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From: Campbell, Brian
Sent: Tuesday, 13 August 2024 1:33 PM
To: Mary Massina; Michael Kerschbaum
Cc: Rushton, Ashley; Gill, Julian
Subject: PWS Response - MAI - submission of EMP V0.D
Attachments: PWS Response Letter - MAI - submission of EMP 0.D.pdf; Attachment 1 - Request for 

Further Information (002).docx; Attachment 2 - Comments Register.xlsx; Attachment 3 - 
Diagram of RAA conditions.pptx; Attachment 4 - Conditions Register.docx

Dear Mary and Michael, please find aƩached; PWS response leƩer – MAI submission of EMP OD and various aƩachments. 

The PWS have undertaken a review of the documents as presented, in relaƟon to the proposal’s accessibility. As the PWS 
project contact officer, I am available to further verify the aƩached documentaƟon.  

I do request that you review the aƩached documentaƟon and where possible work though the notaƟons and seek further 
clarificaƟon as necessary. It is important to note that the PWS as the proposal assessor is not in a posiƟon to direct the 
project outcomes, however, can provide further calcificaƟon on what is required in support of assessment. 

Enclosed Attachments  
Attachment 1 – Request for Further Information (word document) 
Attachment 2 – Comments Register (excel workbook)  
Attachment 3 – Diagram of RAA conditions (PowerPoint)  
Attachment 4 – Conditions Register (word document)  

Email Copy:  
Ashley Rushton, PWS – Regional Manager, Southern Region: Ashley.Rushton@parks.tas.gov.au 
Julian Gill, PWS – Manager, Property Services: Julian.Gill@parks.tas.gov.au 

Yours sincerely 

Brian Campbell 
Parks and Reserves Manager 
South Central 
Southern Region 
Parks and Wildlife Service 
Department of Natural Resources and Environment Tasmania 
134 Macquarie Street  HOBART  TAS  7000 
M:
E: brian.campbell@parks.tas.gov.au 
W: www.nre.tas.gov.au 
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Department of Natural Resources                             
and Environment Tasmania 

GPO Box 1751, Hobart, TAS 7001 Australia 

Ph 1300 TAS PARKS / 1300 827 727      

www.parks.tas.gov.au  

 

 

   
Mrs Marry Massina and Mr Michael Kerschbaum 
Mary Ann’s Island Pty Ltd. 
 
 
Dear Mary and Michael, 
 
 

Reserve Activity Assessments 2649 & 3297 
Arm End Public Recreation Reserve (Gellibrand Point Nature Recreation Area)                     

and Golf Course 
Submission of EMP V0.D – June 2024 

 
 
I refer to Mary Ann’s Island Pty Ltd’s (MAI) submission of the Environmental Management Plan 
(EMP) version 0.D and associated documents on 18 June 2024. The submission follows Tasmania 
Parks and Wildlife Service’s (PWS) comments on the previous version of the EMP (version 3) in 
November 2022.  
 
Review of submitted documents. 
The PWS has undertaken a review of the submitted documentation and makes the following 
general observations:  

• Fulfilment of Conditions 
While many of the conditions have been addressed, it is unclear if all conditions have been 
addressed. In particular, it is noted that the conditions around site plans may not be fully 
satisfied as well as the description of the design and operation of the irrigation system.  

• Untracked Changes to Documents 
Some of the documentation has been updated; however, it is unclear what changes have 
been made. 

• Changes to the Project since the last review 
MAI’s responses to PWS’ previous feedback appear to indicate that changes have been 
made to the project since the review of EMP V3. The PWS is also aware of a proposal to 
use an incinerator for the management of boxthorn. It appears that the current EMP does 
not reflect all changes that have been made to the project since the previous review. 

• Currency of Documents 
A new Natural Values Assessment has been undertaken, the outcomes of which will need 
to be incorporated. Further, some of the documentation has not been reviewed for some 
time; it is unclear if they are still current (this is also in light of any proposed changes to the 
project, as per the previous dot point).  

• Proof-reading of documentation 
It appears the documentation may not have been proof-read; examples include: 
o Appendix B and D are identical 
o Different version dates within the EMP main document (June and August 2023) 
o Many grammatical errors in section 3 of the Weed and Disease Management Plan 
o The EMP main document refers to information in Appendices that are not there (e.g. 

reference to Appendix U Washdown Guidelines in the Cultural Values section on pg. 
52).  

o The EMP main document appears to be in draft, including internal notes and a 

Assessed by the Department of Natural Resources and Environment Tasmania under the Right to Information Act 2009

2

RTI - 
DL -

 R
ELE

ASE - N
RE

http://www.parks.tas.gov.au/


2 
 

watermark; maps have been highlighted as “to be updated”.  

