the proposed land use as it is required to under the hierarchy for the management of

Industrial emissions.
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SUMMARY
1. #49 (Lot 510) Wellard Street is a Sensitive Land Use due to it being continuously used as a residence (residential
development)

2. The Hierarchy for the management of industrial emissions requires the first consideration to be avoidance of
the impacts of pollution

3. The EPAspecifically prescribes a 1000m buffer for crushing of building material. #49 (Lot 510) Wellard Street is
362m from the proposed land use.

Gunnar Vikingur; the owner of #42 (Lot 510) Wellard Street is very concerned about the noise and dust emissions of the
proposed crushing land use at 200 Barrington Street.

The residential property has been surrounded with industrial land uses since 1965 all of which decrease the enjoyment of
the property by the occupants. An increased level of emissions; both noise and dust will have a very detrimental effect on
the occupants.

Given the hierarchy of management of emissions gives first priority to avoidance, and Crushing of building materials is
explicitly designated with a 1000m buffer, and given the sensitive land use is well within that buffer, we see no way that
the city can comply with the EPA guidance other than to refuse the application.

As | have spent many years in the mining Industry and know all the pitfalls of crushing and dust
control. | have inspected the development application plans and feel that this type of industry is
not suitable in close proximity of Yangebup residential area. This type of operation would be
better of to be located in a heavy industrial area further away from a residential area.

70 Wally Haynes Objection 171. Regarding
concerns relating
5 Conigrave There has been a recent approval for excess poisons to be pumped from Cockburn cement, to dust please see
Road, which can be avoided when there are southerly winds. Please don't attack us with the response point 3.
YANGEBUP westerlies.
71 Dennis Atley Objection 172. Regarding
the buffer
4 Carnation Regards to our telephone conversation on operation off a crushing plant and stockpiling of distances please
Place, materials, along with heavy vehicles travelling in to the area unloading and leaving the area see response
YANGEBUP and machinery  operating in the area loading the crusher. point 1.

173. Regarding
concerns relating
to dust please see
response point 3.
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72

Wendy Laver

37 Sandpiper
Loop,
YANGEBUP

Objection

To clarify my concerns in regards to the crusher

There is a number of residential houses within 1km of the crusher including the suburbs of
Yangebup and SPEARWOQOD .

My biggest concern is asbestos dust and silicon dust . Both are great irritants to the lungs and
increase mortality in those close . We chose to live in a residential area of Yangebup . We do
not want our health to be affected , mainly our lungs by asbestosis, silicosis or dust related
asthma.

The number of lung problem compensation cases against CofC would increase if the crusher
was allowed to be there.

We live in a quiet suburb , we did not choose to live in a noisy area during the day constantly .

This would impede on our house prices and our enjoyment of life . Surely there is other areas
where there are not houses within 1km (EPA limit ) that the crusher can go . Why here?

Dust can affect eyes as well as lungs and sinuses . The number of eye compensation
complaints and sinus problems will increase ,

| hang my washing on the line outside . Therefore it may have asbestos fibres on my clothes .
| believe that this should of been shut down the minute it was mentioned due to the closeness
of residential and other industries . Rules are there to look after our health .

Be careful of the increased compensation claims and bad press if this goes through.

Has a thorough health assessment been done on this ?

174. Regarding
the buffer
distances please
see response
point 1.

175. Regarding
concerns related
to asbestos/silica
management
please see
response point
10.

176. Regarding
concerns
regarding dust as
it relates to health
please see
response point 3.
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9:38 wiw %)
AA & en.mwikipedia.org (]
= WIKIPEDIA Q
Silicosis

2 w o

This article needs additional citations for verification.

Silicosis is a form of occupational lung disease
caused by inhalation of crystalline silica dust. Itfis
marked by inflammation and scarring in the foftm of

be misdiagnosed as pulmonary edema (flui
lungs), pneumonia, or tuberculosis.
Silicosis
Other Miner's phthisis, Grinder's asthma, |Potter's ro
names pneumonoultramicroscopicsilicovolcanoconio

Cutting threugh bricks.jpg
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10:22 4 wl
Q @ simus and silica dust

Crystalline silica and silicosis | Safe Worl
Australia

What diseases can silica dust cause? — What diseases ¢
silica dust cause? Choosing the best control measure; Tt
workplace exposure standard ...

Missing: simus | Must include: simus

People also ask

What happens if you inhale silica dust?
What are the early symptoms of silicosis?
How do you get rid of silica dust?

How bad is silica dust for you?

B https:/pubmed.nebinim.nih.gov - ...

Sinonasal cancer and occupational
exposures: a pooled analysis of 12 case

by D Luce - 2002 - Cited by 179 — Occupational exposu
to formaldehyde, silica d tile dust, coal dust, flour
dust, asbestos, and itreous fibers were

assessed with a job-

E3 https:/fwww.cde gov_ niosh » docs
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73

Kate McGown

2 Eagle Rise,
YANGEBUP

Objection

| am writing the express my concerns re the application for the proposed crushing plant at 200
Barrington Street Bibra Lake by Mr Brajkovich. We are long-time residents of Yangebup and
we have put up with Cockburn cement for many years, and now we have this potential dust
hazard with unknown components that will affect our health and livelihood.

The prevailing winds bring clouds of dust across Yangebup, Belier and Stanford Gardens. So,
if this demolition business of Mr Brajkovich does not adhere to the correct regulations, we will
have clouds of cement dust combined with dust that we believe will have asbestos and other

contaminated materials.

How is going to affect our children now and in the future, we have noted and seen more young
families moving back into our area. We believe this is more profitable for the City of Cockburn
than this proposed development.

In the past we had to endure the noise pollution from Simms metal, this reduced with them
moving on, only to read we will need to endure this again. What a negative affect this will have
on a lovely community here Yangebup as part of the City of Cockburn.

177. Regarding
concerns relating
to dust please see
response point 3.

178. Regarding
concerns related
to asbestos/silica
management
please see
response point
10.

74

David Spencer

9 Acacia Way,
YANGEBUP

Objection

- In breach of EPA recommended buffer zones (why was this not expressed in your
notification — clearly an attempt to support mates at the expense of residents)

- Noise from a nearby steel fabrication shop disturbs my sleep — | don't want any more
disturbances/dust etc

179. Regarding
the buffer
distances please
see response
point 1.

180. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.
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75 Jayne Raine Objection 181. Regarding
concerns relating
9 Banksia Place, | Noise & Dust pollution. to dust please see
YANGEBUP Due to stockpiling of material, if combustible materials stored, possible risk of fire. response point 3.

Increase in heavy traffic to area.
182. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.

183. Regarding
the comments
raised relating to
the traffic
generated by the
proposal please
see response

point 53.
76 Maria Fatima De | Objection 184. Regarding
Franca concerns
My family has lived in Yangebup since the 80s. | have raised children here and | am currently regarding dust as
36 Torenia Way, | helping my children to raise children here. The Brajkovich development will be horrific to our it relates to health
YANGEBUP health and wellbeing. | firmly object to their application. please see

response point 3.

185. Regarding
concerns related
to asbestos/silica
management
please see
response point
10.
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Da Silva Faria

13 Sinagra Way,
YANGEBUP

Please see attached.

Given the Applicant’s history of egregiously operating illegally, the wilful and seemingly petulant
and malicious continuation of works despite strong community objection to the documented
clouds of dust pollution the activity generated AND the City OF Cockburn's shameful failure to
perform its due diligence, our family STRONGLY OBJECTS to Brajkovich operating at 200
Barrington Street, Bibra Lake or anywhere in the adjacent local area.

77 Ken & Louisa Objection 186. Regarding
Bowman concerns relating
Per the revised dust management plan dated 17 February 2021, four out of five activities have | to dust please see
24 Miguel Road, | been given “high” risk ratings in terms of impact on the surrounding area. The report suggests | response point 3.
YANGEBUP dust monitoring and management will be implemented, however, given Brajkovich's previous
illegal activity in crushing asbestos, we have no confidence the company and its
agents/employees will abide by the law or regulations. The proposed activities are incredibly
detrimental to Yangebup and we whole-heartedly object to this application.
78 Tracy & Alvaro Objection 187. Regarding

the comments
related to the
owner/applicant
please see
response point 4.

188. Regarding
concerns relating
to dust please see
response point 3.
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The est Anstralian o

SUBSCRIDE >

Demolition plant sparks health scare

A

ADRIAN BEATTIE  The W
¥, 3 December 2010 §:35A

An illegal demolition plant is at the centre of a health scare in Wattleup, where residents believe they have been breathing in dangerous silica dust.

A group of residents has complained for five years about the Brajkovich i plant and di d recently it had been operating without proper
( ™) planning approval.
O) The Department of Planning ordered th pany to shut down in Sep but th pany’s lawyers won a stay at the State Administrative Tribunal,

which will continue hearing the matter today.
Market Gardener Peter Rokich said: “There is just dust cloud after dust cloud. We can feel it in our breathing - it's like having asthma*

Locals have recorded hours of video showing the dust clouds.
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Dust pollution expert Peggy Trompf has seen the videos, The Sydney-based industrial scientist said: *1 was shocked, The dust is completely uncontrolled.
Crushing concrete and other building materials can release large amounts of silica dust into the air. If the particles are small enough they can lodge deep in
the lungs and that can result in silicosis, which has been linked to lung cancer and other serious medical conditions.”

Adrian Brajkovich, who runs the crushing operation said: “We are quite adamant that the dust is not really ours. Half the dust is sand from the residents
own market gardens which is whipped up by the easterly winds.*

Referring to the residents’ fear of silica dust, Mr Brajkovich said: *1 am confident there are no health issues. Recycling concrete into road building material
is a world-wide practice. We have a full dust management plan in place and we are regularly d by an independ al inspectors.”

Nellie Vidovich is concerned for her mother Mare Vidovich, 96, who lives on her own beside the crushing operation.

“She is certainly feeling it. She coughs a lot at night and complains about itchy eyes,” she said.

Local residents are angry that the local shire and government departments took five years to find out that Brajkovich Demolition does not have proper
planning approval.

The City of Cockburn sald it had assumed that the Depastment of Environment had checked the planning approvals.
The Department of Environment said it was “just one part of a broad equation of land use ... in Wattleup”,
The Department of Planning said it had taken appropriate action and that it was “inappropriate to provide further comment at this time®.

The Wattleup Dust Battle - special Agenda report in The West Australian tomotmrow

79

Name & Address
Withheld

Objection

“The enjoyment of the highest attainable standard of health is one of the fundamental
rights of every human being without distinction of race, religion, political belief,
economic or social condition.” — Constitution of the World Health Organization

Brajkovich Landfill & Recycling Pty Ltd has a history within the City if Cockburn of operating
without planning approval and improperly crushing building materials, concrete and
contaminants.

Neither Adrian Brajkovich, the City of Cockburn, nor any person with delegated authority has
the right to engage in or approve activities that would be detrimental to the health, safety and
well-being of City of Cockburn residents.

The inhalation of silica particles and/or asbestos and/or whatever else Mr Brajkovich et al may
end up crushing will cause local residents long-term health complications. Symptoms of
asbestos and silicosis, for example, ordinarily show up ten to twenty years after exposure, by
which time Brajkovich Landfill & Recycling Pty Ltd and its affiliates may well have sailed off into

189. Regarding
the comments
related to the
owner/applicant
please see
response point 4.

190. Regarding
concerns related
to asbestos/silica
management
please see
response point
10.
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the sunset.

Australian Bureau of Statistics data show that over 15% of the population of Yangebup, Bibra
Lake, South Lake, Beeliar, Spearwood and Lake Coogee are children between the ages of 0
and 14 years. It is unconscionable to even consider allowing crushing activities to take place
within this region, let alone allow the Applicant to proceed with its operations unchecked, as it
has been to date. Even in its own paid-for revised Dust Management Plan, four out of five of its
proposed activities have been rated high risk. If that's not a huge red flag for the City, | don't
know what is.

Knowing what is known now about the health consequences of dust pollution, | can only think
the City would be leaving itself open to legal action should this application be approved. | urge
the responsible decision maker/s to very carefully consider their final decision.
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Regional population by age, 30 June 2019

Statistical Areas Level 2 Local Government Areas

0to 14 years 15 to 64 years 65 years and over

Source: 3235,0 - Reglonal Population by Age
and Sex, Australia, 2019

Population aged 0 to 14 years / "\_
Per cent (%)
I 22.0 or more

B 200-219
[ 180-199
[~ 160-179

80

Name & Address
Withheld

Objection
Re: Brajkovich Application

We have lived in Yangebup for the past twenty years and appreciate the beauty of where we
live. Yangebup is home to many different species of flora and fauna and multiple bodies of
water. It is known to have a high water table and, given its proximity to the coast, frequently
experiences significant wind activity.

191. Regarding
concerns relating
to dust please see
response point 3.

192. Regarding
concerns related
to asbestos/silica
management
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We are incredibly concerned that Brajkovich Landfill & Recycling Pty Ltd have requested
permission to engage in crushing activity at 200 Barrington Street, Bibra Lake, given what has
been detailed in various reports accompanying its application.

We worry for the health of our children and randchildren who live in and around Yangebup and
Bibra Lake.

We worry for the impact that winds will have, carrying dust and debris across our suburbs, and
particularly given that we are already dealing with that as a result of Cockburn Cement's
operations.

We worry that our local species of wildlife will be negatively harmed by the environmental
pollution caused by wetting down multiple loads of questionable materials, and the subsequent
drainage into our local waterways.

We STRONGLY OBJECT to this proposal. The submission deadline should be extended as we
do not believe residents in neighbouring suburbs have been advised of this proposal. As it will
impact on them and their families and friends, they have every right to be advised and provide
to the City of Cockburn and any other planning authority, their considered feedback.

please see
response point
10.

193. Regarding
the time period for
consultation the
application was
advertised in
accordance with
the requirements
of the Planning
and Development
(Local Planning
Schemes)
Regulations 2015
for a total of 21
days. The
consultation
period was
subsequently
extended by a
further seven
days following
comments from
the community.
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INEWS

Silicosis death dust audit reveals 'major epidemic worse than asbhestos'

Exclusive by state political reporter Allyson Horn
Posted Thu 21 Feb 2019 at 2-44am, updated Thu 21 Feb 2010 at 1134am

An audit of Queensland's manufacturing stone industry has 08 have the deadly lung disease silicosis — 15 of those terminal — with
more than 550 workplace breaches in what health experts are calling a major epldemic.

The youngest sufferer diagnosed so far was 23 years old and had worked in the industry for Key points:
six years,

= An audit was ordered by the Queensland Government in late 2018,
The audit was ordered by the Queensland Government in late 2018, after it emerged a handful after it da dful of stor had been d

9 g
of stonemasons had been dlagnosed with the incurable disease.
with the incurable disease

Over the f th known to stone = Across Qu land, 799 have been referred to have
were given 552 breach notices for inappropriate workplace cleaning practices, dry-cutting of lung testing. at a cost of $2,000 each
engineered stone, and inadequate protective equipment.

= The Queensland Government says it is not aware of any workers
Ten businesses or people were also fined a total of $36,000, for failing to comply with their who had yet died from the disease, but says many will need lung

improvement notices. 5
P transplants to survive

Stlicosis is an incurable and often fatal lung disease caused by breathing dust containing
fragments of crystalline silica — found in f stone kitchen b and vanities.

Figures obtained by the ABC show 88 workers officially d with the disease In Q land — 15 of them were at a level constdered to be terminal.
Gold Coast stonemason Anthony White, who turned 36 last year, was diagnosed with silicosis in 2017.

Mr White's deteriorating condition has seen him being admitted to intensive care in hospital for treatment.

Brisb. h Dr Graeme Edwards has been testing the lungs of hundreds of stone workers and predicted the health crisis would be worse than asbestosis.

"We're talking about a major epidemic that we don't fully appreciate right now — it's absolutely in a league of its own," Dr Edwards said.

*From a cliniclan's perspective this is worse than asbestos, because asbestos affects people at the end their working life and into their retirement — where this particular
disease is affecting young workers, people with dependent children, with wives and a whole working life expectation before them.

“The soctal and psychological impact is so greater than what we have traditionally seen with any of the dust-related discases”
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Nearly 800 workers to be tested, costing $1.5 million
Across Queensland, 789 stonemasons have been referred to have lung testing. at a cost of 52,000 cach.

Industrial Relations Minister Grace Grace said the cost of the screening was being paid by WorkCover Quoonsland.

“WorkCover Q v is funding the health g for workers, or former workers, who have by posed to silica fi g over an

period of time” she said.

“Workers with symptoms of silicosis are being prioritised through the health screening process”
But Dr Edwards feared doctors were struggling to cope, as the numbers to be tested continued te grow

*Thig iz going to have a major impact on the public health system.” he said.

"We're already taxing the capacity of my colleagues in respiratory medicine to even deal with the issues of today for these people who we're
diagnosing at the moment”

The Queensland Government said it was not aware of any workers who had yet died from the discase. but acknowledged many would have to receive lung transplants te
survive.

81

Maria Vitoria
Silva

151 Winterfold
Road,
COOLBELLUP

Objection

| strongly object to Brajkovich Landfill & Recycling Pty Ltd's application to engage in crushing
work at its 200 Barrington Street, Bibra Lake location.

| have family living in Yangebup whom | visit frequently. In the past few weeks, | have noticed a
significant increase in heavy traffic, dust from uncovered loads, and noise being generated
from the site’s current operations. | can only imagine the dust, noise and vibrations that will
emanate from the site should it receiving permission to engage in crushing activity.

Local residents are already impacted by the noise pollution coming from the Cash for
Containers facility ofn Miguel Road (which is an operation | NO NOT object to given its
importance for sustainability and keeping our City clean). It is a lot to expect that local residents
(City of Cockburn ratepayers) will put up with seriously negative externalities driven by a profit-
making enterprise with a poor reputation for abiding by rules and regulations.

It is my opinion that the application should be denied.

194. Regarding
the comments
raised relating to
the traffic
generated by the
proposal please
see response
point 53.

195. Regarding
concerns relating
to dust please see
response point 3.

196. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.

197. Regarding
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the comments
related to the
owner/applicant
please see
response point 4.

82

Name & Address
Withheld

Objection
To Whom It May Concern,

My family, including my parents who are in their 60s, my sister who is in her 30s and her two
children, aged 9 and 16 years respectively, all live within 600 metres of 200 Barrington Street,
Bibra Lake. Any crushing activity conducted on that site will negatively impact on them and
their neighbours on Torenia Way by way of dust pollution, noise pollution and
shocks/vibrations, not to mention the increase in heavy rigid vehicle traffic that local residents
will have to contend with.

| have read the various reports Brajkovich has funded and although there are “plans” to
moderate the impact experienced by the company's neighbours, realistically speaking there is
simply no way many of the plans are feasible. For instance, it has been suggested that the
crushing will occur inside a shed with its doors closed. On a hot day, how realistic is it to expect
that the shed'’s doors will remain closed?

Is the City planning on posting a health inspector to the site to ensure day-to-day compliance?
Yangebup gets a lot of wind and | have every expectation that id this proposal is approved, not
only will local residents have to put up with additional noise throughout the day, six days a
week, but my family (and me, my husband and daughter when we visit) will be left breathing in
harmful particles.

Some questions for you to consider:
1. Will the City of Cockburn pay for our medical care when we inevitably become sick? It has

recently been reported that silicosis is on the rise, for example. Damage to our lungs is
irreversible.

198. Regarding
concerns relating
to dust please see
response point 3.

199. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.

200. Regarding
concerns related
to asbestos/silica
management
please see
response point
10.

201. Regarding
the decision to
consider the
application please
see response
point 5.

202. Regarding
the comments
relating to the
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2. What right does the City, or any delegated authority, have to approve something that could
negatively impact on the day-to-day lives of tens of thousands of people?

3. Why weren't residents in surrounding suburbs advised of this application and invited to
comment? Winds blow in every direction. This is a consideration for those living in
Spearwood, Lake Coogee/Munster, South Lake and Beeliar, too. From the various
community communications I've witnessed, our neighbours have not been advised of this
application and are frustrated by the City of Cockburn’s lack of full disclosure.

4. Does the City and/or its delegated authority truly expect Brajkovich to abide by the law
and/or regulations imposed on its activity when it has proven previously in Wattleup that the
operators will do what they want, regardless of whether or not they have approval to
operate?

| strongly object to Brajkovich’s proposal. Brajkovich should locate an alternative site for its
operations, away from residential areas.

Lupus linked to silica dust exposure in Australia-first workplace compensation
claim

BC Radic Melbourne /By Matilda Marorn

Posted Thy 4 Mar 2021 at 8:03am, updated Thu 4 Mar 2021 at 1-25pm
WorkSafe insurers have accepted a compensation claim for an employee who was diagnesed with lupus after being exposed to toxic silica dust, inwhat lawyers believe could
be an Australia-first decision

Lupus is aninflammatory disease which causes the immune system to attack its own tissues. Koy points:
It can affect the heart. lungs and brain.

Workplace insurers accept Dianne Adams' claim that silica dust

Dianne Adams, 58, is one of seven people who claim they developed autoi itions was likely related to the onset of systemic lupus erythematosus.
after warking at silica milling factories in Dandenong and Lang Lang.

Ms Adams will now receive weekly payments and compensation for

Ms Adams's compensation claim was initially rejected. related medical expenses.

But a revised decision handed dewn on March 3 means she no longer has to live without
heating or internet at her regional property in Victoria.

Shine Lawyers say the decision is an Australian first

Tve been on the dole for 10 years beeause | was unable to work." Ms Adams told ABC Radio Melbourne.

TGetting compensation] feels goed.”

consultation
period public
advertising was
undertaken in
accordance with
the requirement of
the Planning and
Development
(Local Planning
Schemes)
Regulations 2015.

As part of this
process the
application and
supporting
documentation
was made
available for
public comment
on the City's
website, a sign
was erected at the
subject site, and
letters were sent
to all properties
within 1000m of
the site in
accordance with
the EPA buffer.

203. Regarding
the comments
related to the
owner/applicant
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What is silica? please see
Sometimes dubbed the new asbestos, crystalline silica is a mineral found in materials, including rock and engineered stone. response pomt 4
The link between exposure to silica dust and permanent lung damage is well established.

Now Shine Lawyers have successfully drawn a connection to silica exposure and a number of it lupus, and arthritis.

“This is an Australian first,’ head of dust and diseases litigation Roger Singh said.

‘It hasn't been an easy ride proving causal connection.”

Ms Adams worked at the Lang Lang silica milling factory processing minerals for almost 20 years.

Accerding to Shine Lawyers she “sub: jal exp to silica dust during her employment.
In 2009, Ms Adams developed lupus and a year later she was diagnosed with a lung disease that has since been recognised as silicosis.

Mr Singh said the medical had her earning capacity” and the could be life

“Dianne has been suffering in silence for over a decade with this condition,” Mr Singh said.

*This outcome will enable compensation to be obtained to enhance her quality of life, and it will also pave the way for other workers who
have been suffering in silence for many, many years."

They now plan to sue Ms Adams's former employer for negligence.

What is being done to protect workers?