• Readability of the EMP 
The PWS notes that the EMP is not easy to read. There are many duplications within and 
across the different sections. The delineation of the difference in purpose of section 7 
compared to section 3 and 4 is unclear. Mitigation measures are not clearly defined.  

 
In addition to the above, the PWS makes the following observations relating to the context for the 
EMP: 

• Site Description 
The EMP includes some general details about the site; however, the environmental and 
heritage features, and existing infrastructure of the site are not described. 

• Project Description 
The EMP includes some general information but does not provide an overview of the 
proposal.   

• Project Update 
It is noted that some works (apart from weed management) have already been undertaken 
within the Gellibrand Point Nature Recreation Area (GPNRA), but have not been described.  

• Related Works 
An objective of the EMP is to comply with relevant conditions (pg. 9). It is noted that RAA 
3297 is not listed (although relevant conditions have been addressed). RAA 3297 relates to 
the recycled water pipeline and associated infrastructure, and a Construction 
Environmental Management Plan (CEMP) has been developed in fulfilment of condition 
C25. Related works have not been described in the EMP. It is unclear if the section of the 
pipeline within the GPNRA is covered by the CEMP or the EMP. Futher, it is noted that the 
installation of the irrigation network is listed as phase 3 of the CEMP, and as phase 5 of the 
EMP.  

• Related Approvals 
The development at GPNRA is reliant on approvals from the Environment Protection 
Authority (EPA) and the Wastewater Reuse Coordinating Group (WRCG). These approvals 
and how they relate to the development at GPNRA have not been described (including any 
required post-approval documents).  

 
Aboriginal Heritage 
As agreed by all parties, MAI will be liaising directly with Aboriginal Heritage Tasmania (AHT) 
regarding the assessment of potential impacts to, and management of, aboriginal heritage. As per 
the EMP (pg. 9), a separate management plan for aboriginal heritage will be produced, an 
Aboriginal Heritage Plan. Given that the two processes are running parallel, the PWS considers 
that there is potential for confusion and inconsistency. MAI will need to ensure that AHT and PWS 
are provided with the same proposal description. Any changes and further information requested 
by the PWS and AHT, respectively, will need to be communicated in a timely manner to the other 
regulator to maintain consistency between the two assessment processes.      
 
Assessment of Changes to the Project 
It is noted that the purpose of PWS’ review of post-approval documentation is to ensure that the 
conditions of approval (in this case the conditions of the two RAA’s, formalised through the lease 
agreement) are adequately addressed.  
 
However, in this particular instance, given the passage of time, PWS considers that the purpose of 
the review is also to compare the current proposal against the proposal as assessed through 
RAA’s 2649 and 3297 to identify any potential gaps in the assessment process and determine the 
accessibility of the changes to the proposal against the objectives of the reserve.  
 
Request for Further Information 
Noting the above, the PWS would like to seek some further clarification before formally accepting 
the EMP for a detailed review. The Request for Further Information is included in Attachment 1; 
and is supported by Attachments 2 to 4.  
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It should be noted that the PWS understands that the scope of the EMP is to address the 
management, including the environmental management, of all project components within the 
GPNRA, for both the construction and the operational phase.  
 
Should you have any further queries about this matter, please do not hesitate to contact me. 
 
Yours sincerely 
 

 
 
 
Brian Campbell 
PARKS AND RESERVES MANAGER (SOUTH CENTRAL) 
Tasmania Parks and Wildlife Service 
 
13 August 2024 
 
 
Enclosed Attachments  
Attachment 1 – Request for Further Information (word document) 
Attachment 2 – Comments Register (excel workbook) 
Attachment 3 – Diagram of RAA conditions (PowerPoint)  
Attachment 4 – Conditions Register (word document) 
 
 
Email Copy: 
Ashley Rushton, PWS – Regional Manager, Southern Region: Ashley.Rushton@parks.tas.gov.au  
Julian Gill, PWS – Manager, Property Services: Julian.Gill@parks.tas.gov.au  

Assessed by the Department of Natural Resources and Environment Tasmania under the Right to Information Act 2009

4

RTI - 
DL -

 R
ELE

ASE - N
RE

mailto:Ashley.Rushton@parks.tas.gov.au
mailto:Julian.Gill@parks.tas.gov.au


1 
 

Department of Natural Resources                         

and Environment Tasmania 

GPO Box 1751, Hobart, TAS 7001 Australia 

Ph 1300 TAS PARKS / 1300 827 727      

www.parks.tas.gov.au  

 
 
 

Reserve Activity Assessments 2649 & 3297 
Arm End Public Recreation Reserve and Golf Course 
Submission of EMP V0.D – June 2024 

 
 

Attachment 1 – Request for Further Information  
 

 

Topic Information required 

1. Context - Site 
Description 

Please include in the EMP a site description outlining existing features 
(communications tower and associated access track, disused quarry, 
existing tracks etc) and environmental and heritage features (including 
remnant native vegetation, acid sulfate soils and handfish), supported by 
a site map showing these features. 

2. Context - 
Project 
Description 

Please include in the EMP a project description outlining what is 
proposed, describing the scope location of the different project actions, 
supported by a map/s showing their location. 

3. Context - 
Project Update 

Please include in the EMP a description of the works that have been 
undertaken to date.  

4. Context - 
Related Works 

Please include in the EMP a description of the related works (i.e. the 
pipeline) and the associated CEMP. The PWS requests that all 
construction works that will be undertaken within the GPNRA will be 
managed by the EMP. As such, the scope of works covered by the EMP 
should be clearly stated, differentiating it form the scope of works 
covered by the CEMP.  

5. Context - 
Related 
Approvals 

Please include in the EMP an outline of the approvals and management 
documents required by the EPA and the WRCG. Please explain what 
aspect of the proposal is being regulated by the EPA and/or the WRCG 
and how this relates to the EMP.  

6. Review of 
Documentation 

Please review all documentation for currency and accuracy; including 
proof-reading of the EMP and cross-checking information between 
documents to ensure consistency. 

7. Review of PWS 
comments 

Please review the current PWS comments in Attachment 2 – Comments 
Register, in both the Conditions and Appendices tab. Please take action 
as appropriate and provide a response where and how the PWS 
comment has been addressed. Please note that comments are specific 
and may also be covered by, or may be supplementing, other parts of 
this Request for Further Information.  

8. Review of 
Conditions 

The conditions have been broken down into their individual components 
and organised between construction and operational phase (see 
Attachment 4 – Conditions Register). Please review the EMP and its 
appendices against the conditions to ensure that all conditions have been 
addressed. Attachment 3 – Diagram of RAA Conditions is provided to aid 
understanding of the conditions and their interrelationship.  
Please note down the location within the documents where the conditions 
have been addressed. Please indicate where conditions are outstanding.  
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Topic Information required 

Review of 
Conditions cont. 

It is acknowledged that some conditions may no longer be relevant (noting 
the change from Class B to Class A water). It is also acknowledged that 
some conditions may require input from AHT prior to finalisation. The EMP 
should be clear about where further information is outstanding and that the 
EMP will be updated/amended once that information is available. 

9. Design and 
Operation of 
Irrigation 
System 

It is noted that the Irrigation Environmental Management Plan (IEMP) was 
provided as part of the RAA assessment. It includes partly commitments 
and partly recommendations. Several conditions relating to the design and 
operation of the irrigation system arose from the assessment. The PWS 
requests that the design and operating details of the irrigation system are 
addressed in a separate document, addressing all relevant conditions (see 
Appendices 3 and 4). The IEMP may be used as a supporting document. 
Further, it appears the design and operation of the irrigation system, the 
nutrient management strategy and the monitoring program are inextricably 
linked. It is recommended they are addressed in the same document, and 
the link is explained in the document.  

10. Readability 
      of the EMP 

• The PWS suggests that the information in section 1.1 and 1.2 may be 
better represented if incorporated into sections 3. and 4.  

• The delineation of the difference in purpose of section 7 compared to 
sections 3 and 4 is unclear. Also, section 7 appears to be a mix of 
mitigation measures and addressing permit conditions (from both 
Council and PWS), some of which are not considered mitigation 
measures (noting that undertaking surveys are not considered 
mitigation measures). It is acknowledged that representing the 
information in table format was suggested by the PWS as a means to 
convey information in a concise manner to assist the reader. However, 
it is recommended that a table of mitigation measures is kept separate 
from a table of conditions. A table of conditions is provided in 
Attachment 4 – Conditions Register; see item (8) of this Request for 
Further Information. As such, it is suggested that the table in section 7 
focusses on mitigation measures. The PWS website Have your Say 
contains assessment documentation on a range of development 
proposals, including examples of CEMPs. MAI may wish to use these 
as a guide in the preparation of the EMP and the table of mitigation 
measures.  

 
The PWS provides the following additional general guidance:  

• the EMP and associated documents should use the words “will” and 
“must”, rather than “should” or “may” when committing to management 
actions.  

• The EMP should include more maps and pictures where these visual 
aids would facilitate understanding. Maps should be clear and printable 
at A2 size in support of viewing and assessment.    

• The EMP should describe the environmental management activities 
that will be implemented to avoid or minimise environmental impacts 
(use of mitigation hierarchy). This will include managing potential 
impacts to specific values/features of the land (these will need to be 
identified and addressed specifically). It should also identify monitoring 
that will be undertaken to ensure mitigation measures are implemented 
and are effective and outline potential corrective actions.  