Awareness of the dangers of exposure to silica dust from engineered stone have increased dramatically over the past decade.
In 2019 WorkSafe Victoria banned the dry cutting of engineered stone, in a bid to protect workers from developing silicesis.
When engineered stone products are cut, a very fine dust containing up to 95 per cent crystalline silica s released into the air.

son said.

“Exposure can result in silicosis, chronic bronchitis, emphysema, lung cancer, kidney damage and 'ma,’ a WorkSafe

Last month, the Victorian govemment said more than 1000 workers from the industry had reg for a free health check-up, as part of their action plan to
protect workers from silica dust.

Workplace Safety minister Ingrid Stitt urged all past and present stonemasons to come forward.

"Our free health assessments mean those diagnosed with this deadly disease get the treatment they need as soon as possible,” she said.
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Asbestosis

Asbestosis is a chronic lung disease caused by exposure to asbestos dust. Inhaling asbestos
dust can cause scarring in the lungs and in the pleural membrane (lining that surrounds the
lungs).

People with asbestosis have difficulty breathing, often have a cough, lung damage and, in
severe cases, have an enlarged heart.

Symptoms usually appear 10 to 20 years after exposure to asbestos dust. Treating the
symptoms can help — such as treating shortness of breath with oxygen. However, the
damage to the lungs caused by asbestosis is not reversible.

Sources:

Department of Health (Asbestos-related disease), Asbestos Diseases Society of Australia
(What is asbestos?), Asbestos Wise (Asbestos in the home), Department of Health
(Asbestos: A guide for householders and the general public)
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Silicosis
Silicosis is a long-term lung disease caused by inhaling unsafe levels of silica
dust, usually over a period of many years.

You are at risk of silicosis if you work with quartz, sand, stone, soil, granite, brick,
cement, grout, mortar, bitumen or engineered stone products. These materials
contain the mineral silica and working with them can create a very fine dust
that's easily inhaled. Once inside your lungs, the dust particles can scar the
lungs. This scarring is known as silicosis.

You are at risk of developing silicosis if your work involves:

» stone masonry and stone cutting, especially with artificial stone such as
engineered, reconstituted or manufactured stone and quartz
conglomerate '

e construction and demolition

e pottery, ceramics and glass manufacturing

¢ mining and quarrying

¢ sand blasting
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Not everyone who works with silica dust develops silicosis. The chances of
getting silicosis will depend on many factors, including how much silica dust you
come into contact with, and for how long you were exposed to it.

The 3 common types of silicosis are:
« chronic silicosis - exposure to silica dust for more than 10 years

e accelerated silicosis - exposure to silica dust for 3-10 years

e acute silicosis - develops within weeks or months of exposure to silica
dust

All 3 types affect you in the same way. The difference is how long it takes for
problems to develop.

Symptoms of silicosis

The main symptoms of silicosis are shortness of breath, chest pain, cough and
tiredness. But in the early stages of silicosis, there may be no symptoms.

The symptoms become severe as the condition gets worse. Eventually, you
might find simple activities such as walking or climbing stairs difficult. You might

also have trouble sleeping and eating properly.

Silicosis can also increase your risk of getting other serious conditions such as
tuberculosis (TB), chest infections, emphysema, kidney damage and lung cancer.
If you develop the symptoms of silicosis, make an urgent appointment with your
doctor if vou work, or have worked, with products that create silica dust.
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Silicosis diagnosis
At the appointment, your doctor will ask you about your symptoms and work
history. The doctor will examine you and listen to your lungs with a stethoscope.
Tell the doctor about your exposure to silica dust and whether you were issued
with any safety equipment, such as a face mask, when you were working.
The doctor may send you for tests such as:

o achest x-ray to look for abnormalities in your lungs

e acomputerised tomography (CT) scan of your chest to produce more

detailed images of your lungs
» lung function testing (spirometry) to see how well your lungs are working

Silicosis treatment
Unfortunately, the damage to your lungs can't be reversed. But your doctor can
offer treatments such as inhalers and oxygen therapy to improve your breathing
and your quality of life. Your doctor might also suggest that stop smoking (if you
smoke), have regular tests to check for tuberculosis (TB), and have the annual flu
jab.
Prevention of silicosis
Silicosis can be prevented if you:

¢ avoid prolonged exposure to silica dust

e wear protective masks (but not disposable paper ones)

« wet down tools and materials to suppress dust

¢ use tools that have dust-collecting attachments
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All workplaces, employers and employees in Australia must comply with their workplace
health and safety procedures.

Sources:

International Journal of Environmental Research and Public Health (Artificial Stone
Associated Silicosis - A Systematic Review), The Royal Australasian College of Physicians
(Frequently Asked Questions - Accelerated Silicosis), Safe Work Australia (Crystalline silica
and silicosis), Lung Foundation of Australia (Fact sheet - What is silica)
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Bijou & Chris
Whitbread

8 Jarrah Court
YANGEBUP

1

Objection

Noise pollution: Reduces value of property.

This industry does not add any value to our area (residential). Too noisyl!
SIMS metal is gonell Now we will be confronted by more pollution.

Definitely + vehemently oppose this proposall

204. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.

205. Regarding
concerns relating
to dust please see
response point 3.

206. Regarding
concerns relating
to property values
please see
response point

207. Regarding
comments relating
to the information
provided for
consultation
please see
response point
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It is for the following reasons that we strongly object to the proposal:

Disclosure and inconsistency of documentation for proposal

The City has not provided the below documentation relating to the proposal as referenced within
the proponents report and there are inconsistencies within the proponent’s submission or

referencing of documents:

DA19/0686-6018185 — Approval to operate a Solid Waste Depot, Transfer Station, Salvage
Yard and Transport Depot

Appendix A — Development Approval Application Form

Appendix B — Planning Approval Application

Appendix C — Certificate of Titles Lot 39 and 40 Barrington Street Bibra Lake

Appendix D — Letter of Authority

DWER Works Approval Category 62: Solid Waste Depot

Appendix E — Lot 40 DWER Contaminated Site Classification

Appendix F — Lot 39 DWER Contaminated Site Classification

52.

208. Regarding
concerns related
to asbestos/silica
management
please see
response point
10.
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Revised Development Application Report: Project Summary — Information missing and
quoted “as per original application”.

Asbestos Management Plan — 200 Barrington Street, Bibra Lake Reference:
000424_AMP_AC_110919 also quoted as Asbestos Management Plan — 200 Barrington Street,
Bibra Lake Reference: 00424_AMP_AC_110919 in Conclusion of Revised Development
Application Report.

Revised Dust Management Plan — 200 Barrington Street, Bibra Lake Reference
161856_DMP_12022021 quoted in Revised Development Application Report to be strictly
followed. Also quoted as 161856_DMPA_12022021 in Conclusion of Revised Development
Application Report. Supplied copy to public for comment - Revised Dust Management Plan —
200 Barrington Street, Bibra Reference 161586_RDMP_17022021.

Without access to the above documents and surety as to which referenced Management Plans

are to be considered the final version we cannot provide comment in favour of the proposal.

We object to the proposal for this reason.
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Transportation

Quoted in the proponents Revised Development Application Report 4. Project Summary
Transportation “As per original application”. Information is not provided for public comment and
therefore the impact of the addition of crushers to the overall operations cannot be accurately

assessed.

The proponent proposes to utilise Restricted Access Vehicles (RAV) as a means of importing
and exporting materials on and offsite. RAV range from 25 metres (Level 1) up to 53.5 metres in
length (Level 4). Contained within the report it is proposed the site will receive and depart 120
vehicle movements per day — 60 in and 80 out. This calculates to be a RAV entering or leaving
the premises every 33 minutes within the proposed operational hours. The City of Cockburn has
not supplied the proponent's information on the capability of accepting RAV onto the premises
to prevent impact on local roads, businesses and residents.

We object to the proposal for this reason.
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Operational

5.1.1 Waste Acceptance

“l oads are wet down prior to tipping to ensure minimal generation of errant dust. Each load is
inspected by the truck driver post-tipping.”

No information has been provided as to where and when this will occur on site and via what
associated infrastructure. No information regarding the volume of water that will be applied to
each load to ensure even and adequate dispersal of water over the entire imported product
including materials received greater than 100mm which is destined to be crushed within the
processing shed.

We object to the proposal for this reason.
“Following acceptance, the materials will be transported to the Materials Acceptance Area to be

sorted. All material will undergo screening within the Processing Area; however, oversized C&D
material shall be directly transported to the Processing Shed to be crushed to 100mm.”
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roads being accessed by RAV should be suitably sealed/treated (i.e. bitumen/concrete). Relying
on water carts to effectively keep internal roads wetted down and prevent dust lift off is reactive.

Internal roads will dry out during non-operational hours (Monday — Saturday 6pm — 7am and
Sundays and Public Holidays) and dust lift off with the assistance of seasonal prevailing winds
will occur. There is no indication within the proposal that an automated irrigation system for
unsealed internal roads will be installed to prevent this occurring. Relying on dust monitoring
equipment to alert responsible persons of dust level exceedances out of hours could result in

dust leaving site for prolonged periods.

We object to the proposal for this reason.
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Asbestos Containing Materials

1.3 Summary of Proposed Development

“Stockpiles will be separated into three areas clearly marked for Unprocessed Waste, Products
tested for ACM and Products awaiting testing for ACM. The unprocessed waste stockpiles will
be clearly separated from the processed waste by a minimum of 3m distance. Where it is not
possible for separation by distance, an impermeable barrier will be installed to ensure no cross-
contamination of stockpiles. Clearly visible and legible signage is to be installed in proximity of
each stockpile. The maximum stockpile heights are proposed to be 5m.”

The proponents process flow for unprocessed material potentially destined for crushing appears
to carry risk of cross-contamination to processed materials that could be avoided given the
scale of the site.

Without knowledge of the Planning approval conditioning relating DA19/0686-6018185 —
Approval to operate a Solid Waste Depot, Transfer Station, Salvage Yard and Transport Depot
we cannot determine how this may be enforced

We object to the proposal for this reason.
5.1.2 Waste Processing

“After passing through the screener, product aggregate of specified sizes collects in different
piles. These materials are then transported by a loader to the appropriate stockpile, generally:
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No information has been provided in regards to dust suppression relating to the screening
process. As the screening is proposed to occur at the middle southern portion on the premises
(central to property in its entirety) dust emissions from this process may have the opportunity to
enter the air shed and not be detected by dust monitoring equipment proposed to be located on
the property boundaries. Due to high temperatures, strong prevailing winds and inadequately
watering loads prior to screening it is not unlikely that stockpiled loads could dry out before the

screening and crushing process.
We object to the proposal for this reason.

5.1.3 Waste Storage

“During the offloading of material to the stockpiles, the material needs to be further managed to
form the stockpile. The operator of the loader/excavator does this by carefully displacing each
bucket in a fashion as to not generate dust and, where possible, the operator inspects each

bucket as it is moved.”
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The City of Cockburn has not provided information relating to how it can condition and enforce
through a Planning Approval a high risk source of dust emission that relies on an operators
behavior. It is highly unlikely due to time pressures of turnaround that operators will abide by

what is being proposed.

Without knowledge of the Planning approval conditioning relating DA19/0686-6018185 —
Approval to operate a Solid Waste Depot, Transfer Station, Salvage Yard and Transport Depot

we cannot determine how this may be enforced.

We object to the proposal for this reason.

5.2 Site Access and Traffic Movements
“Access and movement within the property will be via the internal roads. These roads shall be

constructed using 19mm crushed aggregate at a thickness of 300mm. The internal roads will be

effectively wetted using a water cart to prevent dust uplift”

The importation of materials destined to be crushed at the site on the proposed internal roads is
less than satisfactory. The site is not proposed to be temporary in nature and therefore internal
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* Fines

* Hardstand Aggregate

* Road Base Aggregate

* Drainage Aggregate

Aggregate materials will be considered to be part of the ‘products awaiting testing for ACM’
stockpile location, until asbestos testing has been undertaken to confirm no ACM is present

above guideline values.”

The proposed process ailows screening of material through a McClosky R155 screener prior to
ACM identification. Generally screening involves the use of vibration and mechanical
movements over a series of steel grids that size materials to the desired final aggregate sizing.
Allowing ACM to be screened through mechanically abrasive processes may result in ACM
fibres being released into the environment.

We object to the proposal for this reason.
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5.1.3 Waste Storage

During the offloading of material to the stockpiles, the material needs to be further managed to
form the stockpile. The operator of the loader/excavator does this by carefully displacing each
bucket in a fashion as to not generate dust and, where possible, the operator inspects each
bucket as it is moved.

The location of the stockpiles is to be within the area as outlined within Figure 2 and Figure 3. It
is proposed that stockpiling occurs in three categories, inclusive of:

= Unprocessed materials;

* Processed materials awaiting asbestos testing; and

= Processed materials tested for asbestos.

If an operator sees the presence of asbestos in any moved bucket or within the stockpile, the
following procedures will be put into action:

* Operation of the loader is to cease, and a further inspection is required; and

* A risk assessment is to be carried out

The proponent is relying on machine operators located in a cab 3 — 5 metres away, with
generally limited vision of the load in the bucket, to identify suspected ACM in loads destined to
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or from the crusher. The proponent does not indicate or provide supporting information in

regards to the qualifications/training of machine operators in detecting ACM.

We object to the proposal for this reason.

Herring Storer Noise Assessment Document Reference: 25220-5-19323

It is noted that operational hours are proposed to be Monday — Saturday 0700 to 1800 hours
within the Herring Storer Noise Assessment Document Reference: 25220-5-19323. Compliance
with the Environmental Protection (Noise) Regulations 1997 with su rrounding land uses has
been determined with the processing shed doors closed.

Without knowledge of the Planning approval conditioning relating DA19/0686-60181 85—
Approval to operate a Solid Waste Depot, Transfer Station, Salvage Yard and Transport Depot
we cannot determine how this may be enforced and whether noise and vibration will be

compliant.

Herring Storer Noise Assessment Document Reference: 25220-5-19323 does not detail
compliance with the relevant Australian Standard for vibration, AS 2436-2010 Guide to noise

and vibration control on construction, demolition and maintenance sites.
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We object to the proposal for this reason.

Revised Dust Management Plan Ref: 161 586_RDMP_17022021
5.1 Summary of Dust Management Requirements
“Crusher to be located within the onsite Processing Shed. Shutter doors to be closed when

crushing is occurring.”

The proposal does not detail how dust produced from crushing within the processing shed shall
be captured (i.e. bag house extraction system), in the event that doors are required to be

opened after crushing for the removal of processed material.

Stockpiled materials pre-post crusher (materials acceptance area and processing area) situated
outside of the proposed containerised stockpile area will dry out during non-operational hours

(Monday — Saturday 6pm — 7am and Sundays and Public Holidays) and dust lift off with the
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assistance of seasonal prevailing winds will occur. There is no indication within the proposal that
an automated irrigation system for stockpiles at these locations will be installed to prevent this
occurring. Relying on dust monitoring equipment to alert responsible persons of dust level
exceedances out of hours could result in dust leaving site for prolonged periods.

There is no information within the proposal regarding operational process that would indicate

that these areas will be free of stockpiled material during non-operational hours.

We object to the proposal for this reason.

5.2 Summary of Dust Management Controls
“Water needed for dust suppression will be sourced from drainage sumps onsite, in addition to
100,000L rainwater tanks”

No information is provided on the expected volume of rainfall for the site, rainfall capture area
for 100,000L rainwater tanks, alternative water source where there is potential for the drainage
sump to be dry during summer months, The certainty of an adequate water supply for dust

suppression cannot be determined from the information provided for public comment.
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We object to the proposal for this reason.

It is noted that the Contaminated Sites Act 2003 Basic Summary of Records Search Response,

although one of the documents not supplied for public comment, states:

“In accordance with Department of Health advice, if groundwater is being, or is proposed to be
abstracted, the department recommends that analytical testing should be carried out fo

determine whether the groundwater is suitable for its intended use.”
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Amber & Gary
Wesley

22 Miguel Road,
YANGEBUP

Objection

Concerns about noise of the crushing of materials on site + subsequent dust blowing across
our property.

Also, concerns about the potential health hazards of the material being disposed of at this site,
like so many other cases, these may only come to light much later when it is too late.

209. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.

210. Regarding
concerns relating
to dust please see
response point 3.

211. Regarding
concerns related
to asbestos/silica
management
please see
response point
10.
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Steven Morris

7 Dolphin Way,
YANGEBUP

Objection

Dust is Dust. This needs to be done in a controlled environment. There is no way without
wetting that can remove the dust. On building sites it is illegal to dry cut anything!

212. Regarding
concerns relating
to dust please see
response point 3.
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Carroll Brown

50B Bayview
Terrace,
YANGEBUP

Objection

| have just received into my letterbox a leaflet advising residents about consideration of two
crushers to operate at 200 Barrington Street Bibra Lake

| totally reject this idea, as if it isn't bad enough with dust from Cockburn Cement, and | would
ask you to consider REJECTING this plan.

Also, to advise that | live on the Bayview Estate and since Spearwood Avenue has been
upgraded and a Bowling Club has been built near where | live, | also reject the increased
number of vehicles who have discovered a faster way through from Spearwood Avenue to
Beeliar Drive via Bayview Tce to Birchley Road and then Beeliar Drive, rather than staying on
Spearwood Avenue up to the big roundabout and then on to Beeliar Drive.

So | am writing to you to vote 1) against the two crushers at 200 Barrington Street and

2) to make enquiries as to the number of increased vehicles
cutting through Bayview Tce/Birchley Road to Beeliar Drive.

213. Regarding
concerns relating
to dust please see
response point 3.

214. Regarding
the concerns
relating to the
vehicle
movements in the
area the
comments were
passed on to the
City's Traffic
Engineers to
follow up as a
separate process
outside of the
application at
hand.
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Daniel Thomas

27 Spinnaker
Heights,
YANGEBUP

Objection

| have been living in the Yangebup area now for quite some time and | am rather frustrated at
the fact, Cockburn Council are considering approval of two more crushers to begin works so
close to a residential site. Our area already suffers a great deal of dust due to Cockburn
Cement and when you have a pool and pay a ridiculous amount in taxes to the council this is
already frustrating. | then find out that on the other side, they are now going to approve
crushers to begin works and create more dust and mess for the area. There are already
multiple online sources of people who have complained at other sites where the works are
taking place. This is irresponsible and a sheer lack of care for the people who live in the area,
all to line pockets of others. Raising young children in the Yangebup area, should not be
detrimental to their health and it should not create more work for me around my home. | hope
this reaches you well and hopefully enough people can stand and fight for what is right.

215. Regarding
the decision to
consider the
application please
see response
point 5.

216. Regarding
concerns
regarding dust as
it relates to health
please see
response point 3.
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217. Regarding
concerns related
to asbestos/silica
management
please see
response point
10.

218. Regarding
the comments
related to the
owner/applicant
please see
response point 4.
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Dragisa & Borka
Kovacevic

10 Dolphin Way,
YANGEBUP

Objection

Reason for this is crushing of hazardous materials, dust, noise and extremely heavy traffic.

219. Regarding
concerns relating
to dust please see
response point 3.

220. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.

221. Regarding
concerns related
to asbestos/silica
management
please see
response point
10.
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222. Regarding
the comments
raised relating to
the traffic
generated by the
proposal please
see response
point 53.
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Michael Pengilly

12 Tuart Place,
YANGEBUP

Objection

Dust and noise and increased traffic through Yangebup (Moorhen Dr etc)

223. Regarding
the comments
raised relating to
the traffic
generated by the
proposal please
see response
point 53.

224. Regarding
concerns relating
to dust please see
response point 3.

225. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.
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Michelle Livesey-
Giles

22A Bonito Place,
YANGEBUP

Objection

By way of introduction, | am a qualified engineer who lives approx 700m from the proposed
facility. | have worked in construction for 16 years and lived in the City of Cockburn for most of
my life. | am opposed to Development Application DA20/0973 - Modification to Previous
Approval to Industry General (Licensed) - Crushing of Materials on Site for three primary

226. Regarding
concerns relating
to dust please see
response point 3.

227. Regarding
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reasons (in no particular order) - traffic, noise and dust. | believe no modification to the
previous license should be approved at this time, based on the information provided by the
applicant. | have made particular note of deficiencies in the applicant's acoustic report and dust
management plan for your reference.

1. Traffic: The Barrington Street and Spearwood Avenue intersection is not equipped for high
volumes of traffic (Barrington St Eastbound before Spearwood avenue is single lane with very
small right turning late at intersection only) - traffic often banks back past this proposed facility
at peak times without any additional heavy vehicles being added. Once a small number of cars
occupy the turning lane (and when the right turn arrow is red), no vehicles can proceed straight
or left despite a green light, which causes the traffic to build up quite quickly. The applicant's
report confirms that access would be via Barrington St.

2. Noise: | live within the 1,000m recommended buffer zone recommended by the EPA and
referenced by the applicant at 6.11 of the applicant report. | find the noise bund referred to by
this application (which was included in previous application without any crushing facilities) and
the acoustic report severely lacking in detail or clarity. At item 4 of the acoustic report (refer
table 4.1) it indicates the crusher generates 113dB and the screen 105dB, however without any
transparency or insight in to calculation method, delivers a conclusion that the level at the
nearest sensitive premise would be 35dB. There is a distinct failure to show how this is
calculated or evidence of actual measurements at various distances from other similar crushers
and screens installed elsewhere. Furthermore, the sheds and enclosures referred to as a
source of noise reduction at item 4 comes with the explanation that: "It is noted that the
predictive noise modelling for the industrial building assumes the doors of the shed are closed
during internal crushing operations" — from my exposure to construction and industrial facilities,
| very much doubt that doors would always closed during crushing operations due to egress
and HSE requirements of operating the facility. Therefore, the calculations may be based on an
incorrect assumption.

3. Dust: The dust suppression report, and in particular the mitigants / management
requirements at item 5, are far from satisfactory and many of them are reactive rather than
proactive. The applicant report discusses 'fines/sand' as a class of crushed product without
stating what size this product would be and what micron sieve it would pass through. The
crushing, movement, loading, unloading of this ‘fines/sand’ product would be the biggest
concern for dust (and not the dust generated by wheels of trucks). Item 8 at 5.1 of the Dust

concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.

228. Regarding
the comments
raised relating to
the traffic
generated by the
proposal please
see response
point 53.

229. Regarding
the buffer
distances please
see response
point 1.
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Management Plan discusses a manual procedure for turning on sprinklers only after the dust
levels exceed what is acceptable; this is both manual and reactive which is not an appropriate
mitigant to significantly lower the risk. There should be automation or proactive (watering at
intervals even before limits are exceeded) to satisfy council.

It is my opinion that if the council wishes to consider this application further, particularly in light
of EPA recommendations of 1,000m buffer due to noise, that significant further work be done
by the applicant including preparation and submission of operational procedures of the
proposed crushing and screening facilities (including how shed/shutter doors could possibly
remain closed through entire crushing processes), plus demonstration of supporting
calculations to noise modelling and sampling of noise at various distances from comparable
facilities.

g1

Colin Lawler

34 Willshire Way,
YANGEBUP

Objection

Having lived in Yangebup at my current address for the past 25+ years | am familiar with the air
+ noise impact from the previous occupates. | feel this will only be increased with a second
crusher.