• The Natural Values Assessment identified remnant native vegetation. 
The PWS considers that these are part of the values of the land and 
potential impacts should be managed.  

11. Changes to 
      Documents  

Please provide as separate documentation an outline of the changes that 
have been made to the documentation since the review of EMP V3.  
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12. Changes to 
      the Project 

Please provide as separate documentation a concise overview of the 
changes to the proposal from  

(a) The previous EMP version 3, and 
(b) The initial proposal as assessed through RAA 2649 and 3297.  

For (b) this will require an outline of the proposal description as assessed 
through the RAA’s and an outline of the current proposal, providing a 
comparison and highlighting the changes.  
Please provide a summary of the above in the EMP.  

13. Aboriginal 
     Heritage –  
     Update 

Please provide as separate documentation an update on the assessment 
and approvals process by AHT and highlight any potential issues that AHT 
have raised. Please include in this document confirmation that AHT is 
assessing the same proposal description and construction methodology.  
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Conditions tab
This contains:
(1) the list of conditions,
(2) previous PWS feedback for EMP V3,
(3) 2x MAI comments in response to the previous PWS feedback, and 
(4) current PWS comments in review of the previous feedback and MAI responses to that feedback. 

Appendices tab
This contains: 
(1) the list of all documents that comprise the EMP,
(2) a review of whether the document has changed compared to EMP V3, and 
(3) PWS comments against the documents.
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Condition Satisfied/Unsatisfied MAI Response - Aug 2023 (see also attached comment) MAI Response - 09.05.2024 PWS Comments - 13.08.2024 MAI Response - [date]
N/A •all 16 items of the Activity Plan are listed individually below. As 

       Condition not satisfied a 4th assessment for the entire site is being 
completed and a Construction Heritage 
Management Plan being developed for 
submission as part of a new AH permit - 
target date is the July Council meeting

•The PWS requires MAI to liaise directly with Aboriginal Heritage 
Tasmania (AHT) for assessment of the proposal as it relates to 
Aboriginal heritage. Please provide evidence and results of 
communication. 

TBC a 4th assessment for the entire site has being 
completed with the report being finalised by 
Darren Watton and Colin Hughes (AHO) 
which supercedes both the two Huy and and  
2022 Hay reports

•The PWS requires MAI to liaise directly with Aboriginal Heritage 
Tasmania (AHT) for assessment of the proposal as it relates to 
Aboriginal heritage. Please provide evidence and results of 
communication. 

TBC Monitoring will be part of the CHMP •The PWS requires MAI to liaise directly with Aboriginal Heritage 
Tasmania (AHT) for assessment of the proposal as it relates to 
Aboriginal heritage. Please provide evidence and results of 
communication. 

TBC Will be considred as part of the whole of site 
assessment report and the CHMP

•The PWS requires MAI to liaise directly with Aboriginal Heritage 
Tasmania (AHT) for assessment of the proposal as it relates to 
Aboriginal heritage. Please provide evidence and results of 
communication. 

Condition not satisfied
• Communications plan needs to be updated following 
departure of Craig Fergusson from project director role

Updated Comms plan included in Appendix I and updated text 
included in EMP document.

completed and part of the draft EMP •Re: MAI response Aug 2023: it is unclear what changes have been 
made. Additionally, the version history of the Communications Plan 
indicates that it was last updated in July 2021.

Condition satisfied Note: a further natural values report is being 
finalised

•a new, comprehensive natural values survey was undertaken - Feb 
2024. condition satisfied. 

Condition satisfied
• Inspection by NRE required prior to major civil work 
commencing

•Re: previous PWS comment: Appendix B no longer includes a map 
showing the geoconservation site.
Please provide map. 
•Page 44 states that communication with Jason Bradbury is from 
2021. Have the plans changed since? Is the advice still current? 

Condition not satisfied
• amend Landscape Plan LMP02 E to remove ‘Proposed 20m 
wide firebreak (no plantings). Graded evenly to ensure ease of 
slashing’  Ensure subsequent BHMP is consistent with this 
treatment

The firebreak area will not be graded and minor amendment has been 
made to layout diagram LMP02 E in Appendix D to remove the words 
and reference to graded section. Bottom right hand corner of map 
LMP02E. Please note that this Plan will be updated to align with the 
revised site design as described in Appendix B

The new landscape plan has been developed 
in accordance with the improved course 
design (OCM design), natural and heritage 
values 

•Re: MAI reponse May 2024: What has changed? Does the new 
course design and the new landscape plan have any implications for 
any of the supplied documentation (including the BHMP)? 

Condition not satisfied
• EMP requires minor rewording to clarify Mitchells Beach is 
on lead
• Appendix U Dog Management requires amendment to show 
Mitchells Beach as same on lead area.

Dogs will be on lead at all times within the GPNRA. See Dog 
Management section 4.11 Dog Management
"Dog-walking is currently permitted on the section of Shelley Beach 
from Bangor Road to Icehouse Bluff which is outside of the proposed 
lease area. Consideration will be given to allow dog walking on 
Mitchells Beach and designated tracks on lead only. The 
determination of dog access including the designated tracks will be 
undertaken by the Parks and Reserves Manager in consultation with 
Arm End. "

as drafted in the current reworked EMP - all 
dogs are required to be on lead - there are no 
designated off lead areas.

•s 4.1.1. (pg. 59) is a copy of the condition, but not identified as 
such. It states that consideration will be given  to allow dog walking 
on Mitchells Beach. The ealier section on Dog Management (pg. 15) 
states that Arm End intends to allow  dog walking on Mitchells 
Beach. 
Please make the message consistent between the two sections. 
• Has a risk assessment been undertaken to determine whether 
dogs are suitable for being allowed on Mitchells Beach? 

Condition not satisfied
• Clarification of which signage plan proposed is required
• Proponent should investigate alternative naming of the 
development or ensure the name ‘Arm End Public Recreation 
Reserve’ is consistent with s20 of the Nature Conservation Act 
2002
• EMP requires rewording to acknowledge that PWS reserves 
the right to install its own entrance and regulatory signage 
within the site if required.
• Signage Plan requires alteration  to include a description of 
the lease arrangement on signage, identifying that while the 
proponent has leased part of the Gellibrand Point Nature 
Recreation Area for the purposes of the development, the site 
remains subject to the National Parks and Reserves 
Management Act 2002 and the National Parks and Reserves 
Management regulations 2019.

Signage plan updated and amended. See Appendix E. Provide latest 
draft. All references have been changed away from "Arm End Public 
recreation reserve" to "Gellibrand Point Nature Recreation Area"

agreed in full and the sign and way finding 
section of the re-drafted EMP shows 
acceptance of the advice.

•Signage Plan has been provided. See notes for Signage Plan in 
Appendices tab.

Reserve Activity Assessments 2649 & 3297
Arm End Public Recreation Reserve and Golf Course
Submission of EMP V0.D – June 2024
Attachment 2 - Comments Register

EMP V3 (July 2022) - Review EMP V0.D (June 2024) - Review

Activity Details: 
Aboriginal heritage investigation program to be developed to the satisfaction of the Director of Aboriginal 
Heritage Tasmania.
Activity Controls:
Test-pitting methodology and program developed and implemented
Activity Details:
Compliance with recommendations of Huys report to be developed to the satisfaction of the Director of 
Aboriginal Heritage Tasmania.
Activity Controls: 
Compliance with the general and site-specific recommendations of the CHMA report submitted by Stuart 
Activity Details:
Aboriginal site condition monitoring program to be developed to the satisfaction of the Director of 
Aboriginal Heritage Tasmania.
Activity Controls:
With regard to known artefact locations, artefact discovery, landscape
Activity Details: 
Unanticipated Discovery Plan and ongoing monitoring plan must be developed in coordination with the 
Senior Ranger Seven Mile Beach or as varied and approved by the Regional Manger Southern Region.
Activity Controls: 
A plan for the unanticipated discovery of cultural artefacts, areas, items and relics must be developed 
prior to works commencing.

Activity Details: 
Develop a communications plan in consultation with the Parks and Reserves Manager South-East or as 
varied.
Activity Controls:
Communications plan must include key PWS stakeholders including Parks and Reserves Manager South-
East or Senior Ranger Seven Mile Beach Field Centre and Manager of Reserved Land Leases and Licenses.

Activity Details: 
Undertake comprehensive botanical survey of Gellibrand Point Nature Recreation Area to the satisfaction 
of the PWS Southern Regional Manager.
Activity Controls: 
Engage a botanist to undertake an on-ground botanical survey of the current state and composition of 
flora and communities at Gellibrand Point Nature
Recreation Area.

Activity Details: 
Provide a detailed map of Pleistocene Mary Ann Bay sands with reference to the proposed infrastructure 
(access and service infrastructure).
Activity Controls:
Must be undertaken with a representative of the Land Conservation Branch, DPIPWE and any potential 
impacts mitigated to the satisfaction of that branch and the approval of PWS Southern Regional Manager 
prior to works
commencing.

RAA 2649 – Step 8

RAA 2649 –
Activity Plan 
Activity 6

RAA 2649 –
Activity Plan 
Activity 7

RAA 2649 –
Activity Plan 
Activity 8

RAA 2649 –
Activity Plan 
Activity 10

Activity Details: 
Signage Plan to the approval of the Parks and Reserves Manager South-East.
Activity Controls: 
Any signs proposed, information, hazard, directional etc, must be developed within a signage plan and 
submitted to PWS for approval.