230. Regarding
concerns relating
to dust please see
response point 3.

231. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.
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Australian Wool
Network

PO BOX 266,
GUILDFORD

Objection

200 BARRINGTON STREET BIBRA LAKE WA 6163

We write in response to the advertised Planning application at the above property which seeks
“Modification to Previous Approval to Industry General (Licensed) — Crushing of Materials on
Site”.

Our Business, Australian Wool Network trading as Dyson Jones Wool Marketing, is the occupant at
48 Howson Way Bibra Lake. We operate a large wool storage and distribution business that
employees 25 staff and we have been at this facility for over 25 years. Our rear boundary adjoins
the Applicant.

We OBJECT to the planning application for the following reasons:
1) Planning Considerations

The introduction of crushing operations at the subject site is not a minor amendment to the
previous development approved. The proposed crushing operations are an intense land use and a
significant commercial enterprise that will alter the form and function of the subject site.

In addition to the crushing operations proposed, other modifications to the approved site plan are
depicted on Figure 3 — Site Layout (Proposed). These proposed modifications are a significant
departure from the form/layout shown in Site Layout (Approved). The proposed modifications to
the site layout include additional internal roads, the introduction of sea container modules (each
module stacked to a height of 7.77m and a width of 20.72m and larger “Plastics” and “Green” waste
areas.

Given the current Development Application introduces a crushing land use/operation and
modifications to the site layout, such modifications do substantially change the development that
has already been approved.

232. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.

233. Regarding
concerns relating
to dust please see
response point 3.
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This position is further reinforced with the Development Application seeking to introduce an
additional prescribed use (under the Environmental Protection Regulations 1987) being Category
13: Crushing of building material. It is noted that such a use is deemed a prescribed premises at
1,000 tonnes or more per annum and the development application report states than an estimated
150,000 tonnes of building material will be crushed at the site per annum.

2) Noise & Dust Considerations

We do not believe that the supporting Revised Dust Management Plan and Noise Assessment
appropriately demonstrate that the potential adverse impacts at our tenancy can be satisfactorily
mitigated. The specific deficiencies and inconsistencies in the applicant’s documentation are
detailed below.

Revised Development Application Report, prepared by Site Environmental and Remediation
Services (SERS), revision 2 dated 17 February 2021 :

¢ The proposed layout as shown in Site Layout (Proposed) cannot be achieved due to the size of
the bund material which has already been placed at the site. The report should reflect the
actual layout of the site which will be achieved as this is critical in determining if the expected
impacts can be appropriately mitigated.

o The report specifies that two crushers are to be installed within the existing shed and the Noise
Assessment assumes the doors will be closed while the machines are in use. Since both units
appear to be diesel powered, how will exhaust fumes within the shed be managed while the
doors are closed without compromising the shed’s noise insultation performance and the health
of the occupants?

e Consideration should be given to the actual size of the two crushers to determine whether they
can be practically operated inside the shed.
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The report notes that visual amenity is maintained by planted trees on the western boundary.
These trees have been cleared and therefore the previous trees that were present no longer
achieve this purpose.

The dust management measures are heavily reliant on water. It appears that a 2,300 kl
groundwater licence has been issued in the name of Demo Investments, the current landowner,
and the application cites the intended installation of a 100,000 L water tank, presumably to be
filled by rainwater. Neither this report nor the Revised Dust Management Plan provide
adequate information to demonstrate that the amount of water available would be sufficient.

The applicant must provide calculations and sufficient information to demonstrate the
volume of water required by the operation to meet the dust management requirements.

The applicant should provide information to detail how the 100,000 L tank will be filled,
and if by rainwater, that there is sufficient surface area for water capture.

The noise assessment assumes a 4 m high noise barrier surrounding the entirety of the site
(with the exception of the entrance), this is not apparent with the works completed to date. It
would seem that there is insufficient space available between the boundary and the proposed
internal roads to accommodate the footprint of a 4 m high earth bund. The applicant suggests
that the alternative to the earthen bund would utilise sea containers, however, works completed
on-site to date presumably under the existing approval indicate that recycled construction and
demolition material (not earth) has been used to create bunds and therefore the proposed
layout cannot be realised.

The proposed dust monitoring triggers do not match those required by the Department of
Water and Environmental Regulation (DWER) in their assessment of the Dust Management
Plan.
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e The Application Report, and the Revised Dust Management Plan refer to barrier heights and
stockpile heights, in non-relative units. A base level for the heights of these structures is not
specified and therefore it is impossible to assess the suitability of the mitigation measures that
are proposed by the applicant. The applicant should specify all structure and stockpile heights
relative to the Australian Height Datum and the base levels should be set at the surface
elevation that was present at the time the current approval was submitted.

Licence & Works Approval Application Noise Assessment prepared by Herring Storer Acoustic,
revisions 5 dated 17 February 2021.

e The report’s conclusion that the assigned noise levels can be met is based on the crushers being
located in the processing shed and operated with the doors closed. It does not appear feasible to
maintain continuous or near continuous operation to enable feeding and removal of crushed
products with the doors closed. In the absence of a detailed operating strategy, it is assumed
that a front loader (or similar) would need to move feed material from the nominated storage
locations into the shed and stockpile while the crushers are off, the crushers would then need to
be loaded and operated with the doors closed, and then produced materials removed from the
shed to the external stockpile location whilst the crushers are not operating. In relation to this
the applicant must provide a detailed operating strategy to demonstrate how the crushing will
be completed within the shed to meet the conditions assumed in the acoustic report.
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¢ Table 4.1 details the noise modelling input noise levels but only specifies the McCloskey
crusher. The Application Report specifies that a second crusher, Kleeman 120 Drill Crusher,
will also be used but the Noise Assessment provides no details that demonstrate the acoustic
assessment has considered the Kleeman 120 Drill Crusher.

¢ The Acoustic Assessment does not provide specific information on the insultation performance
of the shed. It is unlikely that the shed was constructed with acoustic performance in mind and
information provided in the report shows the likely presence of lightweight transparent panels
in the roof, which will impact the acoustic insultation performance.

Revised Dust Management Plan prepared by SERS, revision 2 dated 17 February 2021.

¢ Our tenancy is located down-wind from the site at times when dust generation is likely to be the
most problematic. The plan notes that strong south-westerly winds are dominant on summer
afternoons. The plan specifies the placement of dust monitors at the boundary of the site but
does not demonstrate that the locations will be capable of detecting dust migrating across the
boundary. The appropriateness of the monitoring locations must be considered and may
require the monitors to be located on top of the 4m barriers or some elevated position to be
representative of dust emissions leaving the site.

¢ A review of the specifications for the dust monitors proposed suggests they may not be capable
of automatically triggering sprinklers.

e The plan specifies the barriers to be placed along the site boundaries will be constructed of
earthen materials or sea containers. It is apparent that the bunds placed by the applicant to
date do not meet these criteria.

¢ We note the Revised Dust Management Plan details a continuous bund however, the bund
installed to date stops short of the existing shed on the north and east side enabling dust to
migrate across the boundary into our tenancy.

93

David & Debbie
White

38 Plover Drive,

Objection

With regards to the proposed crusher at 200 Barrington Street Bibra Lake, | hope you stand up
for the residents of not only Yangebup, but all of Cockburn and vote aganst this disastrous

234. Regarding
comments related
to the zoning and
land use please
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proposal.

This type of industry doesn't belong in this "industrial" area, Henderson or Wattleup is the best
location, Brajkovich already has a recycling plant there.

| live approximately 700 metres from this site, we have done so for over 30 years, we don't
want to move, please don't force us out of Cockburn, when this item comes before council,
please vote against it.

Please support the residents that voted for you.

Re proposal for 2 crushers to operate at 200 Barrington St. This site is less than a kilometre
from us (at the crow flys). My concerns are with regard to the noise and dust these crushers will
create.

The dust may contain silica, asbestos + other respiratory irritants. This is a majoy health
concern for all residents living in the vicinity.

This type of industry should be based in Henderson or Wattleup, not within a close proximity to
many residential premises. Concrete crushing makes a substantial noise, when it is done in a
shed, the noise is amplified, please don't approve this application, we put up with noise from
Sims Metal for years, please don't make us have to put up with any more.

see response
point 11.

235. Regarding
concerns relating
to dust please see
response point 3.

236. Regarding
concerns related
to asbestos/silica
management
please see
response point

237. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.

g4

Sally Marchant

4 Larkspur Cross,
YANGEBUP

Objection

| have lived in Cockburn for 9 years. | must say that | have been mostly happy with the
Councils targets and outcomes. Particularly the waste management, levity of rates and the
incredible information on the local history - particularly the development of the Omeo dive spot.
As part of my work, in the past, | have had intensive support from the environmental officer of
coastal management for Cockburn Council in education and the preservation of the dunes of
our beaches. | could go on.

However the minuses of living where | do in Larkspur Cross are the acrid and toxic fumes from
Cockburn Cement which is a 1950's antique relying on coal and fortunately | live far away

238. Regarding
the buffer
distances please
see response
point 1.

239. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.
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enough from the facility to only suffer with the fumes on the sou' westerly.

| am an experienced scientist and if i smelt those fumes in a workplace | would close it down
for reasons of WH & S issues. But remember the facility is some kilometres from where | live.

Now you wish to place a crushing facility which is so close to my home that | am astonished
that three of you live close to me and would support the vibrations and noise pollution of00
such a facility of 20 Barrington Street. Plus the dust and all that comes with that. It was bad
enough for my neighbours with the debacle and poor engineering for homes when Spearwood
Avenue was widened over the railway. | was only troubled by the noise of the piles being driven
in and not part of the cohort where the sand our home pads are on , literally moved. And
ultimately that was an improvement, i recognised that.

My naive understanding of any level of Government is that you as our representatives aim to
meet the triple bottom line. The Social, Economic and Environmental issues surrounding a
facility. Can | ask a question?

A thousand homes will be affected. How many people will this facility employ LOCALLY?

If you can tell me that at least a thousand people will be employed locally then you have met
the requirement of the triple bottom line.

If not then take the big noisy, dusty facility at 20 Barrington Street somewhere else.

You have a responsibility to our community to prevent permission for this facility.

If you cannot listen to the EPA then sadly you will not listen to anybody and so | have to
question your ability to be part of local government.

95 Paul & Gail
Beenham

13 Torenia Way,
YANGEBUP

Objection

Excessive dust

Noise and vibration

More traffic

House values (decline)

Health and well being concerns

This being outside of EPA recommendation buffer zone.

240. Regarding
concerns relating
to dust please see
response point 3.

241. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
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point 2.

242. Regarding
the comments
raised relating to
the traffic
generated by the
proposal please
see response
point 53.

243. Regarding
concerns relating
to property values
please see
response point
42.

244  Regarding
concerns related
to asbestos/silica
management
please see
response point
10.

245. Regarding
the buffer
distances please
see response
point 1.

86

Victor Margarido

8 Nallan Place,

Objection

| want to express my concern and disapproval for this type of project..

246. Regarding
concerns relating
to dust please see
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| live close to this site and | know what to what to expect from this site if the project is approved
by the council.. NOISE,DUST, POLUTION and TRAFFIC CONGESTION on that area... Surely
it will affect the health of the residents...

| must remind you that the previous occupier of this site was SISMETAL, and remember the
noise, the traffic congestion of trucks going in and out

of this site but also the explosions , fire and clouds of smoke coming out of this site... Many
times attended by the fire brigade and police...

We can not to make the same mistake again and bring a industry that causes the same
hazards...

So as a resident and ratepayer | ask and hope all the councilors to vote against this project to
go ahead..

response point 3.

247. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.

248. Regarding
concerns related
to asbestos/silica
management
please see
response point
10.

249. Regarding
the comments
raised relating to
the traffic
generated by the
proposal please
see response
point 53.

o7

Mary O’'Sullivan &
Ken O’'Donnell

88 Plover Drive,
YANGEBUP

Objection

We have pursued the development application, in doing so we have weighed the proposal,
concluding the possible negative impacts to our property, health and the locality.

Dust will impact the air quality, unlike people who bought their properties around an existing
Cockburn cement, it is incumbent on the council to ensure existing residents air quality is not
affected by granting further air pollutants.

Noise will be an issue, we used to hear the crusher in Simms metal & a loud bang on the

250. Regarding
concerns relating
to dust please see
response point 3.

251. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response

Document Set ID: 10362082
Versinn 10 VWarcinn NMate: 20/04/2094

Document Sé"&&@lﬁ(&%

Version: 1, Version Date: 07/05/2021




OCM 13/05/2021 Item 14.1 Attachment 11

occasion that would shake my office in Barrington street. point 2.

The traffic is an issue for residents as it is, daily getting onto spearwood avenue takes a long 252. Regarding

time and has been dangerous when merging in with heavy vehicles. the comments
raised relating to

Please protect the wonderful place we call home, to date we have praised Cockburn Council the traffic

for making the hard decisions for the betterment of our community. generated by the

proposal please
see response

point 53.
98 Michael & Rita Objection 253. Regarding
Kwiatkowski concerns relating
Excessive noise during the day to noise please
18 Tindal More pollution (air) see response
Avenue, Excessive traffic point 2.

YANGEBUP
254. Regarding
concerns related
to asbestos/silica
management
please see
response point
10.

255. Regarding
the comments
raised relating to
the traffic
generated by the
proposal please
see response
point 53.

Document Set ID: 10362082
Versinn 10 VWarcinn NMate: 20/04/2094

Document Set ID: 10450079 489 of 892
Version: 1, Version Date: 07/05/2021



ltem 14.1 Attachment 11

OCM 13/05/2021

g9 Joan Mann Objection 256. Regarding
concerns relating
9 Tuart Place, The previous of Sims metal crushing had always been loud + annoying. | cannot see this new | to noise please
YANGEBUP project will be any better. see response
point 2.
Surely there are other areas better suited for this project.
100 | Ann & Kenneth Objection 257. Regarding
Barrett concerns
| suffer from chronic obstructive pulmonary disease and feel the crushing of materials and the regarding dust as
12A Carnation dust caused by the crushing will affect my already breating difficulties it relates to health
Place, please see
YANGEBUP response point 3.
The crushing of materials at this site is to close to residential housing, with the wind in a north
westerly direction the dust from this site will blanket my home in dust.
101 | Rebecca Millman | Objection 258. Regarding
concerns relating
1 Gum Court, My house is on Gum Court and it would shake from the last crusher that was in. | also don’t to noise please
YANGEBUP know what they will be crushing and the health impact on my family. see response
point 2.
259. Regarding
concerns related
to asbestos/silica
management
please see
response point
10.
102 | Antonio Objection 260. Regarding
Margarido concerns relating
| live about 300 metres from the site and the noise will be add to more noise from the to noise please
228 Yangebup Yangebup road traffic. see response
Road, point 2.
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| am against this proposed site creating more noise pollution

103

Ruth Gatland

43 Milgun Drive,
YANGEBUP

Objection

I'm emailing to voice my concerns regarding the industrial crusher operation proposal for Bibra
Lake. As a resident of Yangebup | am concerned about the City of Cockburn council’s
consideration to approve two crushers at the industrial location. My primary concern is the dust
from the crusher has the potential to contain silica, asbestos along with a range of respirator
irritants. This dust has the potential to be carried a long way. The crusher is also going to
increase heavy vehicle in the area, with the potential to spread harmful dust around the area on
both entering and exiting the area. I'm also concerned about the level of noise from the
operations.

261. Regarding
concerns relating
to dust please see
response point 3.

262. Regarding
concerns related
to asbestos/silica
management
please see
response point
10.

263. Regarding
the comments
raised relating to
the traffic
generated by the
proposal please
see response
point 53.

264. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.

104

Wayne Barry

14 Torenia Way,
YANGEBUP

Objection

The plan was to reduce noise levels and heavy traffic to naval base not build new ones. The
increase in trains containers + heavy traffic is enough already.

265. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.
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266. Regarding
the comments
raised relating to
the traffic
generated by the
proposal please
see response

point 53.
105 | Ron Betts Objection 267. Regarding
concerns relating
28 Kestrel Way, Hello i contact you to express my opposition to the proposed crushing plant that will be located | to noise please
YANGEBUP at 200 Barrington St see response
point 2.
| have lived in Yangebup for the past 40 years and believe the last thing we need is more
heavy industry on our door step. 268. Regarding
the comments
We already endure the bang bang bang crash all hours of day and NIGHT from Metro Steel we | related to the
dont need any more lllll owner/applicant
please see
(would be nice if the council could do thier job and do something about Metro Steel ?77) response point 4.
| we were to allow this facility we should at least make sure that it was going to be run by
people that have a good track record and that are responsible and could be trusted to carry all
work out with all stakeholders considered.
No | am sorry if this is allowed to go ahead | and my family will be joining the other Yangebup
families on the steps of council house to have it reversed Il
| would like a response from the person in charge of all this to my email please That it has
arrived and been taken on board
106 | Name & Address | Objection 269. Regarding

Withheld

concerns relating
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We believe the proposed activity — crushing, will adversely affect the current amenity afforded
us at our address due to potential dust, noise, health risks associated with asbestos containing
materials and traffic congestion in around the immediate area.

It is for the following reasons that we strongly object to the proposal:

Disclosure and inconsistency of documentation for proposal

The City has not provided the below documentation relating to the proposal as referenced within
the proponents report and there are inconsistencies within the proponent's submission or

referencing of documents:

DA19/0686-6018185 — Approval to operate a Solid Waste Depot, Transfer Station, Salvage
Yard and Transport Depot

Appendix A — Development Approval Application Form

Appendix B - Planning Approval Application

Appendix C — Certificate of Titles Lot 39 and 40 Barrington Street Bibra Lake

Appendix D - Letter of Authority

DWER Works Approval Category 62: Solid Waste Depot

Appendix E - Lot 40 DWER Contaminated Site Classification

to dust please see
response point 3.

270. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.

271. Regarding
concerns related
to asbestos/silica
management
please see
response point
10.

272. Regarding
comments relating
to the information
provided for
consultation
please see
response point

273. Regarding
the comments
raised relating to
the traffic
generated by the
proposal please
see response
point 53.
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Appendix F — Lot 39 DWER Contaminated Site Classification

Revised Development Application Report: Project Summary - Information missing and
quoted “as per original application”.

Asbestos Management Plan — 200 Barrington Street, Bibra Lake Reference:
000424_AMP_AC_110919 also quoted as Asbestos Management Plan — 200 Barrington Street,
Bibra Lake Reference: 00424 AMP_AC 110819 in Conclusion of Revised Development
Application Report.

Revised Dust Management Plan — 200 Barrington Street, Bibra Lake Reference
161856_DMP_12022021 quoted in Revised Development Application Report to be strictly
followed. Also quoted as 161856_DMPA_12022021 in Conclusion of Revised Development
Application Report. Supplied copy to public for comment - Revised Dust Management Plan —
200 Barrington Street, Bibra Reference 161586_RDMP_17022021.

Without access to the above documents and surety as to which referenced Management Plans

are to be considered the final version we cannot provide comment in favour of the proposal.

We object to the proposal for this reason.
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Transportation

Quoted in the proponents Revised Development Application Report 4. Project Summary
Transportation “As per original application”. Information is not provided for public comment and
therefore the impact of the addition of crushers to the overall operations cannot be accurately

assessed.

The proponent proposes to utilise Restricted Access Vehicles (RAV) as a means of importing
and exporting materials on and offsite. RAV range from 25 metres (Level 1) up to 53.5 metres in
length (Level 4). Contained within the report it is proposed the site will receive and depart 120
vehicle movements per day — 60 in and 60 out. This calculates to be a RAV entering or leaving
the premises every 33 minutes within the proposed operational hours. The City of Cockburn has
not supplied the proponent’s information on the capability of accepting RAV onto the premises

to prevent impact on local roads, businesses and residents.

We object to the proposal for this reason.
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Operational

5.1.1 Waste Acceptance

“Loads are wet down prior to tipping to ensure minimal generation of errant dust. Each load is
inspected by the truck driver post-tipping.”

No information has been provided as to where and when this will occur on site and via what
associated infrastructure. No information regarding the volume of water that will be applied to
each load to ensure even and adequate dispersal of water over the entire imported product
including materials received greater than 100mm which is destined to be crushed within the

processing shed.
We object to the proposal for this reason.
“Following acceptance, the materials will be transported to the Materials Acceptance Area to be

sorted. All material will undergo screening within the Processing Area; however, oversized C&D

material shall be directly transported to the Processing Shed to be crushed to <100mm.”
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No information has been provided in regards to dust suppression relating to the screening
process. As the screening is proposed to occur at the middle southern portion on the premises
(central to property in its entirety) dust emissions from this process may have the opportunity to
enter the air shed and not be detected by dust monitoring equipment proposed to be located on
the property boundaries. Due to high temperatures, strong prevailing winds and inadequately
watering loads prior to screening it is not unlikely that stockpiled loads could dry out before the

screening and crushing process.

We object to the proposal for this reason.

5.1.3 Waste Storage

‘During the offloading of material to the stockpiles, the material needs to be further managed to
form the stockpile. The operator of the loader/excavator does this by carefully displacing each
bucket in a fashion as to not generate dust and, where possible, the operator inspects each

bucket as it is moved.”
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The City of Cockburn has not provided information relating to how it can condition and enforce
through a Planning Approval a high risk source of dust emission that relies on an operators
behavior. It is highly unlikely due to time pressures of turnaround that operators will abide by

what is being proposed.

Without knowledge of the Planning approval conditioning relating DA19/0686-6018185 —
Approval to operate a Solid Waste Depot, Transfer Station, Salvage Yard and Transport Depot

we cannot determine how this may be enforced.

We object to the proposal for this reason.

5.2 Site Access and Traffic Movements

“Access and movement within the property will be via the internal roads. These roads shall be
constructed using 19mm crushed aggregate at a thickness of 300mm. The internal roads will be
effectively wetted using a water cart to prevent dust uplift”

The importation of materials destined to be crushed at the site on the proposed internal roads is

less than satisfactory. The site is not proposed to be temporary in nature and therefore internal

Document Set ID: 10362082
Versinn 10 Varcinn NMata: 20/04/2094

Document S(A‘@&@%@QQ’Z

Version: 1, Version Date: 07/05/2021



OCM 13/05/2021 Item 14.1 Attachment 11

roads being accessed by RAV should be suitably sealed/treated (i.e. bitumen/concrete). Relying

on water carts to effectively keep internal roads wetted down and prevent dust lift off is reactive.

Internal roads will dry out during non-operational hours (Monday — Saturday 6pm — 7am and
Sundays and Public Holidays) and dust lift off with the assistance of seasonal prevailing winds
will occur. There is no indication within the proposal that an automated irrigation system for
unsealed internal roads will be installed to prevent this occurring. Relying on dust monitoring
equipment to alert responsible persons of dust level exceedances out of hours could result in

dust leaving site for prolonged periods.

We object to the proposal for this reason.
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Asbestos Containing Materials

1.3 Summary of Proposed Development

“Stockpiles will be separated into three areas clearly marked for Unprocessed Waste, Products
tested for ACM and Products awaiting testing for ACM. The unprocessed waste stockpiles will
be clearly separated from the processed waste by a minimum of 3m distance. Where it is not
possible for separation by distance, an impermeable barrier will be installed to ensure no cross-
contamination of stockpiles. Cleanly visible and legible signage is to be installed in proximity of

each stockpile. The maximum stockpile heights are proposed to be 5m.”

The proponents process flow for unprocessed material potentially destined for crushing appears
to carry risk of cross-contamination to processed materials that could be avoided given the

scale of the site.

Without knowledge of the Planning approval conditioning relating DA19/0686-6018185 —
Approval to operate a Solid Waste Depot, Transfer Station, Salvage Yard and Transport Depot
we cannot determine how this may be enforced

We object to the proposal for this reason.

5.1.2 Waste Processing
"After passing through the screener, product aggregate of specified sizes collects in different

piles. These materials are then transported by a loader to the appropriate stockpile, generally:
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* Fines

+ Hardstand Aggregate

* Road Base Aggregate

+ Drainage Aggregate

Aggregate materials will be considered to be part of the ‘products awaiting testing for ACM’
stockpile location, until asbestos testing has been undertaken to confirm no ACM is present

above guideline values.”

The proposed process allows screening of material through a McClosky R155 screener prior to
ACM identification. Generally screening involves the use of vibration and mechanical
movements over a series of steel grids that size materials to the desired final aggregate sizing.
Allowing ACM to be screened through mechanically abrasive processes may resultin ACM

fibres being released into the environment.

We object to the proposal for this reason.
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5.1.3 Waste Storage

During the offloading of material to the stockpiles, the material needs to be further managed to
form the stockpile. The operator of the loader/excavator does this by carefully displacing each
bucket in a fashion as to not generate dust and, where possible, the operator inspects each
bucket as it is moved.

The location of the stockpiles is to be within the area as outlined within Figure 2 and Figure 3. It
is proposed that stockpiling occurs in three categories, inclusive of:

» Unprocessed materials;

* Processed materials awaiting asbestos testing; and

* Processed materials tested for asbestos.

If an operator sees the presence of asbestos in any moved bucket or within the stockpile, the
following procedures will be put into action:

+ Operation of the loader is to cease, and a further inspection is required; and

+ A risk assessment is to be carried out

The proponent is relying on machine operators located in a cab 3 — 5 metres away, with

generally limited vision of the load in the bucket, to identify suspected ACM in loads destined to
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or from the crusher. The proponent does not indicate or provide supporting information in

regards to the qualifications/training of machine operators in detecting ACM.

We object to the proposal for this reason.

Herring Storer Noise Assessment Document Reference: 25220-5-19323

It is noted that operational hours are proposed to be Monday — Saturday 0700 to 1800 hours
within the Herring Storer Noise Assessment Document Reference: 25220-5-19323. Compliance
with the Environmental Protection (Noise) Regulations 1997 with surrounding land uses has

been determined with the processing shed doors closed.

Without knowledge of the Planning approval conditioning relating DA19/0686-6018185 —
Approval to operate a Solid Waste Depot, Transfer Station, Salvage Yard and Transport Depot
we cannot determine how this may be enforced and whether noise and vibration will be

compliant.
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Herring Storer Noise Assessment Document Reference: 25220-5-19323 does not detail
compliance with the relevant Australian Standard for vibration, AS 2436-2010 Guide to noise

and vibration control on construction, demolition and maintenance sites.

We object to the proposal for this reason.

Revised Dust Management Plan Ref: 161586_RDMP_17022021
5.1 Summary of Dust Management Requirements

“Crusher to be located within the onsite Processing Shed. Shutter doors to be closed when

crushing is occurring.”

The proposal does not detail how dust produced from crushing within the processing shed shall
be captured (i.e. bag house extraction system), in the event that doors are required to be

opened after crushing for the removal of processed material.

Stockpiled materials pre-post crusher (materials acceptance area and processing area) situated
outside of the proposed containerised stockpile area will dry out during non-operational hours
(Monday — Saturday 6pm — 7am and Sundays and Public Holidays) and dust lift off with the
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assistance of seasonal prevailing winds will occur. There is no indication within the proposal that
an automated irrigation system for stockpiles at these locations will be installed to prevent this
occurring. Relying on dust monitoring equipment to alert responsible persons of dust level
exceedances out of hours could result in dust leaving site for prolonged periods.

There is no information within the proposal regarding operational process that would indicate

that these areas will be free of stockpiled material during non-operational hours.

We object to the proposal for this reason.

5.2 Summary of Dust Management Controls
“Water needed for dust suppression will be sourced from drainage sumps onsite, in addition to
100,000L rainwater tanks”

No information is provided on the expected volume of rainfall for the site, rainfall capture area
for 100,000L rainwater tanks, alternative water source where there is potential for the drainage

sump to be dry during summer months. The certainty of an adequate water supply for dust

suppression cannot be determined from the information provided for public comment.
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We object to the proposal for this reason.

It is noted that the Contaminated Sites Act 2003 Basic Summary of Records Search Response,

although one of the documents not supplied for public comment, states:

“In accordance with Department of Health advice, if groundwater is being, or is proposed to be
abstracted, the department recommends that analytical testing should be carried out to
determine whether the groundwater is suitable for its intended use.”

107

lan & Julie Wright

28 Spinnaker
Heights,
YANGEBUP

Objection

Dust

Noise

Traffic on Barrington Road
House Values

274. Regarding
concerns relating
to dust please see
response point 3.

275. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.

276. Regarding
the comments
raised relating to
the traffic
generated by the
proposal please
see response
point 53.

277. Regarding
concerns relating
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to property values
please see
response point
42,

108

Clayton James

74 Sandpiper
Look,
YANGEBUP

Objection

My wife and | have lived at Sandpiper Loop since 2006. The only annoying issues had been
the noise from Simms metal Crushing Plant, it regularly spoilt an afternoon outside. To here
your proposing another Crushing Plant at the same place with the added discomfort of
potentially Lethal dust, Fair go guys the cockburn cement dust is enough for us all. Please dont
turn Yangebup into a buffer Zone. There is miles of Appropriately Designated room due South

278. Regarding
concerns relating
to dust please see
response point 3.

279. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.

280. Regarding
concerns related
to asbestos/silica
management
please see
response point
10.

109

Patrick O'Leary

31 Williambury
Drive,
YANGEBUP

Objection

Build the rock crusher at the source of the rocks, not in the suburbs. Save on transport costs.
Don't increase truck movements on Cockburn streets and make them safer especially for
school kids having to navigate the extra traffic. Yangebup doesn't need the noise, the dust and
diminished house prices having a rock crusher on our doorstep. The prevailing wind will not
stop the dust settling in your backyard. At least install dust extracters on the crushers. | am a
30 year resident of Yangebup and an owner of three properties in Cockburn. It is an ill wind
that blows no one any good.

281. Regarding
concerns relating
to dust please see
response point 3.

282. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.
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283. Regarding
concerns relating
to property values
please see
response point
42.

110

Melissa Lainer

11 Magpie Court,
YANGEBUP

Objection

| oppose the crusher for the following reasons:

Health

- with a school very nearby the health of our children are at risk
- the health of residents

- long term effects can not often be detected for decades and this crushed would bring dust
with silica, ashbestos and other respirator irritants

- we already know the dust from Cockburn cement can travel very far, this is already effecting
our health and it will be compounded if the crusher gets approval to operate.

- environmental protection recommend it is 1000m from houses which it Will not be and the
wind will able to carry the dust even further!

- it is unknown how it will effect the local fauna and flora, yangebup lake and natural
surrounding bush land.
The noise and heavy traffic will effect house prices and the quality of living for residents. Who

will want to live here with this kind of operation so close by, would you like it in your back yard?

Please do not go ahead with this.

284. Regarding
concerns
regarding dust as
it relates to health
please see
response point 3.

285. Regarding
concerns related
to asbestos/silica
management
please see
response point
10.

286. Regarding
the buffer
distances please
see response
point 1.

287. Regarding
concerns relating
to property values
please see
response point
42,
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111 | Stacey Motyer

16 Larkspur
Cross,
YANGEBUP

Objection

| live in Yangebup directly across the road from the proposed site, behind the railway line in
Larkspur Cross.

Since having found out, which wasn't because the council informed us, | have signed petitions,
attended council meetings (which i feel was just a box ticker and waste of our time), attended
media meetings, informed neighbors and our local shops, taken advantage of my qualifications
and researched papers and then submitted these medical articles to the council.

As a mother to a newborn and a 2 year old, and on behalf of my husband, we would like to
submit our worry around this. | would also like to ask why | am even having to do this in the
first place? Do we really have to submit concerns and attend meetings to show an arms
against a proposed crusher of such harmful waste literally in our backyard? Why are we even
discussing this?

Such is my concern, that whilst my husband was very unwell in hospital during the council
meetings, | STILL attended this with our two kids in tow on my own at 6pm at night - right when
| should be doing my dinner time, shower and bedtime routine with them. And then, both my
husband and | attended the media meeting at the proposed site last night, once again with our
two little babes in tow, in the heat, whilst they were both crying and upset, as we felt we
needed to help show you what this means to us.

Please also find my submission to yourself, your peers and the council with attached
documents from pubmed, containing clinical trials and medical journals proving that inhalation
of these microscopic dusts WILL CAUSE harm to my family and our beautiful neighbors (whom
we adore so much so that we actually have a walk through gate in our backyards to one
another's) and our lovely local business owners.

Please note, that if/when this site has been approved, WE WILL BE MOVINGI
As if we wouldn't. Who in the right mind would actually stay - especially where we are?

| am hoping you've had the time to read this, and | will wait to hear in time how this has been
handled by you all.

288. Regarding
the comments
relating to the
advertising
process please
see response
point 202.

289. Regarding
the decision to
consider the
application please
see response
point 5.

290. Regarding
concerns
regarding dust as
it relates to health
please see
response point 3.

291. Regarding
concerns related
to asbestos/silica
management
please see
response point
10.
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Asbestos Containing Materials

1.3 Summary of Proposed Development

“Stockpiles will be separated into three areas clearly marked for Unprocessed Waste, Products
tested for ACM and Products awaiting testing for ACM. The unprocessed waste stockpiles will
be clearly separated from the processed waste by a minimum of 3m distance. Where it is not
possible for separation by distance, an impermeable barrier will be installed to ensure no cross-
contamination of stockpiles. Clearly visible and legible signage is to be installed in proximity of
each stockpile. The maximum stockpile heights are proposed to be 5m.”

My husband and i live in Larkspur Cross, directly across the road from this site. We have just
given birth to a newborn baby and we also have a 2 year old.

Please find attached the papers that clearly state the health hazards directly linked with
inhalation of Silica. THIS is my reason.

https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/11876495/

And please see the many, many articles written, not all we have access to, about the health
effects of inhalation of these microparticles in the air (which I'm not thinking you'll look at or
read, but at least we are citing papers).

1. Christy A. Barlow, Jennifer Sahmel, Dennis J. Paustenbach & John L. Henshaw (2017)
History of knowledge and evolution of occupational health and regulatory aspects of asbestos
exposure science: 1800-1975, Critical Reviews in Toxicology, 47:4, 286-316, DOI:
10.1080/10408444.2016.1258391

2 . There are more Full Articles I'd like to attach in number 7 that allows us to attach any
relevant documents, but it won't let me do more than the one I've already attached.

In conclusion, we bought our house nearly 10 years ago and really don't want to move, but this
will give us no choice...anyone would do the same given our position. What a ridiculous reason
to have to move out of Cockburn. People when they are why are we moving, why have
we...because City of Cockburn approved a crusher across the road from our house that will be
flying asbestos and silica through the air. Really? Are we still having this conversation? Why
is it even a conversation? | find it disgusting this is even being considered - thanks for the
support of our kids health and the opportunity to keep Yangebup as our home. We are so sad.
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John Wong
Bruce E Magun
Lisa | Wood

School of Nursing, MGH Institute of
Health Professions. Boston, MA, USA

Lung inflammation caused by inhaled toxicants: a

This artiche was published in the following Dovwe Press journat
Internationl journal of COPD
23 June 2016

Abstract: Exposure of the Jungs 1o airbome toxicants from different sources in the environment
may lead to acute and chronic pulmonary or even systemic inflammation. Cigasette smoke is
the leading cause of chronic obstructive pulmonary disease, although wood smoke in urban
areas of underdeveloped countries is now recognized as a leading cause of respiratory disease.

Mycotoxins from fungal spores pose an pational risk for respiratory illness and also present
a health hazard to those living in damp build i ic airborne lates of ashestos
and silica (from building materials)and those of heavy metals (from paint) are additional sources
of indoor air pollution that ib o Fesp y illness and is known 10 cause respiratory

illness in experimental animals. Ricin in acrosolized form is a polential bioweapon that is
extremely toxic yet relatively easy to produce. Although the aforementioned agents belong to
different classes of toxic chemicals, their pathogenicity is similar. They induce the recruitment
and activation of phag ivation of mitog: d protein kinases, inhibition of
protein synth and ion of interleukin-1 beta. Targeting either macrophages (using
nanoparticles) or the production of interleukin-1 beta (using inhibitors against protein kinases,
NOD-like receptor protein-3, or P2X7) may potentially be employed to treat these types of lung
inflammation without affecting the natural immune response to bacterial infections.

Keywords: cigarctie, i hoth ricin, phag

Introduction

isa | process that occurs in response to harmful
stimuli and whose function is to eliminate the cause of cell injury and initiate the repair
process. Lung i ion occurs in resp to bacterial and viral pathogens and
environmental pollutants. The sources of indoor pollution include cigarette smoke,
mycotoxins, and airborne particulates of ashestos, silica, and heavy metals. Sustained
inflammation of the lung, as occurs in response to cigarette smoke, may lead to chronic
obstructive pulmonary disease (COPD), which is the third leading cause of death
globally and whose prevalence is still rising.'* Current therapies for COPD focus on
long-acting bronchodilators and do not sufficiently target pulmonary inflammation that
underlies the pathogenesis of the discase.” There exists a eritical need to understand
the mechanisms that lead to lung inflammation and develop novel strategics to treat
COPD. In addition to cigarette smoke, other inhaled toxicants are known to produce

Recent

Correspondence: john Wong
School of Mursing, MGH Instinste of
Health Professions, 36, Ist Streer.
Boston, MA 02129, USA

Tel 41 617 724 3623

Fax +1 617 952 6060

Email jwong| @mghihp.edu

lung infl pidemiol evidence has recognized the importance
of air pollution from traffic worldwide and domestic fires that bum biomass fuels
in underdeveloped countries.* In cases of exposure to sublethal amounts of inhaled
toxicants, such as mycotoxins and ricin, inflammation is usually resolved when the
cause of the cell injury has been eliminated. Although these toxicants belong to the
different classes of chemicals, they nevertheless may activate similar biochemical
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Wong et 3l Deovep e
P ing these serve 1o identify poscd of apoplosi iated spock-like protein contai
F 4§ = P i g casy i domain, caspase-1, and a member of
freatments. the nucleotide-binding oligomenzation domain (NOD-like

Several types of cells are involved in lung inflammation,
including the epithelial cells that line the airways and atveoli
and the immune cells in the blood. Airway epithelial cells
arc important in the host defense system by acting as a physi-
cal barricr and secreting mucus that traps inhaled partiches.”
These cells also secrete antimicrobial peptides and proteases

receptor family.™ ™ Different NOD-like receptor members
respond to different signals. One of these members, NOD-
like receptor protein-3 (NLRP3), is recruited in response to
tissuc damage, metabolic stress, and infection.™ ™ Once pro-
IL- 1 is processed, the mature IL-1 [ product is secreted and
binds to the IL-1 receptor. The hgad-bomdmmmrm

that lize the danger.* cytokines and chemokines that
serve as inflammatory mediators,* 2 and growth factors that
promote tissue repair and fibrosis. ' During the acute phase of
inflammation, neutrophils rapidly migrate to the lung as first
mmwngmntvmmnwusmmg

phex with myeloid diff ¥ response 88,
IL-1 receptor-associated kinase, and TNF receptor-associated
factor-6, thereby activating the MAPK cascade and the
NF-xB pathway.” ** Different mechanisms have been
prog for the of the includ-

mmmmmmmmmmwmﬁ-
ing dangers but also ibute to alveolar d o, 14

ingp i eﬂlua\dlbewmmoflwnwnxmn
specics, but both hypoth hallenged * Other

MMNWMW«W[mﬂumm
i and various ey,
The number of T lymplm)mn!mmmmd may con-

hers have & d the imp of sutophagy
and the P2X7 receptor in mediating the processing of IL-1p
by the inflammasome. <

There is currently no cure for COPD or effective treat-
ment for severe lung nflammation caused by toxicants, such
as¢ fungal toxing and ricin. This review article summarires
current rescarch on lung inflammation following exposure
to cigarctic smoke, mycotonias, and sicin. The goal of

tribute to the pathophysiology of lung i ion. "> The
decreased effector function and increased regulatory function
ofthese lymph for the reduced host immu-
nity 10 bacterial infections in COPD paticats. !
. epithelial and ycells, '

ttl:c studics is to determine whether common

and chemokines play a central role in the i

process. In particular, tumor necrosis Fxlnl-a]ph[TN:F-ul
and interleukin-1 beta (IL-1f5) act as initiator cytokines by
inducing the & d production of th Ives and the

f

and to identify potential targets for the future
dmrlnpum-m of therapeutics. Indeed, although these toxi-
cants belong to different classes of chemicals that exhibat
a vanety of pathological effects, some of the biochemical

ather
ecules, thereby attracting and activating immune cells at the
site of inflammation. ™ TNFQ s mmlly synthesized a5 a
b bound ically released from

cell surfaces™ Soluble TNF-c2 then binds to the TNF receptor
and activates the mitogen-activated protein kinase (MAPK)
cascade and the nuclear factor-kappa B (NF-xB) pathway
after the ligand-bound receptor forms a protein complex with
TNF receptor |-associated death domain peotein and TNF
receptor-associated factor-2.% MAPKs are phosphorylated
and activated by MAPK kinases, which in tum are activated
by MAPK kinase kinases. ™ * MAPKs directly phosphorylate
and activate transcription factors or they phosphorylate other
kinases, which in turs activate transcription factors that lead
to the expression of response genes: MAPKs also phospho-
rylate other substrates that are involved in many biological
processes, including inflammation ™"
Like TNF-ar, IL- 1P is initially synthesized as pro-IL- 1B,

they activate are identical, nmmg the IL-1f
pnlh\ny.whndl i ingh grized for its imp

in lung i ion. 4+ Elucidation of these mech

s facilitated by reviewing the research that has been per-
formed on these different toxicants, and such understanding
may facilitate the development of therapeutics that would
be useful in treating mtmdclmxnc lung mﬂlmmm
Effective that block i ion may

lead to successful treatment of COPD.

Lung inflammation by cigarette
smoke

Cigarette smoking is the major risk factor for COPD and
has been estimated 10 account fot more than 50% of cases
of COPD Idwide ¥ I ly, there is no

onthe mechanisms by which cigaretic smoke causes COPD.
One reason for this difficulty is the presence of additional
I factors that may contribute to the development

an inactive precursor. Pro-IL-1J is then cleaved inside the

of lung infl ion. These factors includ ional and

celllby a protein complex called the infl whichis

1o dusts and fumes” infections
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in carly life,” genetic predisposition.™ ™ and asthma ™™
Another factor is the frequent contamination of tobacco by

protein containing caspase recruitment domain, caspase |,
or NLKPJ also reduces newtrophilia, providing cndtnce

toxing from other sources and the presence of microbes that  that the b is involved in mediating p Yy
activate toll-like receptors. ™™ Morcover, cigarctic smoke  infl ™ Similarly, knocking out the mitochondrial
contains several thousand distinct compounds,” funther  antiviral signaling molecule, which may play a ol in the
licating an unds ling of their individual contri- ion of the infl Ilysnmcagzmsbyugukl
bmlwlolw discase, Inlhewpiuseo{unolu' lhﬁ-ﬁ ing h and the mitoch ] production of reactive
chemicals include acetaldehyde, methane, hydrog, oxygen species,™ leads 1o reduced levels of IL- 1 and neu-
nitric acid, acetone, acrolein, i g trophilia ing exp o cigarette smoke.™
sulfide, gas phase nif i d carbonyl Consi with data from animal models, smokers
pounds. In the party phase, they include C h\ea[«lﬂaldummmwnmaufwmphag&w
scids, phenols, bumectants, nicotine, terpenoids, paraffin - other k into the b hoalveolar lavage fluid: this

waxes, tobacco-specific nitrosamines, polycyclic aromatic
hydrocarbons, catechols, metals, and other inorganic sub-
stances. Many of these chemicals are imitants, suspecied
carcinogens, and agents that promote inflammation ™
Despite these challenges, and in view of the millions of
tobacco-related deaths and the ing billions of

increase is positively correlated with smoking history. ™ The
levels of IL- 1 and many biomarkers, such as chemokines,
are elevated in the serum of smokers and are believed 1o

play a key role in the devek of the chronic infl
tion associated with COPD.™ These medistors are mainly
duced by b ¥ which also show an impaired

dollars in estimated health care cost each year, extensive
rescarch has been conducted to study the biochemical and
health effects of cigarette smoking. E o cigarette

ability Inclﬂx apoplotic epithelial cells.™ In contrast, even

moughcw smoke induces the expression of IL-1f by
lial cells in vitro,” IL-1[ and of

smoke in vitro induces the !clcse of IL-1P from human
sirway cpithelial cefls™ and chemok from both epithelial
cells and phils. ™ , there Aicting dat
mwhﬂhrmophagﬂpmlu«asnmhmﬂmmm
response in vive.* C
pmancynﬂmusmm:mphngﬁ"“
cmnnsmwnhhmmudwmmnmunnw
response by and ial cells and

the inflammasome are not detected in the bronchial biopsics
of COPD paticnts,™ suggesting cither that the inflammasome
may not play a major role in the central airway of centain
COPD patients or their levels may fall below detection
levels. IL-33, amember of the IL-1 cytokine family, hasalso
been recently found 1o be associated with COPD.™ Unlike
IL-1[, however, IL-33 is processed by neutrophil-derived
" rather than the inflammasome."

anadaptive immune respoase by lymphocytes. Because lung
inflammation mmaﬂum:kms cessation, ALoiMmMuEnity

The inflammatory response even persists in those who
have quit smoking for ;'m“pﬂinbly as a result of auto-

has been prog hat drives di progres- or foction % Eff
sion. Th17 cells are a subset of CD4° T lymp ass0Ci- for COPD is curmently lacking,
ated with autoimmune conditions, and these cells increase in - in pant because macrophages become resistant to the
numbers in COPD patients. ingly, bevels of J nti-i v effects of 3 ids as a result of
T cells, which lly control the liferation of Thi7 & lated MNF «H activity." | i i L
cells, lso ¢l d, suggesting that an i of Th17  being undertaken to develop potent protease inhibitors in an
and regulatory T subsets may be imporant* However, the  atiempt 1o improve symptoms.***

presence of dies remains ket

In rodents, cigarette smoke causes activation of

Lung inflammation by mycncoxins

MAPKs in the lungs,™ increased numbers of neutrophils, Fnﬂquuum"_ in the envi 2
lymphocytes. and hages,** and apoptosis of air- i, th ially hazard

way ep cells.™ F y i by cigarefte 1o those living inside damp buildings or to fanmers, malt work-
smoke is dependent on IL-1 P yeloid diffe ers, and wood workers whose occupations include handling

tiation primary response 88 signaling.” and the release of
IL-1 induced by cigarette smoke into the b hoalveol:

nl’al:nl‘ly materials ™ Different fungi produce mycotoxins
as bolites, which include various trichoth-

lavage fluid is medimed by the P2X7 receptor and the
NLRP3-inflammasome.™ =" Blodmg the NLRP3-inflam-

ecenes that are synthesized by several species of Fusarium,
Myrothecium, Trichoderma, Trichothechim, Cephalasporium,

masome by knocking out tated speck-like

[T  and Stackybotrys.™ Readily sbsocbed
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through the skin, gut, and airways, trichoth are chemi-

ategory B priority pathogen for the study of the biodefense

cally stable and are neither degraded by clevated heat nor
hydrolyzed in the stomach ™ One such trichothecene, the T2
toxin, has been used in acrosolized form in biological warfare
because of its toxicity, heat stability, and chemical stability.*

strategic plan of the US National Institutes of Health. In
addition, ricin is being enginoered as a component of immu-
notoxins 1o target and destroy cancer cells.'*"**

Smﬂublmmﬂnﬂmcamdbymemﬂ:
and for ricin 3

Trichoth cause PP ion in

lymph * and stimulate the ducti o“L-lﬁ by

phages in an NLRP3-infk d man-

ner, mediated by the P2X7 receptor.™™ In -ddnoo. these
toxins inhibit protein synthesis by ing the ribx

is lacking. Ricin is poorly absorbed through intact skin but
can readily enter the body by ingestion, injection, of inha-
lation. In the case of ricin poisoning caused by inhalation,

! include fever, dyspnea, tightness in the chest,

impair mitochondrial function, activate MAPKs, andinduce  cough, and nausea.'”™*'* Ricin intoxication xndm an
apoptosis in mammalian cells " "Th:y also stimulate the  carly massive my of y cells i
P ’genatbxm 8 P 1o other “-lolhehwandmnpomundm
ib agents, including many infl of airway cpithelial cells. '™ In addition, and unlike cigaretie
cytokines ™ = smoke and mycotoxins, ricin auwswmnof alveolar
Deoxynivalenol, a trichothy that ly con- phages.'™ Severe poi foll ion of

taminates cercal graing, inhibits TNF-a signaling, ™ activates
MAPKs through a unique MAPK kinase kinase called zip-
per sterile-alpha-motif kinase (ZAK) (Wong. mwbhshd
m*on)w-mu, icity and inf

ricin causes interstitial pacumonia, a]\col.v edema, and

respiratory failure, leading to death within days. " Exposure
10 a sublethal dose of ricin results in fibrosis and hemorrhage

Ity with p lates™” and lipopol: hand,
mndmcymmmlymdmhmnmm Because similar
studies have not been conducted on other trichoth it
remains unknown whether these ies are w0

d o the lung tissuc. "

The tissue distribution of ricin f ing p
delivery in animal studies can be measured by menl
methods. Using enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay, ricin

other members of this family of compounds.