Department of Natural Resources andEnvironment Tasmania
GPO Box 1751, Hobart, TAS 7001 Australia

Ph 1300 TAS PARKS / 1300 827 727     
www.parks.tas.gov.au

Botanical Report Arm End Recreational Reserve (May 2016), prepared by Welling Consulting.

Appendix B illustrates the Raised Marine Bed geoconservation Site relative to site development.
EMP (s4.3.5 and 7.5) summarises geoconservation approach.
EMP (s.4.3.5) requires site inspection by DPIPWE representatives (now NRE) prior to major civil works)

BHMP now endorsed by TFS. However, Landscape plan shows grading works within Fuel Management 
Area that are likely to impact on known Aboriginal heritage site.

The EMP includes two signage plans.  An August 2020 version and then a Stage 1 March 2022 version.
It is uncertain which signage is proposed, albeit the March 2022 signage appears to be construction 
signage, while the August 2020 appears more permanent.
• PWS does not readily support the March 2022 version due to its similarity to PWS signage. To this 
end, the August 2022 version provides a clear separation between the Arm End entity and PWS.
• Regulatory logos can be included on signage, their use by PWS will require approval from Regional 
Manager.
• It is possible that the name ‘Arm End Public Recreation Reserve’ conflicts with s20 of the Nature 
Conservation Act. The proponent should seek their own independent legal advice to determine if the 
name is appropriate.  PWS is likely to support an alternative development name than ‘…Public 
Recreation Reserve’ due to its potential confusion with ‘…Nature Recreation Area’.
• PWS requires better description of lease arrangement on signage identifying that while the 
proponent has leased part of the Gellibrand Point Nature Recreation Area for the purposes of the 
development, the site remains subject to the National Parks and Reserves Regulations 2019 .
• PWS reserves then right to install its own formal entrance signage to aid compliance.
• PWS reserves the right to install its own regulatory signage in the future if the need arises.
• Signage needs to be consistent with those facilities shown in endorsed plan

Activity Details:
A Bushfire Prevention, Response and Survival Plan must be developed and submitted to the approval of 
the Southern Regional Manager.
Activity Controls:
Developed in consultation with the Tasmanian Fire Service and submitted with written TFS support of 
final plan for the site and activity. The interrelationship of fire and revegetation, rehabilitation and layout 
plan must be considered.

ConditionRef
PWS Comments

RAA 2649 –
Activity Plan 
Activity 1

RAA 2649 –
Activity Plan 
Activity 2

RAA 2649 –
Activity Plan 
Activity 3

RAA 2649 –
Activity Plan 
Activity 4

RAA 2649 –
Activity Plan 
Activity 5

RAA 2649 –
Activity Plan 
Activity 9

The proponent must comply with the Activity Plan as described in Step 6 of RAA 2649.  Any changes or Ongoing compliance and monitoring task for RM
RAA2649 aligns with P71
New permit requested under Aboriginal Heritage Act remains outstanding   Likely that the EMP will 
require amendment following assessment of permit application:
• If approved, requirements need to be included in EMP
• If rejected, project will require redesign.
Compliance with P71 and unanticipated discovery plan currently being investigated.

Compliance with unanticipated discovery plan currently being investigated.

Unanticipated Discovery Plan included in EMP at Appendix X
Compliance with unanticipated discovery plan currently being investigated

EMP discusses the communications plan (s4.9) and includes the communications plan at as Appendix 
I.
[It is the same communications plan as submitted in partial fulfillment of the RAA requirements for 
South Arm Pipeline.]
Communications plan identifies MAI as responsible for responding to all enquiries and complaints.
MAI have advised of change in contact person and communications plan requires updating in light of 
this change.

Activity Details: 
Dog Access within Gellibrand Point Nature Recreation Area.
Activity Controls:
Dog-walking is currently permitted on the section of Shelley Beach from Bangor Road to Icehouse Bluff 
which is outside of the proposed lease area. Consideration will be given to allow dog walking on Mitchells 
Beach and designated tracks on lead only. The determination of dog access including the designated 
tracks will be undertaken by the Parks and Reserves Manager in conjunction with the proponent. Any 
new dog access will then be formalised in accordance with the National Parks and Reserved Land 
Regulations 2009. Signage will be approved by PWS and is the responsibility of the proponent.
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Pending submission of revised EMP
• Approval delegated to Secretary NRE

waiting for approval on the draft EMP once 
the Heritage permit is granted.  The updated 
Natural Values Assessment and Report is 
being finalised and will make up the chapter 
which encompasses Nutrient Strategy, 
Irrigation Strategy, Landscape Plan with 
overlays of Natural Values, European and 
Aboriginal Heritage.