Following intranasal delivery in animals, mycotoxins
are not only localized in the lung but are also distnbuted to
the liver, kidney, and spleen. ™ Thuclmmehcn recruit-
ment of alveolar h and 1

is localized to the lungs.'™ More sensitive methods, such
as protein radiolabeling'** = and detection of ricin-specific
damage in the ribosomal RNA, % show that inhaled ricin is
also distributed to the kidney, heart, spleen, and blood. The
spread of ricin to extrapulmonary tissues, likely the result

bemorrhage, cv‘ohncptodsnm.anddm-gclomunpk
organs. """ In fact, it has boen reported that toxicity follow-
ing inhalation of a toxic dose of mycotoxin Jeads to systemic
effects exclusive of lung injury,'" but the systemic effects

of & 1on of the barrier function of epithelial cells, may
contribute 10 its systemic effects and lethality.

The lethality of ricin is caused by its ability to kill
cells rapidly at low concentrations and induce extensive
inflammation. Because ricin inhibits protein synthesis by

of a sublethal dose of ins were not add d by
these authors. Even when mycotoxins are ingested, they can
cause chronic inflammation of the lungs. "' Mycotoxins

d ib it cells to undergo is. !>
Similar to cigarette smoke and mycotoxins, ricin activates
the NF-xB and MAPK pathways and increases the expres-

may also tigger COPD in farm animals. '™ Unfi 1 sion of infl. y genes in airway epithelial cells'™' and
00 effective is i lable for expy © b 7 Like deoxy I and several other
mycotoxin® b 4 . gs inchedi : in, Shiga

toxin, and ultraviolet radiation, ricin activates the MAPK
Lung inflammation by ricin cascade through ZAK =4

Found in the beans of the castor plant Ricirus communis, ricin
15 a ribosome-mnactivating protein that is relatively casy to
purify using simple procedures. Although ricin acrosols are
not naturally occurring, the inhalation of ricin is the subject
of many studies because of its high toxicity and potential to
be exploited as an agent of b ism. Ricin is listed as a
biological select agent by the Centers of Disease Control and

In animal studies, ricin causes alveolar macrophages to
undergo apoptosis'™ and induces the expression of genes
involved with the immune respoase, inflammation (including
cytokine signaling), and wound healing.** " Depletion of
macrophages from mice prioe to administration of pulmo-
nary nicin mhctuh: expression ofpulmuwy IL-1§ and

b v ing a central
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role for both macrophages and IL-1f in the inflammatory
process.™ Similar results were obtained following adminis-
tration of ricin into hungs of 1L-1-deficient mice.'™
A causal relationship may exist betwoen the apoptosis of
macrophages and the inflammatory response when cells are
exposed to ricin. Exposure of murine macrophages in vitro
to 2VAD, a chemical inhibitor of apoptosis. blocks the
P ion of infl genes in phages, " sug-
gesting that caspase activity is required for nicin-mediated
gene expression. Because ricin and other inhibitors of protein
translation are capable of activating the NLRP3-mediated
inflammasome, **'* the ability of 2VAD to block the produc-
tion of IL- 1fi may result from inhibition of caspase-1.

is lacking. Although cigarette smoke, mycotoxins, and ricin
represent different classes of agents, they nevertheless induce
similar gene expression profiles, produce a similar list of
biomarkers, damage the airway cpithelium, and involve

in their is. Recenmt inthe

targeting of phages using icle-based delivery
of small interfering RNA®" or simvastatin have been
reported.** but the therapeutic value of these strategies has
ool been tested on lung inflammatory discases.

The inhaled toxicants described in this review all activate
the MAPK cascade, inhibit protein synthesis, and utilize the
NLRP3-inflammasome to process IL-1 i (Figure 1). Because
MAPK and IL- 1 are known to play important roles in tox-

‘When inhaled, chemicals that are not biologi
derived can also lead 1o lung inflammation. Volatile organic
ds that can be produced from houschold items,
office supplies, and craft materials (such as formalde-
hyde, benzene, and perchlorocthylene) affect the lung by
various mechanisms. One of these, toluene

duced lung i itors of MAFKs and
the inflammasome may be effective in blocking the harmful
effects of these agents. In recent years, several MAPK inhibi-
tors have been developed to treat many human inflammatory
discases. These agents produce fewer side effects, such as

is capable of activating the infllmmasome in a mouse
model."™ Asbestos, crystalline silica, alloy particles, and
carbon nanotubes can also activate MAPKs'™ ' and the
infl 114 Macrophages may play an imp

role in the y response (o the of these
particulates 443

Summary

Despite extensive rescarch that has been 1o study

severe P with therapeutics that directly
inhibit cytokines, such as IL-1[.** However, many of these
inhibitors are either still too toxic or ineffective in clinical
settings."™ '™ probably as a result of complex positive and
negative feedback from different members of the MAPK.
cascade and the presence of broad effects on downstream
targets. Similarly, although hundreds of potential inhibi-
tors against NF-xB have been identified, their toxicities are
well known. "= As a result, MAPK kinase kinases are an

lung induced by effective

peutic target because specific members of
this family are activated by selective stimuli. ™ As discussed

[
ertui; MARC Wl muinr facsoedagpa B
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carlier, ricin acts exclusively through ZAK, a MAPK kinase
kinase. Whether cigaretie smoke and mycotoxins other than
d, ivalenol have ificity for activation of ZAK is
unknown. Kinase profiling has identified small-molecule
kinase inhibitors, such as nilotinib and sorafenib, which

in mice." However, anti-TNF-at therapy is ineffective in
reducing symptoms of COPD in patients, " and TNF-a does
not seem to play an important role in ricin intoxication.™
Because several translation ishibitors, including deoxyni-
valenol, inhibit TNF-az signaling," further rescarch is

have strong affinity for ZAK. /™ has been
shown to inhibit ZAK activity in vitro.'” These agents have

1o investigate whether other ribosome-targeting
toxicants share the same mechanism that could explain the
lack of invol of TNF-a.

been successfully employed 1o block the infl y
effects of ricin.'™ Another novel compound, INNO-406, is
a ZAK inhibitor™ that may prove effective against ZAK-
mediated toxicants. Identifying the MAPK kinase kinases
that signal lung in response to cigarette smoke
and mycotoxins may facilitate the development of effec-
tive therapeutics. For example, researchers have identified
transforming growth factor beta-activated kinase- |, another
MAPK kinase kinase, which is involved in the cigaretie
smoke-induced inflammatory response of airway smooth
muscle cells in vitro. Further rescarch into the potential

While it is still unknown whether cigarette smoke and
other mycotoxins act through ZAK, it is clear that, like
ricin, they stimulate the processing of IL- 1 using NLRF3,
By selective targeting of NLRP3, the production of IL-1§
wvia other members of the inflammasome family may remain
normal, thereby reducing the chance of immunosuppres-
sion. Several NLRP3 inhibitors, including parthenolide,'*
glyburide,™ S~chloro-2-methoxy-N-[2-(4-sulfamoylphenyl)
cthyl]b = and isoliquiritigenin,"* are 1
under investigation. The selective targeting of toxicant-

role of transforming growth factor by i d kinase-1
would be 4% Similarly, several P2X7

diated production of IL-1 by MAPK kinase kinase
inhibitors and inhibitors against specific NOD-like receptor

are currently being explored for the treatment of various
inflammatory discases. "™ The possible role of P2X7 in ricin
intoxication has not yet been reported.

Inhalation of toxicants leads 1o the production of multiple
cytokines and other mediators. which in tum produce mul-
tiphe d infl flects. Potential 3

members may thus lead to the development of novel thera-
peutic pes that may be employed for of lung
inflammatory discase.

In conclusion, although acute and chronic lung inflam-
mation is known to contribute 1o the serious effects of
cigarette smoke, mycotoxins, nicin, and other inhaled toxi-

is likely to have higher success when directed at uf
rather than downstream, targets. Like IL-1B, TNF-u is
also widely recognized as an initiator cytokine, and both
IL- 1B and TNF-g are produced after the inhalation of many
toxicants (Table 1) and seem to be important in cigarette
smoke-induced emphysema and small airway remodeling

cants, effective anti-i lacking. By
looking beyond cigarette smoke and reviewing the current
understanding of how different 1oxicants induce the inflam-
matory response, this paper has identified several promising
targets to treat COPD and lung inflammation. In particular,
ZAK, P2X7, and NLRP3 arc unique targets that foster the
production of IL-1js by specific stimuli that inhibits protein

Table | Expresaion of cytokines and ines induced by Selective targeting may interrupt respiratory
inhaled toodcarts in vivo . while simul N N |
T C ] Bl immune response o respiratory tract infections that fre-
Cigarerte smoke :.é:::.c:.;!;ul. TNRa B8 ey a w COPD, thereby reducing the risk of
Trcorecens LI 6, TN 105, 169 SEvere preumonta.
(mycongn)
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112

Denis Hull

8 Berson Court,
LAKE COOGEE

Objection

I'm dismayed to learn that Crusher Plants are proposed for the built up area in Yangebup.
Surely, a remote site would be a better alternative, It's appalling to think of living so close to this
type of plant.

292. Regarding
the decision to
consider the
application please
see response
point 5.

113

Name & Address
Withheld

Objection

The noise and dust suppression methods suggested are not sufficient. The site is extremely
close to residential properties and to allow this change of use to proceed would have a
detrimental effect on those who live in the surrounding area.

293. Regarding
concerns relating
to dust please see
response point 3.

294. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.

295. Regarding
the buffer
distances please
see response
point 1.

114

Name & Address
Withheld

Objection

| have lived in the area of Yangebup for 11 years in the Cockburn area for 47 years. (My whole
life) | don't like living near Cockburn cement the dust ,smell and air quality has affected me
since lve lived here, we will move in the near future down south to get away from the pollution
and the over population that has happened to Cockburn. My asthma is a lot worse since living
closer to the cement factory and my skin suffers from dermatitis, having a company crushing
bricks and the thought of that extra dust horrifies me. I'm on a community page and my fellow
neighbours are concerned of noise levels and dust. We have to put up with Cockburn cement

296. Regarding
concerns
regarding dust as
it relates to health
please see
response point 3.

Document Set ID: 10362082
Versinn 10 VWarcinn NMate: 20/04/2094

Document Set ID: 10450079
Version: 1, Version Date: 07/05/2021

521 of 892



ltem 14.1 Attachment 11

OCM 13/05/2021

we are fighting for this place to disappear we don't want another company dusting all over our
suburb.

115

Name & Address
Withheld

Objection

There's a significant community outery about it.

Firstly, there's evidence that noise will impact the local environment, as demonstrated at the
application: "The nearest residential receptors are located to the south of the site, adjacent to
the railway, at approximately 530m", which despite the efforts, is still well under the
recommended 1000m.

In addition, comments about wind direction, air quality and dust are a concern, with little
guarantee that there will be consistently dealt with.

With the already raised concerns about building and construction in the area, I'd hesitate to
allow this development to go ahead.

297. Regarding
the buffer
distances please
see response
point 1.

298. Regarding
concerns relating
to dust please see
response point 3.

116

Name & Address
Withheld

Objection

Noise and air pollution

299. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.

300. Regarding
concerns related
to asbestos/silica
management
please see
response point
10.

117

Name & Address
Withheld

Objection

Concerns over noise, dust, pollution, air quality. Our house is within 600m of the yard and
strongly oppose the site being used to crush materials.

Strong winds blow dust from the area over our property and we are quite concerned about the

301. Regarding
concerns related
to asbestos/silica
management
please see
response point
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problem becoming much worse if the application is approved.

10.

302. Regarding
concerns relating
to dust please see
response point 3.

303. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response

Withheld

This type of work is not allowed within 1000m of residents, and the site is clearly within 1000m
of residential areas. There are many members of this community with respiratory / lung issues
who may be impacted by dust, and there are clearly concerns around the noise levels given the
site is not far enough away.

point 2.
118 | Name & Address | Objection Noted
Withheld
No Comment
119 | Name & Address | Objection 304. Regarding
Withheld concerns
our children and dog already suffer with multiple health issues due to cockburn cement. This regarding dust as
will cause significant issues to our health as well as adding to the grey and lime dust that has it relates to health
been coating our house and solar panels. WE DONT WANT THIS IN OUR AREA. | am taking please see
record of this submission for current medicolegal notes should any of us become unwell. response point 3.
120 | Name & Address | Objection 305. Regarding

the buffer
distances please
see response
point 1.

306. Regarding
concerns
regarding dust as
it relates to health
please see
response point 3.
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307. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response

point 2.
121 | Delys Caracciolo | Objection 308. Regarding
the buffer
15 Panera Crest, | It's very close to residents and the dust is not good. We already have the smell and dust from distances please
YANGEBUP Cockburn cement to deal with. see response
point 1.
309. Regarding
concerns relating
to dust please see
response point 3.
122 | Name & Address | Objection 310. Regarding
Withheld the buffer
This type of activity is not compatible with residential areas close by. Should not go ahead as distances please
is. see response
point 1.
123 | Name & Address | Objection 311. Regarding
Withheld concerns
Construction dust is not just a nuisance; it can seriously damage your health and some types regarding dust as
can eventually even kill. Regularly breathing these dusts over a long time can therefore cause | it relates to health
life-changing lung diseases. please see
response point 3.
124 | Name & Address | Objection 312. Regarding

Withheld

Sick of dust from cockburn cement. Why are we adding more to the city of cockburn

concerns
regarding dust as
it relates to health
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please see
response point 3.

125 | Lonneke Evans Objection 313. Regarding
concerns
24A Torenia Way, | The emission of toxic dust from the crushing of cement and other materials, that could be regarding dust as
YANGEBUP hazardous to ones health. The dust is likely to have that odour of the Cement Factory too, not it relates to health
to mention the noise pollution. please see

response point 3.

314. Regarding
concerns related
to asbestos/silica
management
please see
response point
10.

315. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response

point 2.
126 | Keith Wood Objection 316. Regarding
the buffer
Address Withheld | EPA Guidance Statement distances please
(https://lwww.epa.wa.gov.au/sites/default/files/Policies_and_Guidance/GS3-Separation- see response
distances-270605.pdf) advises the "minimum requirements for environmental management point 1.
which the EPA would expect to be met when the Authority considers a proposal or scheme".
The Guidance Statement "specifically addresses generic separation distances between 317. Regarding
industrial and sensitive land uses to avoid conflicts between these land uses... with a focus on | concerns relating
protecting sensitive land uses from unacceptable impacts on amenity that may result from to noise please
industrial activites, emissions, and infrastructure." see response
point 2.
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At a minimum, the EPA Guidance requires a minimum buffer distance of 1000m between
Crushing operations and residential areas. | live approximately 550m from this proposed
crushing area. A lot of my neighbours in Bayview Estate live within the 1000m buffer zone, and
| believe a large number of them haven't yet been made adequately aware of this proposal.

| work in mining (Barto Gold Mine - Marvel Loch, WA). My office is a couple hundred meters
from a crushing plant. We have constant problems with dust suppression when things are
running smooth, and things don't often run smooth (i.e. regular reticulation breakdowns). We
tried erecting sound barriers due to noise complaints, comprised of 40 x 20' sea containers,
stacked two high and filled with dirt. It made a negligible real-world difference.

The noise assessment (Herring Storer Accoustic Report 25220-68-19323) made the assumption
that the crusher would be contained inside a shed, with the doors closed. Having discussed
that with crushing operator's here on site, they tell me that's unrealistic due to visibility, and
heat. Even if that's put in the plan as a requirement, how likely is that to be enforced?

Even if noise is kept to 35 dBA as suggested in the noise assessment, | do not want to listen to
a crushing plant, even a quiet crushing plant, 12 hours a day, six days a week (as per
Accoustic report). Perhaps that's one part of why the EPA guideliness suggest a minimum
distance of 1km from any crushing plant?

Please extend the submission deadline for community feedback by one month? | only just
stumbled across this proposal by chance, and can only assume the majority of my neighbours
are unaware of this. We don't all keep our finger on the pulse of potential new crushing plants
being built in our backyard.

318. Regarding
concerns relating
to dust please see
response point 3.

319. Regarding
the comments
relating to the
advertising
process please
see response
point 202.

127

Name & Address
Withheld

Objection

Although processes are in place to mitigate dust, noise etc and although the risk is described
as low is not good enough. It is too close to peoples homes and it will have some sort of
impact and affect their daily lives.

320. Regarding
the buffer
distances please
see response
point 1.

321. Regarding
concerns relating
to dust please see
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response point 3.

322. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.

We have enough problems with dust from Cockburn Cement without having to put up with a
crushing facility which is right behind us that would not doubt cause even more dust issues. |
am living with two elderly people living with serious lung conditions and this could further
jeapordise their standard of living notwithinstanding compromising mine and my husbands.

| also believe this crushing of materials on site would be extremely noisy which would also be a
health issue.

This type of thing should be moved out to an area that is not within striking range of suburbia.

Furthermore in the last few months in our almost daily drive along Barrington Road it has
become increasingly annoying that Barrington road has loose rocks (not small ones either)
littered all over the roads from the trucks coming in and out of this facility. We believe it to
already be a dangerous road and whenever the trucks are about we driving quite a distance
behind with rocks falling out of the back of the truck.

Hope you take this comment into serious account as we are very much against this facility
going ahead.

| also absolutely do not give permission for my name or any of my details to be made public or

128 | Craig Arbuckle Objection Noted
36 Amalfi No Comment
Crescent,
YANGEBUP
129 | Name & Address | Objection 323. Regarding
Withheld concerns

regarding dust as
it relates to health
please see

response point 3.

324. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.
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made available to anyone.
Thank you for giving me the opportunity to comment on this issue which | feel very strongly
about.
130 | Chris Hine Objection 325. Regarding
the decision to
17 Congdon You the council will not do anything about the dust from ccl. no doubt you will not on this site. consider the
Avenue, All you do is allow new developments in this toxic area application please
BEELIAR see response
point 5.
326. Regarding
concerns relating
to dust please see
response point 3.
131 | Jenny Objection 327. Regarding
concerns
7 Gazania Grove, | Serious healthcare issues with asthma regarding dust as
YANGEBUP Noise concerns like we had with Sims metal it relates to health
There's more adequate area than in Bibra lake please see
response point 3.
328. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.
132 | Name & Address | Objection 329. Regarding
Withheld concerns relating
Noise at all hours of the day and night. to noise please
Dust and fine particals causing health issues see response
Too close to residential area. point 2.
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330. Regarding
concerns
regarding dust as
it relates to health
please see
response point 3.

331. Regarding
the buffer
distances please
see response
point 1.

133

Name & Address
Withheld

Objection

Not sure What material is being crushed, traffic congestion with trucks near the corner of
intersection especially peak hour, also noise

332. Regarding
the comments
raised relating to
the traffic
generated by the
proposal please
see response
point 53.

333. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.

134

Leah McGovern

158 Yangebup
Road,
YANGEBUP

Objection

| live within 500 meters of the proposed site. | worked in mining for year's and know the mess a
crushed makes of the surrounding area. The smell, the dust and the noise cannot be contained
from the surrounding residential area. A shed won't cut it to keep it contained. It's literally
impossible and men | know that work in crushing say so. | know for a fact the majority of the
people that will be affected by this in their own homes have no idea what this means and don't

334. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.

335. Regarding
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even know it's happening. We have not been given enough time to respond or do the research
involved in making the right decision for our families. We don't know what will be crushed. If it's
toxic to our health and wellbeing. | still haven't received anything in the mail. This is completely
unacceptable for a residential area. The way it's been rolled out for community comment has
been under the radar and it's simply by chance | have come across it at all. I'm furious and
strongly oppose this proposal.

concerns relating
to dust please see
response point 3.

336. Regarding
the comments
relating to the
advertising
process please
see response
point 202.

135

Name & Address
Withheld

Objection

| have worked in the Perth Construction industry since 2006 During that period | have had the
misfortune to have crossed paths with the directors and employees of the entity relating to this
application.

To state fact when challenged on non conformance with process and deviations to agreed
terms | have been stood over by members of outlaw motorcycle gangs and had threats of
violence against my person and family

To state fact the directors and entity have been pursued and or prosecuted for breaches to the
OHS act on multiple occasions

To state fact the directors and entity have been pursued for crushing asbestos within
construction waste at similar facilities allegedly unknown to the entity

| have witnessed intimidation including threats of violence against others by the directors and
entity's "Associates" on multiple occasions , those include members of the public , City of
Perth rangers , employees of multiple construction companies.

The City of Cockburn has a duty of care to its residents and more so its employees , the
presence of this operation within Cockburn presents a foreseeable risk of non conformance to
licence conditions , contamination of amenity and ultimately undue stress and violence against

337. Regarding
the comments
related to the
owner/applicant
please see
response point 4.
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all parties involved.

| have withheld my details for the ongoing protection of my family

136

Name & Address
Withheld

Objection

There will be too much noise, and trucks. As it is there are too many trucks near this residential
areas.

338. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.

339. Regarding
the comments
raised relating to
the traffic
generated by the
proposal please
see response
point 53.

137

Name & Address
Withheld

Objection

Health hazards
Noise levels
and connections to outlaw motorcycle clubs

340. Regarding
the comments
related to the
owner/applicant
please see
response point 4.

341. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.

342. Regarding
concerns related
to asbestos/silica
management
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please see
response point
10.

138

Janusz Smajdor
Yan

4 Gull Way,
YANGEBUP

Objection
1.Crushing creates dust and loud and uneven noise in excess of 100dB (see below)

Octave Band Sound Power Level (dB)

63 125 250 500 1kHz 2kHz 4kHz 8kHz dB(A) dB(lin)

TEREX Powerscreen XR400S 72.0 92.0 87.0 100.0 106.0 97.0 93.0 85.0 108.0 112.6
TEREX Powerscreen XH320X 72.0 92.0 85.0 99.0 105.0 97.0 93.0 84.0 107.1 111.9
Tracked Excavator (Clearing Site)

(Ref: DEFRA Database)

108.0 111.0 104.0 101.0 100.0 98.0 97.0 94.0 105.9 114.0

Tracked Excavator (Loading Truck)

Ref: DEFRA Database) 110.0 106.0 110.0 109.0 109.0 106.0 100.0 92.0 113.0 116.5

2. Proposed capacity of 150,000t will create a lot of additional trafic.

Average truck can carry 20 t. 150,000t divide in 20t =7500 trucks

Material needs to be brought in and be taken away wich makes 15,000 trucks!

That is roughly 60 heavy trucks per day in area that is under pressure already.
Increased traffic will cut off residents of Yangebup as even now entering the traffic at
Spearwood Ave/Yangebup Rd and Beeliar Dr/Dunraven intersections is hazardous and nerve
wrecking.

3.Proposed surrounding of the site with disused sea containers sounds like architectural
nightmare ! It might be cost effective but it will be ugly and unsightly .

| urge the Council to reject the application

343. Regarding
concerns relating
to dust please see
response point 3.

344. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.

345. Regarding
the comments
raised relating to
the traffic
generated by the
proposal please
see response
point 53.

139

Name & Address
Withheld

Objection

Health impact to nearby businesses and residential properties has not seriously addressed.
This business will be hazardous to the environment and people’s nearest to the business site.

| highly oppose this proposallll

346. Regarding
concerns
regarding dust as
it relates to health
please see
response point 3.

347. Regarding
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concerns related
to asbestos/silica
management
please see
response point
10.

140

Name & Address
Withheld

Objection

No Comment

Noted

141

Name & Address
Withheld

Objection

| am concerned about the noise as well as the dust that will be created. The dust levels in
Yangebup are already seem to be really high. As an asthmatic, an increase in dust can set off
an asthma attack for me.

348. Regarding
concerns relating
to dust please see
response point 3.

349. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.

142

Name & Address
Withheld

Objection

This is very close to houses. There is already a lot of dust in the air - and dreadful smells
emanate sometimes. This is madness to even contemplate that homeowners will accept this.
Please move this to an industrial area not close to residential homes.

350. Regarding
the buffer
distances please
see response
point 1.

351. Regarding
concerns relating
to dust please see
response point 3.

143

Name & Address
Withheld

Objection

The significantly increased noise level will be detrimental to the nearby residents of Yangebup.

352. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
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The potential of hazardous materials and dust in the air will increase and could have a negative | see response
affect on local residents health in the long term. Also local traffic and road infrastructure could point 2.

be negatively impacted by more heavy vehicles on the local roads.
353. Regarding
concerns
regarding dust as
it relates to health
please see
response point 3.

354. Regarding
concerns related
to asbestos/silica
management
please see
response point
10.

355. Regarding
the comments
raised relating to
the traffic
generated by the
proposal please
see response
point 53.

144 | Jacqui Acourt Objection 356. Regarding
concerns related
7 Heron Way, Concerned about dangerous material crushed among the rubble, surrounding residential being | to asbestos/silica
YANGEBUP exposed management
please see
response point
10.
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145 | Alan Gill Objection 357. Regarding
concerns relating
65 Peregrine | have concerns about dust and noise pollution on the surrounding residential areas as a result | to dust please see
Circle, BEELIAR | of this change in use. response point 3.

358. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response

point 2.
146 | Name & Address | Objection 359. Regarding
Withheld comments related
This facility is too close to residential homes and public open spaces and recreational areas. to the zoning and
The area has been negatively impacted by this sort of facility in the past and it is unwarranted land use please
and unfair to have people subjected to this again. The site is not suitable for this type of see response
industrial activity and should be conducted in an area which a much larger boundary to point 11.

residential homes.
360. Regarding
the buffer
distances please
see response

point 1.
147 | Name & Address | Objection 361. Regarding
Withheld concerns
| oppose strongly to the materials being crushed polluting our air. We have enough from the regarding dust as
Cockburn cement factory, adding to this will impact our families health. | also oppose to the it relates to health
noise generated from this. This should not be occuring around densley populated suburbs. please see

response point 3.

362. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please

Document Set ID: 10362082
Versinn 10 VWarcinn NMate: 20/04/2094

Document Set ID: 10450079 535 of 892
Version: 1, Version Date: 07/05/2021



ltem 14.1 Attachment 11

OCM 13/05/2021

see response
point 2.

363. Regarding
the buffer
distances please
see response
point 1.

and inside our home because of cockburn cement. We don't want another business setting up
that will increase the risk of lung disease, Cancers, breathing problems etc. Please don't let
this happenl!

148 | Name & Address | Objection 364. Regarding
Withheld concerns
The area already has a lot of air pollution- additional industrial works this close to residents regarding dust as
would exacerbate breathing troubles currently experienced by residents it relates to health
please see
response point 3.
149 | Joanne Objection 365. Regarding
McGiillivray concerns relating
The dust management plan , the stockpiling of materials has been given a “high” risk rating to dust please see
66 Torenia Way, | impacting the surrounding area in particular torenia way. response point 3.
YANGEBUP The dust and noise pollution will affect our quality of life and real estate in a negetive way.
| strongly object to the development. 366. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.
150 | Davies Obijection 367. Regarding
concerns relating
209 Yangebup With the dust factor, current contamination in the soil on site already and risk of asbestos being | to dust please see
Road, detected, | don't want to risk mine or my families health even more. We already have cockburn | response point 3.
YANGEBUP cement who won't be relocating until 2023. We get an awful smell and dust coating on outside

368. Regarding
concerns related
to asbestos/silica
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management
please see
response point
10.

151

Name & Address
Withheld

Objection

Crushing materials, even inside a shed, is hazardous on account of the dust and general "dirt"
that will be released into the air.
This activity is way more suited to non residential areas.

369. Regarding
concerns
regarding dust as
it relates to health
please see
response point 3.

370. Regarding
the buffer
distances please
see response
point 1.

152

Name & Address
Withheld

Objection
| strongly oppose this proposal for the following reasons

1 Operator concerns

1.1 - This operator (Brajkovich Landfill & Recycling Pty Ltd) has a history of licence breaches
over the past decade at multiple sites across the metropolitan area. Past behaviour is a strong
indicator of future behaviour.

1.2 - it would appear that the operator is already stockpiling rubble on the proposed site before
proposal approval is given.

1.3 - Materials accepted at the site will be received from multiple clients. This minimises control
over what is actually received at the site until after it has been received and sorted. Although
the SERS report states non conforming materials will be isolated and removed from site this is
not possible in all instances when sorting occurs with heavy machinery and visual inspection
while loads are still in trucks or being tipped in bulk. Non conforming materials will inevitably be

371. Regarding
the comments
related to the
owner/applicant
please see
response point 4.

372. Regarding
the operations
currently
undertaken on
site please see
response point 9.

373. Regarding
concerns related
to asbestos/silica
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missed and processed along with conforming materials. it is completely naive to assume this
will not happen.

Further concern is that the visual inspection is to be completed by the truck driver post-tipping
(as per SERS report 5.1.1) not a visual inspection by the operator supervisor or staff of the
facility.

2 Location

2.1 The proposed site is within approximately 400 metres of the nearest residential property.
This type of processing impacts residents in multiple ways of which some are listed (but not
limited to) below;

Dust

Health

Noise

Decrease in local residential property prices

Urban Ambience

Environment

2.2 The proposed site at 200 Barrington Street is zoned Industrial however this location is more
suitable to Commercial or Light Industrial not Heavy Industrial such as a demolition crushing
and processing plant. This is is evidenced by the Cockburn Commercial Park just across the
road from this site. Council should be seeking to reduce heavy industrial activity in this area not
increasing it.

2.3 This type of industry and processing plant is better suited to the area known as Latitude 32
where in the 90's residential housing was resumed by the Government in Hope Valley and
Wattleup for the purpose of establishing a dedicated industrial area without heavy impact to
local residents.

Other suitable locations would be Kwinana Industrial strip, Naval Base again where impact to
residential areas are minimised.

3 Environment

Dust
3.1 There is documented information that at the site where these operators occupied testing

management
please see
response point
10.

374. Regarding
concerns relating
to dust please see
response point 3.

375. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.

376. Regarding
concerns relating
to property values
please see
response point
42,

377. Regarding
comments related
to the zoning and
land use please
see response
point 11.

378. Regarding
comments related
to the water table
please see
response point
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showed particles of asbestos and silica beyond the boundary fence. Given the Wattleup site
was considerably larger than the proposed site at 200 Barrington Street it is not a possibility but
a probability that residents within a 1km radius will be exposed to an unacceptable health risk
should the plant be approved.

News articles:

https:/iwww.abc.net.au/news/2011-03-17/wattleup-residents-concerned-about-
asbestos/2654294
hitps://thewest.com.au/news/wa/probe-into-alleged-asbestos-dump-ng-ya-176690

Extract from Hansard 17/03/2011
https:/iwww.parliament.wa.gov.au/Hansard/hansard.nsf/0/657c74de452fb0ae4825785a002ee9
2b/$FILE/A38%20S1%2020110317%20p1609b-1612a.pdf

Water

3.2 This site (200 Barrington Street) has previously been noted as a contaminated site
requiring remediation. Yangebup has a very high water table level (evidenced by our local
lakes & swamps) wash off from the rubble stockpiled and processed at this plant will inevitably
end up in our ground water along with any previous contamination that has not been remedied
from the previous uses on the site. | don't even pretend to be knowledgeable about this
however, even a layman can see this will potentially create problems with our groundwater,
lakes and wildlife.

Noise

3.3 The impact of having heavy haulage tip trucks hauling and tipping up to 100,000 tonne of
building rubble and waste per annum is obvious to local residents and needs to be considered
this is without the noise of the plant operation machinery, which as per the SERS report (1.3) is
Approved equipment to be utilised onsite includes the following:

1 x McClosky R155 Screener;

2 x Daewoo 225 (22.5tonne) Excavators; and

1 x Komatsu 480 Loader.

As part of this application, the following equipment is proposed:

1 x Kleeman 120 Drill Crusher; and

1 x McClosky Impact Crusher.

In closing | am not opposed to companies performing this type of industrial business but it
needs to be in the correct location and 200 Barrington Street Bibra Lake is not the correct

13

Document Set ID: 10362082
Versinn 10 VWarcinn NMate: 20/04/2094

Document Set ID: 10450079
Version: 1, Version Date: 07/05/2021

539 of 892



ltem 14.1 Attachment 11

OCM 13/05/2021

location for this type of industry.

153

Name & Address
Withheld

Objection

This will impact my quality of living due to living in such a close vicinity of the proposed sitel! |
do not want decay of my house car pool nor do | want additional pollution that coukd create
breathing skin and long term health issues for myself and family.

379. Regarding
concerns
regarding dust as
it relates to health
please see
response point 3.

380. Regarding
concerns related
to asbestos/silica
management
please see
response point
10.

154

Jessica Miller

9 Gull,
YANGEBUP

Objection

Concerns about the impact on nearby residential properties. We are already impacted by the
cement plant.

381. Regarding
the buffer
distances please
see response
point 1.

155

Claire Hudson-
Sudran

30 Milgun Drive,
YANGEBUP

Objection

This proposal is for an unsuitable business to be established within range of a community
suburb. My concerns are to do with public health as the dust and the noise will immediately
impact on families within range of the dust and the noise. The bunding will be unsuitable as the
wind can whip the sand and dust up and shower it over peoples houses and the local school,
shops etc. This business is more suited in a heavy industrial area.

382. Regarding
concerns
regarding dust as
it relates to health
please see
response point 3.

383. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.
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384. Regarding
comments related
to the zoning and
land use please
see response
point 11.
156 | Name & Address | Objection 385. Regarding
Withheld concerns relating
Although it has been stated that only those within a 200m zone will be affected by the new to dust please see
proposal of a crushing plant, | feel that there are a number of factors that have theen taken into | response point 3.
account.
We are constantly being affected by the fall out from Cockburn cement.. The smell, the white 386. Regarding
dust that settles on our car and in our gardens. concerns relating
to noise please
The noise, the dust and other potential hazzardous particle fallout from the proposed crushing | see response
plant are going to catastrophic. point 2.
Residents don't need to hear the operation of the plant at night.
| have young children, we grow our own vegetables. How can | safely say that what I'm growing
is going to be able to be consumed? As it is I'm cautious about the fall out from Cockburn
cement.
We have respiratory issues in our household and this is already impacted on days that the
odour from Cockburn cement is evident.
What a about those who also have respiratory conditions or our aging population who also
experience lung and other health issues.
| use to work for Cockburn community care and visited elderly in suburbs that will be affected
by this crushing plant.
The crushing plant is going to disastrous for the suburb of Yangebup and surrounding areas.
There are other suitable sites to relocate this too that won't impact the residents
157 | Paul Stokes Objection 387. Regarding
concerns relating
7 Teal Court, Concerned about increase in noise levels as well as air pollution. Industrial estate already to noise please
YANGEBUP generates noise which travels across residential area, often well into the night. see response
Dust and airborne debris would pose an unacceptable hazard to residents in the surrounding point 2.
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Withheld

The noise, dust and ground pollution caused by this will be unacceptable, especially when
taking into account the fact that the operator of the site has had multiple issues in the past with
running illegal operations and illegal treatment of asbestos. They clearly cannot be trusted to
do the right thing. Their own environmental reports recommend a 1000m buffer to residential
areas, which this location does not provide.

The location of our home will often end up downwind from this site, causing us to have even
more issues with dust than we already do and will affect the health of hundreds of households
in the area. This should be seen as unacceptable. It is unfathomable that this is even being
given consideration.

area
388. Regarding
concerns relating
to dust please see
response point 3.
158 | Name & Address | Objection 389. Regarding
Withheld concerns relating
As residents living close by my husband [name redacted] and | have concerns with noise and to dust please see
dust impacts. We have been exposed to noise pollution from this site previously and currently. | response point 3.
There appears to be operations taking place on this already and has been going on for a few 390. Regarding
months, assuming under no approval as this is the first we have heard of changes occuringto | concerns relating
this site. to noise please
see response
We appreciate the nature of the site and the industrial zoning and proximity to our property. point 2.
However we do expect the works and site use to comply with appropriate legislation. There has
been issues with this site in the past with its previous occupier and it seems the new works will | 391. Regarding
be similar in nature from a noise perspective. the operations
currently
undertaken on
site please see
response point 9.
159 | Name & Address | Objection 392. Regarding

concerns relating
to dust please see
response point 3.

393. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.
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394, Regarding
the comments
related to the
owner/applicant
please see
response point 4.

160

Name & Address
Withheld

Objection

Noise and Dust Pollution, and also the risk of increased industrial traffic through Yangebup.
There are already many Industrial trucks that cut through Yangebup on Osprey drive from
Barrington street to get to North lake road. We do not want this additional traffic and want
more to be done to prevent industrial vehicles cutting through our suburb.

395. Regarding
concerns relating
to dust please see
response point 3.

396. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.

161

Name & Address
Withheld

Objection

dust from cement work is bad enough

397. Regarding
concerns relating
to dust please see
response point 3.

162

Name & Address
Withheld

Objection

More trucks and heavy vehicles coming down Shallcross street which is already unsafe for our
children and us speeding and heavy vehicles

398. Regarding
the comments
raised relating to
the traffic
generated by the
proposal please
see response
point 53.

163

Name & Address
Withheld

Objection

There is enough dust in the air in the suburb from cockburn cement we don't need any more.

399. Regarding
concerns relating
to dust please see
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Especially round schools.

response point 3.

164 | Name & Address | Objection 400. Regarding
Withheld concerns
| already have an allergy to dust so | can only assume this will cause flare ups, seeing as regarding dust as
though | am not far from this site. it relates to health
please see
response point 3.
165 | Name & Address | Objection 401. Regarding

Withheld

| am opposing this site application due to the noise associated with crushing operations. |
believe this violates the EPA's guidelines for separation distances between industrial and
sensitive land uses (crushing operations not within 1000 metres of residential housing).
Crushing operations are proposed to be undertaken within an existing shed on site. | feel the
shed does not provide sufficient sound proofing to mitigate noise concerns. The proposed 4
meter high noise barrier of sea containers is insufficient as the nearest residential housing (530
meters away) is 5 meters greater in elevation than the site.

| also have concerns relating to the dust and potential asbestos containing material (ACM) that
will be created from the crushing process. Unless the proposed processing shed is a negative
pressure building, the dust is extremely unlikely to be contained.

A major concern in the application is the materials will be processed by the crusher before
being tested for ACM, with the method of visual identification of ACM materials by the driver
and loader operator. There is a high potential for crushing ACM as | feel visual identification
during the loading process is insufficient.

The site is not licenced to receive ACM, however if detected after unloading, they have four
weeks to remove to a licenced facility. This could potentially mean that multiple loads of ACM
could be stockpiled on the site for up to four weeks.

I'd strongly recommend that the City of Cockburn adhere to the EPA guidance No 3 separation
distances between industrial and sensitive land uses.

I've lived in my current residence since 2008 and was affected by the extremely loud noise
generated by Simms Metal and dust emissions from Cockburn Cement. | personally was happy
to see Simms Metal vacate the site. | will be very angry and let down by the City of Cockburn if
the application is approved. The health and the amenity of our community is at risk if of being
diminished should approval be granted.

the buffer
distances please
see response
point 1.

402. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.

403. Regarding
concerns relating
to dust please see
response point 3.

404. Regarding
concerns related
to asbestos/silica
management
please see
response point
10.
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166 | Name & Address | Objection 405. Regarding
Withheld concerns relating
Because the factory will have excessive noise and dust and being as it is not in the Kwinana to dust please see
Industrial area it will not be controlled by DER response point 3.
406. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.
167 | Name & Address | Objection 407. Regarding
Withheld concerns relating
| believe it will create further cement air pollution degradation, considering Cockburn Cementis | to dust please see
already poorly managed with its air/dust into our environment. response point 3.
168 | Lorena Objection 408. Regarding
concerns relating
12 Minori | live only 4 minutes drive from the site | live across the road from a beautiful park for kids to to dust please see
Gardens, play and breath fresh air. | don't want my property full of dust or to drop in value because of response point 3.
YANGEBUP this. | will definitely sell if this get approved and this is the house of my dreams | wanted to live
here for long time 409. Regarding
concerns relating
to property values
please see
response point
169 | Name & Address | Objection Noted
Withheld
No Comment
170 | Name & Address | Objection 410. Regarding
Withheld concerns
| do not want another dangerous industry set up near my property! My daughter has asthma as | regarding dust as
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do | and we have enough poisons to contend with with Cockburn cement! | do not believe all it relates to health
the info saying it's safe, | do not want the dust, noise and pollution near me thank youl! please see
response point 3.

411. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response

point 2.
171 | Name & Address | Objection 412. Regarding
Withheld concerns relating
It will devalue my house and cause health issues for my family to property values
please see

response point

413. Regarding
concerns
regarding dust as
it relates to health
please see
response point 3.

414. Regarding
concerns related
to asbestos/silica
management
please see
response point
10.

172 | Name & Address | Objection 415, Regarding
Withheld concerns relating
Noice, pollution and shouldn't be so close to residential areas to noise please
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see response
point 2.

416. Regarding
concerns related
to asbestos/silica
management
please see
response point
10.

417. Regarding
the buffer
distances please
see response
point 1.

173

Mervyne Gulliver

21 Larkspur
Cross,
YANGEBUP

Objection

As a resident in the immediate vicinity of the proposed industrial crushing site on Barrington
Street, | oppose the modifications of the current and previous approval.

The proposed facility will amplify the already problematic general pollution being experienced
by the residents in the area. Contributing more noise, vibration, dust and pollution, further
diminishing what quality of life residents close to the industrial site and broader area have.

418. Regarding
concerns relating
to dust please see
response point 3.

419. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.

420. Regarding
concerns related
to asbestos/silica
management
please see
response point
10.
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174

Name & Address
Withheld

Objection

| live approximately 500m for site, we are affect by cockburn cement and this is alot further. |
have concerns for the health of my family, also this is surely to depreciate our property

421. Regarding
concerns
regarding dust as
it relates to health
please see
response point 3.

422. Regarding
concerns relating
to property values
please see
response point
42.

175

Teresa Clifton-
James

Eagle Rise,
YANGEBUP

Objection

The concern is stockpiling with unknown components within all of the materials for crushing.
The close proximity to the residential housing, the health effect of the resident close by and in
the surrounding areas of Yangebup, without assurance that the dust is not contaminated with
materials e.g. asbestos and together with noise pollution. Bunded by sea containers as one of
the components of development mention in the application raises concerns about the safety of
this crushing site. My research on Mr Brajkovich is his history resulted him in being banned as
a result of breaching regulations and poor practices with contaminated materials. Why is he
allowed and why is he back?

My closing comment is, residential housing has been here for a very long period of time,
including new developments being added over previous years. | understand the area has been
zone for light industry, but why is this type business allowed to be set up which will clearly
effect the larger population of Yangebup, our housing prices and a negative effect on the
suburb of Yengebup and its future development. There must be more suitable options for Mr
Brajkovich and his business ventures

423. Regarding
concerns
regarding dust as
it relates to health
please see
response point 3.

424. Regarding
concerns related
to asbestos/silica
management
please see
response point
10.

425, Regarding
the comments
related to the
owner/applicant
please see
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response point 4.