•Re: MAI response May 2024: "waiting for approval on the draft 
EMP once the Heritage permit is granted". It is unclear what this 
means. Is this a different document to the EMP V0.D? The response 
also acknowledges that parts of the EMP will need to be updated. 
PWS understands that this is still to occur. 

Condition not satisfied
• Location of overburden produced during civil works
• Detail on managing public safety during the construction 
phase does not address PWS expectations.

A new map has been developed in Appendix B = Construction Site 
management that shows the zones to be closed, indicative 
overburden/spoil locations and location of weed management 
washdown points. 

this is part of the construction methodology 
as provided in the redrafted EMP and the 
requirements under all WHS legislation as per 
the draft EMP.  

•Re: MAI Response Aug 2023: PWS notes that Appendix B does not 
show overburden locations, construction zones and washdown 
points. 
•Previous PWS comment notes that public safety during 
consturction is not sufficiently addressed. How has this been 
addressed? 
•previous PWS comment "Recommended that EMP be amended to 
be consistent with AFDRS rather than FDDI." has this been 
addressed? 
•Re: PWS previous comment on addressing bushfire risk 
minimisation during contruction. Hot Works is covered under 
operational management; it does not cover construction 
management. 

Condition not satisfied
• Amend Landscape Plan LMP02 E to remove ‘…
Graded evenly to ensure ease of slashing’
• Site plan shows practice fairway impact on Aboriginal 
heritage sites that are explicitly excluded from P71
• Ensure BHMP is consistent with this treatment
• No services shown for café/Pro-shop
• No potable water or sewer shown for maintenance facility
• No road shown for café/Pro-shop

Minor modification to LMP02E within Appendix D required.  Update of 
Appendix N shows nominated locations for services.

These conditions have been addressed in: 1) 
landscape plan 2) the new course design 
which removes the practice fairway 3) the 
new Heritage map which is part of the whole 
of site heritage assessment 4)services will be 
as follows - potable water will be supplied 
from rainwater harvested from the roofs of 
built structures - Toilets, garden watering, 
vehicle washdowns etc. will utilise Class A 
water from on-site tank - sewerage will be 
dealt with by an onsite evapotranspiration 
system that will be designed to AS1547 and 
meet all of the regulatory requirements and 
be designed and built to the satisfaction of 
PWS - electricity will be supplied to all 
structures via an upgraded TasNetworks site 
connection.  Note: all services will be run at 
gound level and underneath the roadways 
where possible to avoid excavation.  Both 
buildings will be fully serviced with potable 
water, electricity, sewerage and Class A water 
connections.  These details will be provided 
when final drawings for buildings are 

l t d   A d t  th  f / h  ill 

•maps of Site Plan (Appendix B) do not show required information 
as per condition and as per previous PWS Comments. 
• Re: MAI Response Aug 2023: PWS notes that Appendix N shows 
the Carpark layout. 
•Re: MAI response May 2024: the information provided doesn’t 
seem to be covered in the EMP? 

Condition not satisfied.
• Path works cannot commence.

agreed that is part of the landscaping plan 
and new golf course design work

•this has been included in the EMP as a commitment. Presumably 
this would only occur after the EMP has been signed off. No further 
info required.

N/A •not a condition for the proponent to action

N/A •as per previous comment - this is not a responsibility for the 
proponent

Condition satisfied Appendix E signage plan amended. All dogs on site must be on lead 
only.

•EMP commits to dogs prohibited at the Spit. Signage has been 
included in the Signage Plan. No further info required. 

Condition satisfied  •referenced section prescribes the use of registered quarries only. 
Please specfically acknowledge in this section the presence of the 
disused quarry and that it is not registered and no material is to be 
extracted from it. 

N/A •please confirm compliance with Bulding Act 2000  and Building 
Code of Australia - include statement to that effect in EMP. 

a.     At a broad scale the EMP refers to retention of existing vegetated areas, exclusion of sensitive Spit 
area from works and disturbance. Machinery exclusion areas appropriately delineated before civil 
works commencing will be critical for minimising site disturbance (s7.2).
b.     EMP (s7.2) requires compliance with Tasmanian Wash-Down Guidelines, included as Appendix V.  
EMP requires compliance with Weed Management Plan included at Appendix C, which also includes 
hygiene protocols.  EMP (s7.2) includes a hygiene and washdown point or station to be established 
prior to works commencing. The wash down station location is sown on separate map, and is located 
immediately north of the site office.
c.     The EMP discusses machinery use and plant and equipment.  The EMP identifies that exclusion 
zones will be established in sensitive areas (s7.2).
d.     Acid Sulphate Soils (ASS) addressed in EMP (s4.3.6). Site investigations determined very low risk. 
Highest risk area was The Spit which is remaining undeveloped. Standard soil management practices to 
be applied elsewhere.
e.     EMP (s4.2.2) refers to the potential need to apply restrictions to public access during the 
construction phase. However, nowhere in EMP including the Risk Management Plan for Construction 
and Operational Phases (Appendix T) nor the WHS Policy (Appendix J) is the issue of construction risk 
addressed in detail. While the omission of this critical element does not negate the responsibility of 
the MAI to management public safety, it does readily satisfy PWS expectations.
f.      The EMP (s7.8) addresses hazardous materials, their storage and use. Implementation of the EMP 
and ongoing compliance with relevant standards is responsibility of the proponent.
g.     The EMP does not contain a plan showing the proposed location of overburden during 
construction.
h.     EMP (s7.7) and Appendices D and N show sediment control fencing [on the assumption such 
fencing complies with AH requirements]
i.      EMP (s4.8) address bushfire risk, including during construction (e.g., hot works).  The Australian 
Fire Danger Rating System (AFDRS) has now been released removing Forest Fire Danger Index (FFDI).   
Recommended that EMP be amended to be consistent with AFDRS rather than FDDI.