426. Regarding
concerns relating
to property values
please see
response point
42,

427. Regarding
comments related
to the zoning and
land use please
see response
point 11.

Having such industry near watland and private homes should not be allowed. What materials
are going to crushed and the noise, air quality and what will happed to the dust when it gets
into to water ways, A lot of people fought to keep Roe 8 out of the area, This looks to me to be

176 | Conrad Objection 428. Regarding
the buffer
10 Birdwing Dale, | Not an acceptable site for this type of work being carried out, to close to homes and distances please
BEELIAR businesses see response
point 1.
177 | Name & Address | Objection Noted
Withheld
No Comment
178 | Ryan Obijection 429. Regarding
concerns relating
20 Cervantes | don't want another facility spewing dust and debris around our suburb. Cockburn cement is to dust please see
Loop, bad enough response point 3.
YANGEBUP
179 | Name & Address | Objection 430. Regarding
Withheld the buffer

distances please
see response
point 1.
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no better. We should be doing more to protect the wetlands not less.

431. Regarding
comments related
to the water table
please see
response point
13.

432. Regarding
concerns relating
to dust please see
response point 3.

180

Name & Address
Withheld

Objection

We live just off Shallcross St Yangebup within the Ocean Vista /Belvista Estate .

Since moving into this area we have already experienced problems with lots of dust from
Cockburn Cement which have impacted on my family's health .Not to mention the continuous
dusting and vacuuming required within our home to try to minimise our inhalation of the dust .
We will wash our windows and a few days later they look like they have not been cleaned at all
but are covered once again in a layer of dust .| am sick of having to constantly vacuum and
dust to try and minimise my family inhaling this harmful dust .

The last thing that we need is a Crushing plant that will increase the production of large
amounts of even more dust .

It will also produce more noise .The estate we live in backs on to Stock rd and this in itself can
be quite noisy .

Not to mention the hoons that use Dobra Way as a race track to do their wheelies late at night
and in the early hours of the morning. We don’t need even more noise from 7 am to 7 pm each
day . Some of us are shift workers

Our homes should be our haven .We pay our rates etc and are entitled to our peace and quiet
.The last think we need is more noise.

This crushing plant will also contribute to the devaluation of our properties within this lovely little
Estate in which we live and in which is also filled with lots of families most with young children
and also the other estates off Shallcross St and residents off Barrington St and Yangebup rd
.The dust which will be emitted from this Crushing plant together with the dust emitted from

433. Regarding
concerns relating
to dust please see
response point 3.

434. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.

435. Regarding
concerns relating
to property values
please see
response point
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Cockburn Cement will only cause more health issues for the families and residents which live
within these areas.Also during this period of Pandemic most people are struggling to hold on
to jobs and keep up with all their bills ,mortgages etc .They don't need the added stress of
knowing that the value of their property will dropped due to the crushing plant being so close .
My family has experienced first hand lots of health issues some very serious such as
respiratory issues since we moved into the area .| don't want to think how much worse this will
become if the construction of this Crushing plant goes ahead .

We are not in a position to put our home up for sale if this

Crushing plant does go ahead .

When we moved into the area this was to be our forever home We were of the understanding
that Cockburn Cement would be eventually moved further away into the outer suburbs and this
has not been the case .

We have now discovered that an application has been submitted for a Crushing plant to be
constructed on Barrington St . It's bad enough that those ugly silos or tanks have been allowed
to be erected behind Fremantle Stone and which are also visible from Stock rd .They are an
eyesore and really they don't belong in the area so close to so many homes .. We are
concerned and not happy with this potential Crushing plant going ahead .

We have worked hard to build our home and raise our family .

A Crushing plant does not belong on the doorstep of residential areas but rather further away
where the noise will not disturb anyone and the huge amount of dust produced by it won't be
harmful to anyone .

| hope that after having read my letter you will carefully consider the unsuitability of this
Crushing plant being constructed so close to the residential areas in the vicinity .

181

Name & Address
Withheld

Objection

Environmental impact of crushing facility including possible dust and noise pollution

436. Regarding
concerns relating
to dust please see
response point 3.

437. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.
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182 | Name & Address | Objection 438, Regarding
Withheld the buffer
After living in Beeliar and having everything constantly covered in Cement dust, we purposely distances please
bought a house where we wouldn't be effected. see response
point 1.
| feel that by approving the application, the Council will be allowing an activity which is
detrimental to the health and well being of residents. 439. Regarding
concerns relating
The buffer zone means nothing - other than reducing the sellable price of homes located with in | to property values
it. The Wind doesn't miracously stop blowing particles past the imaginary line. please see
response point
By approving the application, the Council may be opening itself up to legal action in regards to | 42.
damage caused to property by the dust. Don't try and say it's not toxic.
440. Regarding
| do not believe the premises would have the capacity to monitor dust or noise output. concerns relating
to noise please
Thank you see response
point 2.
183 | Name & Address | Objection 441. Regarding
Withheld concerns
My children frequent the area affected to perform activities on Wednesday and Friday, dust can | regarding dust as
pose a health issues for kids and a adults it relates to health
please see
response point 3.
184 | Name & Address | Objection 442. Regarding
Withheld concerns relating
We already have controversy and problems with dust etc from Cockburn cement . This to noise please
business is too close to residential areas . | oppose any industry that might have potential noise | see response
and emissions that might affect surrounding areas such as ours. This type of business needs to | point 2.
be in Henderson , Kwinana where there is a safety exclusion zone provided and businesses of
this type are catered for. 443, Regarding
comments related
to the zoning and
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land use please
see response
point 11.
185 | Name & Address | Objection 444. Regarding
Withheld concerns relating
The dust levels within Cockburn are already high due to environment and Cockburn Cement. to dust please see
Residents with respiratory illnesses can not handle anymore and the site needs to be taken response point 3.
further away from residents.
186 | Nick Favazzo Non-Objection Noted
38 Lesuer Pass, Makes sense to keep industry and jobs in an Industrial area.
BEELIAR
187 | Adrian Mudie Objection 445. Regarding
concerns relating
62 Plover Drive, The amount of potential dust blowing over not only my property but all the other properties and | to dust please see
YANGEBUP small businesses in the area that may contain asbestos and other contaminated materials and | response point 3.
silica dust
446. Regarding
concerns related
to asbestos/silica
management
please see
response point
10.
188 | Name & Address | Objection 447, Regarding
Withheld concerns relating
Dust, devaluation of properties, environmental concerns to dust please see
response point 3.
448. Regarding
concerns relating
to property values
please see
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response point

189 | Name & Address | Objection 449. Regarding
Withheld concerns
Health problems regarding dust as
it relates to health
please see

response point 3.

450. Regarding
concerns related
to asbestos/silica
management
please see
response point
10.

190 | Name & Address | Objection 451. Regarding
Withheld the buffer

Too close to houses. Dust, noise, pollution. distances please
see response
point 1.

452. Regarding
concerns relating
to dust please see
response point 3.

453. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.
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191

Amy Cleasby

4 Gum Court,
YANGEBUP

Objection

Noise and dust pollution

454, Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.

455, Regarding
concerns relating
to dust please see
response point 3.

192

Name & Address
Withheld

Objection

We oppose the proposal due to concerns regarding air pollution to our house and area. We
have young children and there are a number of schools within close proximity.

There is evidence proving that limestone dust is a known carcinogenic which | find highly
concerning so close to residential areas.

https://www.cancer.org.au/cancer-information/causes-and-prevention/workplace-cancer/silica-
dust

The Australian Cancer Council also emphasises that there is no evidence to support a safe
level of silica dust exposure.

When we purchased a house we assessed the suitability of the area for raising children. | am
deeply concerned about the proposal and the extreme health implications that it could have for
residents who moved to the area before this plan was in motion.

456. Regarding
concerns related
to asbestos/silica
management
please see
response point
10.

457. Regarding
concerns
regarding dust as
it relates to health
please see
response point 3.

193

Sarah Jordan

17 Plover Drive,
YANGEBUP

Objection

| have asthma and | don’t want the dust that will come from it. It will also be noisy and their is
already too much noise coming from that area.

458. Regarding
concerns
regarding dust as
it relates to health
please see
response point 3.

459. Regarding
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concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.

194

Name & Address
Withheld

Objection

Dust, noise and health concerns

460. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.

461. Regarding
concerns relating
to dust please see
response point 3.

195

Name & Address
Withheld

Objection

| currently work next to a same type industry in Welshpool and there are many negatives.
Vibration from the crushing a sifting not only creates excessive noise that will carry for many
kilometres all the time.

The vibrations from the equipment creates damage to surrounding dwellings and buildings(this
can be demonstrated from my work building in Welshpool), cracking in the walls and floors,
pads shifting and creating cracks and unevenness in floors and expansion gaps get wider in
floors. The vibration also can affect seismic monitoring and alarms creating alarm systems to
be set off and if fire suppressant gasses are being used can cause them to be dumped with
some costs entering the hundreds of thousands of dollars for replacement.

The dust produced cannot be contained or minimised dampening causes mud. The dust will
travel many kilometres and will affect other businesses and public housing by affecting air
quality with debris. This debris will clog air conditioners, making for higher service costs. The
dust will settle on roofs and in gutters again requiring more maintenance to clear. This dust will
also cause excessive dust that will settle on cars and damage car finishes with the abrasive
nature of the debris. This is not to mention the health of the many home owners in the area and
the workers in local businesses.

The dust will land on everything in homes and offices, this excessive dust will also get into

462. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.

463. Regarding
concerns relating
to dust please see
response point 3.
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people's airways nose, throat and be introduced to food. It will also get into office and all
electrical equipment creating a shorter life cycle for some items or higher servicing costs.

Next is the heavy equipment that is used. The noise generated by them will be heard by all
people near and far as the noise will travel, with the reversing warning signals beeping and the
revving of the engines to move the newly crushed dust deposits around all day 6 days a week.
Example | can hear constant Stock Rd Traffic all the time and that is 3km's further away.
Listening to the heavy equipment daily is an absolute night mare.

Please come to my house from 6 am and listen to all the industry in the area adhere to your
7am start time. The fact that this business is going to be 6 days a week reminds me of the days
of Sims Metal(l will not be happy). This business should not even be approved in any way for
the area. | definitely Oppose any changes let alone the business being there.

196

Name & Address
Withheld

Objection

We own premises in Rivers Street and Wellard Street, Bibra Lake WA 6125.
We oppose this proposal for crushing of materials as we are concerned about environmental
problems, excessive noise and dust.

464. Regarding
concerns relating
to dust please see
response point 3.

465. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.

197

Name & Address
Withheld

Objection

Proximity to residential zone

466. Regarding
the buffer
distances please
see response
point 1.

198

Name & Address
Withheld

Objection

Close proximity to residential areas

467. Regarding
the buffer
distances please
see response
point 1.
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199

Brendon Moffitt

16 Banksia Place,
YANGEBUP

Objection

It poses a serious health risk

468. Regarding
concerns
regarding dust as
it relates to health
please see
response point 3.

469. Regarding
concerns related
to asbestos/silica
management
please see
response point
10.

200

Maria Binks

21 Tuart Place,
YANGEBUP

Objection
HEALTH AND SAFETY REASONS

Please don't allow approval for a crushing plant in this area. The site is approximately 800m
from my home and 600m from my son’s home. Not to mention all the other homes and other
workers in the local area. The dust and noise pollution from crushing processes have the
potential to cause great harm and while the report suggests that measures will be taken to
mitigate these impacts, we can't trust that they will be effective. We have seen direct evidence
that these measures don't work at the stockpile next to Cockburn tip — the water sprinklers are
often broken and instead, water simply floods the tip car park. And the poor girls working in the
tip shop tell us that they are inundated with dust daily. We have enough health problems from
covid, we don't need any more. We are also concerned about the noise, we have enough noise
coming from the industrial area already! Bibra Lake might be an industrial zone but it is not an
appropriate location for a crushing plant — the excessive dust and noise produced should
require that such activities are undertaken much further away from residential areas.

Cockburn council is all about health and safety so why such a risky proposal is being
considered for approval is hard to understand. It is certainly not in the best interests of the
people having to work and live in the local area.

470. Regarding
concerns relating
to dust please see
response point 3.

471. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.
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201 | Name & Address | Objection 472. Regarding
Withheld concerns relating
Noise population, house values and property damage. to noise please
see response
point 2.
As a newly moved-in resident, the suburb was chosen for its security and quiet surrounds. | _
have lived by a recycling plant and military base in the past where crushing equipment and 473. Regarding
other loud or seismic pollution was occurring on a daily basis. Not only does it cause a concerns relating
disruption to the peace but it also is damaging to structures and the ecosystem. The overall to property values
value (ie monetary and lifestyle) of the suburb will decline. please see .
response point
42.
202 | Name & Address | Objection 474. Regarding
Withheld concerns relating
The local residents of Lake Coogee/Yangebup and Beeliar already have to deal with dust, to dust please see

smells and residue from Cockburn cement. This should not be approved due to the impact on response point 3.
nearby residents, and also dust impact on outer residents. Noise pollution is also an issue for
surrounding residents as well as the increase in traffic. 475. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.

476. Regarding
the comments
raised relating to
the traffic
generated by the
proposal please
see response
point 53.
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203 | Name & Address | Objection 477. Regarding
Withheld concerns
Too many health risks and noise, have enough to deal with Cockburn cement and will be regarding dust as
devaluing to the area . Move it to the tip it relates to health
please see

response point 3.

478. Regarding
concerns related
to asbestos/silica
management
please see
response point
10.

479. Regarding
concerns relating
to property values
please see
response point
42,

204 | Carrie Russell Objection 480. Regarding
concerns relating
14B Larkspur We believe the proposed activity - crushing, will adversely affect the current amenity afforded to dust please see
Cross, us at our address due to potential dust, noise, health risks associated with asbestos containing | response point 3.
YANGEBUP materials and traffic congestion in around the immediate area.
481. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.

482. Regarding
concerns related
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to asbestos/silica
management
please see
response point
10.

483. Regarding
the comments
raised relating to
the traffic
generated by the
proposal please
see response

point 53.
205 | Elizabeth Anchor | Objection 484. The
concerns relating
8 Iris Place, My home is frighteningly close to this site. | strongly object to my quality of life being crushed. | | to amenity impact
YANGEBUP beg you to decline this proposal. have been noted
and are

incorporated as
part of the report
to Council in
relation to the
appropriateness
of the
development
within its setting.

206 | Name & Address | Objection 485. Regarding
Withheld concerns relating
I'm appalled that the council would even consider another dust crushing behemoth after the to dust please see

constant fall out from the CCL pollution. The rates of cancer and asbestosis will go up, house response point 3.
prices will fall and it will only lead to ill health in the community. Please do everything you can
to stop this nonsensical move. 486. Regarding
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concerns related
to asbestos/silica
management
please see
response point
10.

207

Name & Address
Withheld

Objection

My main concern is the stockpiling of unknown components that are held within all of the
materials being identified for crushing. Can the council please identify what materials are
proposed to being crushed, will there be independent and state/local testing of these items to
be crushed? The crushing plant is in close proximity to the many residential homes, thus
creating a concerns for particle exposure, similar to cockburn cement dust that is being
transmitted via the strong coastal and easterly winds. Are there particle scrubbers bring
installed in the crushing plant. We are Iso very concerned with the long term health effects of
residents in close proximity and surrounding areas of Yangebup. Cockburn council will NOT be
able to provide a 100% guarantee that the dust will be free of harmful harmful/dangerous
contaminates such asbestos or other carcinogenic components. The application identifies that
the sea containers will be bunded - why is thefe a need for bunding, this raises concerns about
the safety of this crushing site. Mr Brajkovich has a prior conviction of being banned as a result
of breaching regulations and poor practices with contaminated materials, this also raises
suspicion continued illegal activity. The crushing plant will have a negative affect on the health
of residents, property prices. This type of light industrial process is more suited to industrial
areas such as Kwinana where the residential density population is far less.

487. Regarding
concerns related
to asbestos/silica
management
please see
response point
10.

488. Regarding
concerns
regarding dust as
it relates to health
please see
response point 3.

489. Regarding
the comments
related to the
owner/applicant
please see
response point 4.

490. Regarding
concerns relating
to property values
please see
response point
42.
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208 | Jessica Fleury Objection 491. Regarding
the buffer
10 Deciduous | am concerned with how close the proposed crushers will be operating to residential homes. distances please
Rise, There is already a dust issue in Yangebup, with a thin layer of dust coating my cars and see response
YANGEBUP windows daily, meaning | cannot leave my windows open overnight due to my husband having | point 1.
trouble breathing, and we are not even close to the industrial zone. | lived here in my youth,
almost 20 years ago now and it was never this bad. 492. Regarding
The potential increase of noise pollution and traffic is also greatly concerning. As yangebup concerns relating
road onto spearwood is already a bottleneck situation and a little further up, the to dust please see
spearwood/stock intersection is no better. response point 3.
| hope cockburn rejects this application and the installation of these 2 crushers in consideration
of the young families living nearby and the negative impact this will be on this beautiful vibrant | 493. Regarding
community. concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.
494. Regarding
the comments
raised relating to
the traffic
generated by the
proposal please
see response
point 53.
209 | lan Shearer- Objection 495. Regarding
Ashfield concerns relating
Noise and dust pollution with the risk of asbestosis, this type of facility shouldn't be near to dust please see
176 Bibra Drive, | homes. response point 3.
BIBRA LAKE
496. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
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see response
point 2.

497. Regarding
concerns related
to asbestos/silica
management
please see
response point
10.

210

Anthony Sumich

3 Soundview
Rise,
YANGEBUP

Objection

Hello, As a resident of Bayview Estate | strongly object to the approval to the afore mentioned
application. | have a number of objections.

1. The operator in the past has demonstrated a flagrant disregard for rules and regulations in
the operation of their Wattelup based salvage business. Not only did they operate illegally, but
they also attributed to the pollution of the local residents and local environment. This in itself in
my opinion disqualifies this operator from operating this type of business in the 200 Barrington
St location.

2. After reading the risk matrix and assessment, it appears that some of the onus is on the
operator and their staff to manage and reduce airborne dust particles. Given the likely and
normal occurrences of human error in every day life, the risk of exposure to harmful silica dust
from their crushing operations is in my opinion is too high to be accounted to human error.

3. Wind occurrences at the site is also a risk factor. Given the all of the wind that occurs in this
area throughout the year and the close proximity to homes and businesses again in my opinion
disqualifies this type of operation in this area.

4. The SERS report also mentions general guidelines of this type of operation to not be within
1000m of residential homes. As is commonly known, there would potentially be 100's of homes
within the 1000m zone.

5. Extreme air quality measuring devices (multiple) have been proposed to be installed around
the operation. Some of which automatically generate an email to alert of an occurrence. The
proposition of this type of monitoring should in its self be a warning about the potential harm
this type of operation can cause.

498. Regarding
the comments
related to the
owner/applicant
please see
response point 4.

499. Regarding
concerns related
to asbestos/silica
management
please see
response point
10.

500. Regarding
the buffer
distances please
see response
point 1.

501. Regarding
concerns relating
to dust please see

Document Set ID: 10362082

Versinn 10 Vareinn Mate: 200412024

Document Se5@41@1%(%992

Version: 1, Version Date: 07/05/2021




OCM 13/05/2021

Item 14.1 Attachment 11

6. On a personal note, we enjoy our backyard and our outdoor kitchen. We cook outside 3-4
times most weeks. With this operation and given the amount of dust we will get from it, not only
us but my fellow neighbours, we as a community will not be able to enjoy our own backyards
nor will we be able to live in a safe and healthy environment.

7. Apart of the small business | own and operate, | had a conversation with a worksafe
representative a few weeks back on the dangers of silica dust. This is the new asbestos. This
type of operation has no place in an area so close to other businesses and residents.

8. Many residents of this area have been having issues with Cockburn Cement for years and
years with regards to the amount of dust particles. What health implications will these residents
have in the next 15-20 years? This should be an example of what is to come with this type of
operation.

| implore the council in its wisdom and in its overall desire to promote the Cockburn area as a
vibrant, safe and liveable city, reject this application. Reject it in respect for the health, safety
and wellbeing of its constituents.

response point 3.

21

Name & Address
Withheld

Objection

| believe this planned facility is too close to residential properties. | am concerned about the
health impacts of potential environmental contamination which may arise as a result of the
operations at this facility.

502. Regarding
concerns related
to asbestos/silica
management
please see
response point
10.

503. Regarding
the buffer
distances please
see response
point 1.

212

Name & Address
Withheld

Objection

It is hazardous to the neighbourhood (a neighbourhood full of young families) and will
significantly devalue the property prices including mine, and the noise will be unbearable to live
to close to. | didn't build in the new Yangebup estate to live next to a crusher with extreme

504. Regarding
concerns relating
to property values
please see
response point
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noise and be susceptible to inhaling poisonous substances in the air. We already have the
cockhurn cement plant to deal with, we don't need this to add to the reasons why out
neighbourhood is not a nice place to live in. If the council want to expand the industrial area
then they should be developing land adjacent to it and expend the neighbourhood to grow and
be a livable suburb, which | thought was in the real intention of the council, to expand the city of
Cockburn and make it more of lively attraction that people will want to relocate to. Would you
want to live next door to this?

42

505. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.

506. Regarding
the decision to
consider the
application please
see response
point 5.

213

Name & Address
Withheld

Objection

Large scale crushing produces huge quantities of dust, most of which will present a serious
health risk, and it also makes a lot of noise. As this is a generally windy area, the dust will
invariably spread over a much wider area and will impact residents and businesses.

All forms of dust cause respiratory problems, and industrial waste such as asbestos causes
mesothelioma - a particularly nasty form of lung cancer.

It is not appropriate for such an enterprise to be sited in the middle of and very close to
residential areas. It will open up the City of Cockburn and the involved business to legal action
and potentially class actions by local residents.

The proposal therefore should be rejected on environmental, health and legal grounds.

507. Regarding
concerns relating
to dust please see
response point 3.

508. Regarding
concerns related
to asbestos/silica
management
please see
response point
10.

509. Regarding
the buffer
distances please
see response
point 1.
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214

Name & Address
Withheld

Objection

Do not want the noise and dust problems. | would like the value of the suburb to increase

510. Regarding
concerns relating
to dust please see
response point 3.

511. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.

512. Regarding
concerns relating
to property values
please see
response point
42.

215

Maggie Zentner

2A Yangebup
Crescent,
YANGEBUP

Objection

| live in the catchment area where the dust from the crusher will float and | feel that it will be
detrimental to my health. | do not want to wake up every morning with my patio area (which
faces the Crushing site) to be covered in dust and my plants as well. All the play grounds in
the area will also be affected and we have a lot of young families in the area and the
playgrounds will also be covered in dust. Will Council go to each playground in the marnings
and clean these before the kiddies go to play>

513. Regarding
the buffer
distances please
see response
point 1.

514. Regarding
concerns relating
to dust please see
response point 3.

216

Name & Address
Withheld

Objection

| am not convinced that the dust management and ashestos separation will be effectively
managed by this company regardless of the intent outlined in the submission.
A noise and dust making facility should not be operating so close to neighbourhoods.

515. Regarding
concerns relating
to dust please see
response point 3.

516. Regarding
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concerns related
to asbestos/silica
management
please see
response point
10.

217 | Name & Address | Objection 517. Regarding
Withheld concerns relating
The property value will plummet and the dust will spread causing health problems in the 100s to dust please see
of children in the area response point 3.

518. Regarding
concerns relating
to property values
please see
response point

218 | Name & Address | Objection 519. Regarding
Withheld concerns
Health concerns from dust for asthma for family and neighbours regarding dust as
House value dropping from this business being run close by it relates to health
please see

response point 3.

520. Regarding
concerns relating
to property values
please see
response point
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219

Name & Address
Withheld

Objection

Concerns about the impact of dust, noise and house values and health of my children as we
already live near Cockburn Cement.

521. Regarding
concerns relating
to dust please see
response point 3.

522. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.

523. Regarding
concerns relating
to property values
please see
response point
42.

524. Regarding
concerns related
to asbestos/silica
management
please see
response point
10.

220

Kym Langdon

81 Plover Drive,
YANGEBUP

Objection

| can not believe this is getting in for approval. It was bad enough when the asphalt plant was
behind us. No amount of sealed shed, filtration stopped the nauseating smell that came from
that plant which we were told would all be under control, it wasn't. When sims metals were
there the noise coming from that plant as well was annoying to say the least, they were
crushing and loading trucks well into the night. Again we were told it wouldn't happen. We can
sit on our back patio and we are in direct line of sight to the lights at the barrington/ spearwood
intersection. The noise will travel at its loudest in a direct line of travel.

525. Regarding
the decision to
consider the
application please
see response
point 5.

526. Regarding
concerns relating
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No amount of surveys noise metering happening now can put anything towards the real thing.
When and if this goes ahead i will not be able to have anyone over or sit out the back
especially on Saturday’s and enjoy myself, the rumbling that will happen will keep us indoors.
This is our home our suburb. There are a multitude of larger vacant land around which would
suit and fall into the guidelines of the EPA. Please do not let this happen. The quality of life at
the moment is not reasonable around this area dont put this industry next to us, as then the
confidence we have in people who are supposed to support us will vanish.

Thank you

to noise please
see response
point 2.

527. Regarding
the buffer
distances please
see response
point 1.

221

Mark Gunning

No Address
Provided

Objection

| Oppose this application, due to the close proximity of this application, to my storage unit. The
effect it will have on the contents in my storage unit. | also have someone that comes to the
storage unit on a regular basis, who has Asthma, and feel this would be a danger to her health.

528. Regarding
concerns
regarding dust as
it relates to health
please see
response point 3.

222

Name & Address
Withheld

Objection

| do not want another dust making machine in our area. Cockburn Cement is bad enough. |
constantly have dust surrounding my house, in my house and on our cars. Itis not good
enough to inflict this on us when there are industrial areas away from residential premises
where this could be situated.

529. Regarding
concerns relating
to dust please see
response point 3.

223

Kim Lawrence

21 Montebello
Rise,
YANGEBUP

Objection

Living close to this site, we will be affected by NOISE of the 7am - 7pm 24/7 operation. When
SIMS metal was on site we could clearly hear the works going on which, at times was very
annoying. NOISE will be the MAJOR factor that this development will affect our living
arrangements.

Dust will be the other main issue. Despite the company stating that the measures they will be
taking will minimize dust, other industries have stated they have done similar measures, yet we
continually get dust from companies such as Cockburn Cement and even Alcoa.

They also emit very distinctive smells which travel with the wind. How will this company stop

530. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.

531. Regarding
concerns relating
to dust please see
response point 3.

532. Regarding
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their distinctive smells from travelling on the breeze to the surrounding populated areas.

Traffic on Barrington Street near the entrance to the proposed site is already congested.
Should large trucks continually travel down Spearwood Avenue and turn into Barrington to
enter the site, this will enhance the already congested intersection. Since the Coles Express
has opened, cars turn the corner, the stop to turn into the entrance. Now cars will pass that
entrance and there will be large trucks lined up waiting to turn into 200 Barrington Street,
causing more congestion. Maybe the road needs to be modified before anything goes ahead.

the comments
raised relating to
the traffic
generated by the
proposal please
see response
point 53.

224

Name & Address
Withheld

Objection

Too close to residential areas

533. Regarding
the buffer
distances please
see response
point 1.

225

Name & Address
Withheld

Objection

too close to residential areas

534. Regarding
the buffer
distances please
see response
point 1.

226

James Pyper

16 Marigold
Place,
YANGEBUP

Objection

WE DON'T WANT THE SAME PROBLEMS WE HAD FOR YEARS WITH NOISE &
VIBRATIONS FROM SIMS CRUSHER

535. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.

227

Pam & Peter Ives

38 Mudlark Way,
YANGEBUP

Objection

We lived at 7 Rothwell Court Wattleup until July 2011 and have had the experience of the noise
and dust created by this industry which was situated in Henderson and do not want our current
peacefulness here interrupted by this type of industry which would be on a steady and
continued level for 11 hours a day. We already occasionally hear some of the louder industries
in the area but not on a continued situation. Also this does not seem appropriate for the type of
industry that is currently in this area and would set a predecence for other industry to follow suit
| strongly disagree that this application is an industry that should be situated at this address

536. Regarding
concerns relating
to dust please see
response point 3.

537. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
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and hope that the decision made by the City of Cockburn represents the people with whom live
in this wonderful location.

As i previously lived at 7 Rothwell Court Wattleup until July 2011 i have previous experience
with the noise and fallout from this Industry. | am a pensioner with respiratory issues and will be
doubly impacted in that as i am home most of the time the constant grinding noise will impact
the tranquillity of my home and as i have respatory issues the extra dust fallout could have a
potential to exaggerate my current symptoms. Also this industry does not seem to tie in with
the current light to medium situation that is there and i feel it should not be located within such
a close proximity to the suburbs of Yangebup, Beeliar and Munster. | urge you as our voted
Council elect to oppose this application .

point 2.

538. Regarding
comments related
to the zoning and
land use please
see response
point 11.

539. Regarding
concerns
regarding dust as
it relates to health
please see
response point 3.

228

Keith Wallace

2 The Ridge,
YANGEBUP

Objection

'The EPA guidelines (GS3) require a 1000m buffer zone around industry of this type on the
basis of both dust and noise impact.

There are ~585 homes within 1000m from this site.

My concern is for

- the potential short and long term health impacts on the residents within the zone
- the reduction in quality of life for the residents - noise, dust, traffic

- the increase of industrial traffic in the area

- the impact to property values in the area

My family vehemently oppose this application.

540. Regarding
the buffer
distances please
see response
point 1.

541. Regarding
concerns
regarding dust as
it relates to health
please see
response point 3.

542. Regarding
concerns related
to asbestos/silica
management
please see
response point
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10.

543. Regarding
the comments
raised relating to
the traffic
generated by the
proposal please
see response
point 53.

544. Regarding
concerns relating
to property values
please see
response point
42.

229

Name & Address
Withheld

Objection

| am a resident who lives in Marigold Place Yangebup, | have inspected the development
application plans and | believe this will negatively impact significantly upon me and the
neighbourhoods in regards to health and well being, amenity, property and overall
environmental damage to the area and impact property values in the future. | object for the
following reasons.

EPA recommendations. EPA recommends a 1000 metre buffer zone as a minimum for this
type of facility, My property falls within approx. 600 metres. | object to the EPA
recommendations being waived to allow this facility to be granted approval. Why have EPA
recommendations/ guidelines, if they can simply be ignored.

Personal experience. | have resided at my address since 1986 and we are impacted by dust
and pollution being emitted by Cockburn Cement and heavy haulage vehicle traffic using

Spearwood avenue to access the industrial areas of Bibra Lake, Henderson and Naval Base.

We are approximately 4 kms form Cockburn Cement so even a 1000 mtr buffer as
recommended by the EPA is inadequate in actual experience of the community. Beeliar has

545. Regarding
concerns relating
to property values
please see
response point
42

546. Regarding
the buffer
distances please
see response
point 1.

547. Regarding
concerns relating
to dust please see
response point 3.
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suffered in particular from ongoing Dust issues.

Flora and Fauna. This facility will emit such pollutants that will cause issues for Flora as it
settles on vegetation, choking leaves, and building up on top soil that will cause the vegetation
to struggle to absorb water and nutrients. It will also cause problems for the plants ability to
photosynthesise which in turn will effect food supply and nesting grounds for the bird and fauna
in the surrounding areas.

Dust. The Development Application Dust Management Plan by SERS commissioned by the
applicant itself, acknowledges that of the 5 Activities reviewed under ASPECTS AND IMPACT
ANALYSIS OF THE PROJECT that 4 of the 5 activities are High Risk that may cause dust to
disperse into the air and Dust may become a nuisance and cause loss of amenity to
surrounding land uses. To address this High Risk, that they have acknowledged exists, they
have a proposed Dust Management Plan. Sadly the Dust Management Plan is totally
inadequate and lacks any bonafide Dust Containment actions other than having Employees
wander around and if they visually think its dusty or windy all they do is tell somebody else who
tells somebody else who sends an email and puts it on a Dust Incidence Register. While a
small number of sensors are proposed, it is simply too late if they actually detect anything as
the dust has to escape before the sensors pick anything up. The dust is airborne already.
There is limited technology being utilised to mitigate dust other than some automated
sprinklers. These sprinklers shall be automatically activated when the level of PM10 reaches
an average of 450ug/m3 over a 15-minute period. So potentially deadly, illness causing laden
dust can spew forth while being measured over a 15 minute period. Appalling. Science and
technology should be in use that activates immediately on detection to neutralise any
exceedance of health guidelines.

The SERS report also uses Data from the Bureau of Meteorclogy collected at Jandakot Airport
to measure known wind directions and speeds taking readings at Sam and 3pm in Summer and
Winter, Yangebup is subject to winds from the west/South west sea breeze in the afternoons
and winds from the North to South west in Winter. The SERS own report indicates that the
Yangebup area also has wind speeds of 40kms which, combined with daily prevailing winds,
will spread dust very quickly over the surrounding area over both Residential and Industrial.
The report also indicates that over the course of the measurements used by SERS that a
"CALM" wind speed is only recorded approximately 7.5% of the time. Over 90% of the
prevailing winds and speed of these winds will lead to severe dust emissions from this facility.
The only other mitigation being proposed is to put up a stack of Sea Containers to house and

548. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.

549. Regarding
the comments
raised relating to
the traffic
generated by the
proposal please
see response
point 53.
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trap dust and have a truck spraying water. They seem to believe that the dust laden air will
comply and refuse to go out into the atmosphere. The Dust WILL impact my health and well
being and those of the community, cause nuisance dust and affect flora and fauna in the area.
You only have to look at the results from Cockburn Cement 4 kms away not 600 mtrs away.
This facility will create dust pollution everyday of its working life.

Noise. The noise from rock crushes, heavy haulage and heavy earth moving equipment will
radiate out over the surrounding are without doubt. There is no way to insulate the area from
the noise other than a pathetic attempt outlined in the SERS review under "Control Measures"
to "Closing the Shed Doors" to keep the noise and dust down. This plant will create noise
pollution 6 days a week based on its operating times presented

Road Traffic. The area will see an increase in heavy haulage and increase in heavy transport
carrying noxious materials through our suburb and surrounding areas, potentially spreading
harmful dust and materials throughout the area. Apparently, covering a load with a bit of
canvas, as proposed by SERS, solves all the health, safety and pollution problems. This is not
a proven fact!

Summary.

It is clear to me by my own experiences having lived in Yangebup since1986 and the issues
created by Cockburn Cement, some 4kms away, that this facility should not go ahead. Both
State and Federal Governments have spent hundreds of millions of dollars creating a Heavy
Industry Precinct in Naval Base, clearing the settlements of Wattleup and Hope Valley for just
such heavy, polluting, noxious , noisy industries. It will have a detrimental effect on my health
and well being and the community by enabling dust particles escaping into the atmosphere
causing health issues and damage to property by dust settling on both property and Flora
which in turn will effect Fauna.

| also believe there is a conflict of interest in that the organisation that has prepared this Dust
Management Plan, SERS, who believe the facility should gain approval by adopting their
recommended Dust Management Controls based on their analysis and risk assessment, are
the same company who will greatly benefit financially as they will be providing the contracted
services in regard to actioning and ongoing monitoring and control of the site. This is not an
independent report or proposall
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If they want to build it then build it in the Naval Base area where there is a dedicated precinct.

Please vote NO to this facility and don't let our town become the dumping ground for unwanted
industries.

230

Name & Address
Withheld

Objection

Heath, safety and noise concerns for nearby residents.

550. Regarding
concerns related
to asbestos/silica
management
please see
response point
10.

551. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.

231

Name & Address
Withheld

Objection

As a mother of 2 children living 600m from the proposal site, | strongly oppose to the proposed
crushing of materials on the site at 200 Barrington Street, for the following reasons.

Omission of reference documents:
The proposal itself references multiple documents that were not provided for public comment.

Increased lavel of traffic congestion:

The proponent proposes that RAVs (Restricted Access Vehicles) are to be utilised for importing
and exporting materials on and off the site. The proposal also states that the site will receive up
to 120 vehicles in and out daily, averaging a truck every 33 minutes of the 11 hour operational
period.

The area where the site is situated already has a high level of traffic congestion along both
Spearwood Avenue and Barrington Street. Adding an extra 120 trucks into the current traffic

552. Regarding
comments relating
to the information
provided for
consultation
please see
response point
52.

553. Regarding
the comments
raised relating to
the traffic
generated by the
proposal please
see response
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climate would have a major impact.

Dust pollution levels & water supply:
The proposal does not detail how the dust produced during crushing within the processing
shed, shall be captured when the doors are required to be opened after crushing.

Materials that are stoked piled outside in the acceptance and processing areas will dry out
during non-operational hours (6pm - 7am Monday to Saturday, all day Sunday and Public
Holidays). As the stockpiles dry out, dust has the potential to blow into the surrounding
residential and other commercial areas within the buffer zone.

The proposal does not indicate whether the acceptance and processing areas would be free of
stockpiled material during non-operational hours. The SERS report indicates that wastes that
can not be recycled will be stocked piled for up to 4 weeks until sold, and once processed,
materials will be stockpiled on the west of the site pending on-sale and recycling.

Further to this the certainty of an adequate water supply for dust suppression cannot be
determined from the information supplied for public comment.

The wind measurements referenced in the proposal are based on averages taken from the
weather station at Jandakot Airport, which is located approximately 10km away from 22
Barrington Street. Topographically speaking, 200 Barrington Street sits 41m above sea level
and 5km from the coast, where as Jandakot Airport sits 30m above sea level and 15km from
the coast. Taking these measurements into consideration, 200 Barrington Street is 11m higher
above sea level and closer in proximity to the coast, and therefore is affected by wind
movement different to Jandakot Airport averages used in the report.

The SERS report details under 1.3 Summary of Proposed Development - Crushing
Premises on which waste building or demolition material (for example bricks, stones &
concrete) are crushed or cleaned.

The Cancer Council of Australia states that Silica Dust (Crystalline silica) is found in some
stone, rock, sand, gravel & clay - including bricks, tiles and concrete. It also states that silica
dust is harmful when inhaled as it is 100 times smaller than sand. Exposure to silica dust can
lead to the development of lung cancer, silicosis (irreversible scarring & stiffening of the lungs)

point 53.

554, Regarding
concerns relating
to dust please see
response point 3.

555. Regarding
concerns related
to asbestos/silica
management
please see
response point
10.

556. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.
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kidney disease & chronic obstructive pulmonary disease.

Noise pollution:

The proposal details the use of another company's, ABC Containers, sea containers as a
means of noise suppressant. What if the ABC Containers was to move sites, or change the
stacking configuration of their containers? The proponent should not rely on another company's
temporary structures for noise suppressant.

For the above stated reasons, my family and | strongly oppose the the proposal for
Development Application DA20/0973 - Modification to Previous Approval to Industry General
(Licensed) - Crushing of Materials on Site, at 200 Barrington Street.

232

Name & Address
Withheld

Objection

Dust and noise. Carcinogenic output from materials crushed is unacceptable

557. Regarding
concerns relating
to dust please see
response point 3.

558. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.

559. Regarding
concerns related
to asbestos/silica
management
please see
response point
10.

233

Name & Address
Withheld

Objection

Public Health Risk - Dust particles that can be harmful to the community
Noise Pollution - Increase noise from the operation of the facility along with the noise that
increased industrial traffic would cause.

560. Regarding
concerns
regarding dust as
it relates to health
please see
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Property Values - House prices would be dramatically impacted by such a facility located so
close to residential homes.

Perth/WA must have an alternative venue that is located a safe distance away from residential
homes reducing the direct impact such a facility would have on communities, homes and
people.

response point 3.

561. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.

234

Name & Address
Withheld

Objection

'- there will be an excessive amount of dust emissions that will occur due to the crushing and
outdoor stockpiling of building material and its impact on the surrounding residents and workers
in the industrial area,

- noise emission from the crushing of building materials and its impact on the surrounding
residents and workers in the industrial area,

- the potential health risks on the residents and workers in the area as a result of the dust
emissions, and

- a lack of sufficient information available to the public for a sound assessment of this
application.

562. Regarding
concerns relating
to dust please see
response point 3.

563. Regarding
concerns relating
to noise please
see response
point 2.

564. Regarding
comments relating
to the information
provided for
consultation
please see
response point

565. Regarding
comments related
to the zoning and
land use please
see response
point 11.
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To whom it may concern

Thank you for giving us the opportunity to comment on the Development Application
(DA20/0973) for the proposed Modification to Previous Approval to Industry General (Licensed)
- Crushing of Materials on Site.

| wish to express my objections to the proposed application on the basis that:

1. there will be excessive amount of dust emissions that will occur due to the crushing and
outdoor stockpiling of building material and its impact on the surrounding residents and
workers in the industrial area,

2. noise emission from the crushing of building materials and its impact on the surrounding
residents and workers in the industrial area,

3. the potential health risks on the residents and workers in the area as a result of the dust
emissions, and

4. alack of sufficient information available to the public for a sound assessment of this
application.

Dust concerns and Lack of information
Clause 4.9.4 Convenience and Functionality of the City's Scheme states:

a) Every development shall be designed to ensure that it is convenient and functional for those
who will use the development particularly in respect to: -

(i) the relationship of the development to the use and enjoyment of the adjoining lots, ...
(iii) safety and amenity;

According to the applicant’s report, the crushing activities will occur in a shed and materials then
stockpiled outside. Table 4 of the Dust Management Plan still identifies:

* Item 2: Loading materials into and off of trucks causing errant airborne dust,
» Item 7: Crushing causing errant dust, and
* Item 8: Stockpiling of crushed C&D material,

as having a medium risk. No further explanation in the report details what this exactly means to

Furthermore, the applicant has not provided the City, stakeholders and the Council with
sufficient information to make a sound determination that would adequately address the
concemns of the residential community and the people who work in the Yangebup Industrial
Area. This includes:

s No details on the plans as to how materials will be brought or removed from the site,

566. Regarding
the comments in
relation to the
amendment of the
City's Town
Planning Scheme
No. 3 this is
considered to be
a separate matter
to the application
at hand. The
comments have
been provided to
the City's
Strategic Planning
department for
their review.
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& Where the asbestos materials will be disposed and what areas will the trucks be
traveling through,

e The storage and disposal of asbestos contaminated materials not shown on the site,

e Asite survey showing the contours of the land and the locality, and the ground fioor
level. The site is elevated higher than the surrounding area, which the dust management
plan fails to be taken into account,

® What type of dust is being produced from this site as a result of the land use, and the
potential impact on human health,

e The dust management plan makes reference to average wind speeds at Perth airport,
but it fails to properly analyze how the wind could carry the dust from the stockpiles
within and potentially beyond the 1000m buffer zone,

e The effectiveness of the 4m bunds in context of the total height of the outdoor stockpiles
and sea containers, and the natural ground level of the site when comparing to the
surrounding area,

o Clarifying their hours of operation and under what weather conditions would they stop
crushing, processing, stockpiling, and transporting materials onsite, e.g. at what wind
speeds, directions, weather conditions and temperatures?

This information should be presented to the City and made available to the general public,
before a determination is made.

Dust Management Plan to be peer reviewed.

Given the potential health risks relating to dust from crushed building material, it is
recommended that the Dust Management Plan independently reviewed prior to any
recommendation to Council for determination. A copy of that report should be made publicly
available prior to determining the application.

If necessary, the City can request from the applicant an extension of time under Clause 75 (1)(c)
of the Deemed Provision of Schedule 2 of the Planning and Development (Local Planning
Scheme) Regulations 2015 to process their application.

Health risks associated with silica dust and asbestos

There are known health risks with Crystalline silica dust that are often associated with
demolition and building construction rubble. Breathing in this dust and prolonged exposure can

cause serious health issues such as lung cancer and kidney failure.

The websites below outline the risks associated with these industries:
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Furthermore, the applicant has advised that they will be handling asbestos contaminated
materials but not clearly explained how this is to be managed. This has me concerned,
particularly while it is being transported and stored onsite.

Owerall, it is quite clear that this land use is an intensive, risky industrial land use that needs to
be managed in an enclosed building environment where the health risks associated with dust
are minimised. Failure to do so has the potential to harm, not only to the workers within the
area, but the residents within the 1000m buffer and beyond.

Not an appropriate land use - Crushing and storing building material
The objective of the Industry zone in the Scheme is to:

To provide for manufacturing industry, the storage and distribution of goods and associated
uses, which by the nature of their operations should be separated from residential areas.

The Environmental Protection Authority’s Separation Distances between Industrial and Sensitive
Land Uses recommends a 1000m buffer around rock crushing activities. There are residents
located within the 1000m buffer of this site, including my own family. By the very nature of their
operations, they should be kept truly separate from residential areas.

It is therefore considered that this type of land use is not appropriate for this locality and
therefore should not be approved.

Surface treatment of all trafficable areas are not proposed to be sealed

The applicant has advised on page 22 of the applicant's report that all internal roads will be
constructed using 19mm crushed aggregate at 300mm thickness (i.e. road base or cracker
dust). This is not consistent with Clause 4 of Local Planning Policy 3.9 - Industrial Development
or Clause 4.9.5 of the City's Scheme whereby trafficable areas should be sealed and drained.
The use of cracker dust or road bases will cause dust issues and damage the local roads by
creating potholes. This should be amended and reflected in the site plan.

Compliance procedures

The applicant’s dust management states that members of the public are able to raise their
concems with the company and a complaints register will be kept. However there is no
guarantee that the business will provide the City with an honest account of all the complaints
received nor whether those actions were immediately resolved. All complaints should be sent to
both the City and the applicant for immediate action.

Summary reasons for refusal

Document Set ID: 10362082
Versinn 10 Varcinn NMate: 20/04/2