Matter for proponent in progressing building works onsite. PWS could request copy of CLC, Building 
approval etc

RAA 2649 – Step 8
4 – Building 
Construction

All building construction is required to comply with the Tasmanian Building Act 2000  and the Building 
Code of Australia 

Proponent has previously advised disused quarry is not being reopened.  EMP does not allow for 
quarry operations

RAA 2649 – Step 8
3 – Onsite Quarry

RAA 2649 – Step 8
2 – Dog Access

The reuse of the quarry has NOT been considered under this Reserve Activity Assessment and is not 
approved for use.  The proponent must first seek to [use] weed free sources of gravel [from] outside the 
reserve prior to
any request to re-use the onsite quarry.

Dog access is prohibited from Sandy Spit as per the National Parks and Reserved Land Regulations 2009 .  
Wording of signage will be to the approval of PRM South East and State Compliance Coordinator.

Activity Details: 
Review and evaluation of site clean-up and monitoring following works. 
Activity Controls: 
The Senior Ranger Seven Mile Beach shall undertake a review and report of the site clean-up and monitor 
for compliance with site management plan.

Appendix B and Appendix D show site and landscape plans which together comprise site plan material.
Landscape Plan LMP02 E shows a Fuel Management Area adjacent to resident properties (southeast). 
Within this Fuel Management Area is a ‘Proposed 20m wide firebreak (no plantings). Graded evenly to 
ensure ease of slashing’.
These grading works are not supported; the area is of elevated sensitivity for Aboriginal heritage, and 
such works have high potential to impact on known Aboriginal heritage sites.
These works have not been assessed by Aboriginal Heritage Tasmania.  Ground disturbance in this 
area is not supported.
a.     Earlier iterations of the site plan showed project sea level rise, and this has been provided as a 
separate plan. Works are outside projected sea rise areas.
b.     Landscape plans (Appendix N) shows pathways and road network. No road connection to café/Pro-
shop shown on any plans?
c.     EMP (s3.2.2) acknowledges this as part of final ‘micro siting of track network.
d.     Shared paths identified as being in accordance with AS2156 Class 2 (EMP s4.6; Appendix N)
e.     Appendix N shows final access road and carpark layout. No detail on access road to café/Pro-shop
f.     Presumably this refers to any future clubhouse. TBC
g.     Supplied drawings (Appendix N) show electricity and stormwater to maintenance area, but do not 
show potable water or sewage services.  No drawings showing services to electricity supply for 
café/Pro-shop
h.     Supplied drawings do not include electricity supply for café/Pro-shop

EMP (pp.68-69, Appendix U) confirm dogs are prohibited on The Spit.

RAA 2649 –
Activity Plan 
Activity 16

RAA 2649 –
Activity Plan 
Activity 15

RAA 2649 –
Activity Plan 
Activity 14

Activity Details: 
Final micro-siting of track. 
Activity Controls: 
Must be undertaken with the approval of the Senior Ranger Seven Mile Beach.

Activity Details: 
Review of compliance with Activity Plan and conditions of RAA.
Activity Controls:
The south east Parks and Reserves Manager of PWS shall undertake a review of the completeness and 
compliance with all actions in the Activity Plan at Step 6 of the RAA and conditions of the RAA itself at 
Step 8 with the proponent.

Shared paths need to be design and marked by proponent to satisfy Class 2 under AS2156 (e.g., 2,5m 
width and 1:10 gradient).
Once proponent has marked alignment, PWS to endorse. Recommend AHT accompany PWS.

Ongoing compliance and monitoring task for SE PRM

Ongoing compliance and monitoring task for SE PRM/7MB RIC

RAA 2649 –
Activity Plan 
Activity 13

RAA 2649 –
Activity Plan 
Activity 12

Activity Details: 
Develop an Environmental Management Plan (EMP) for approval of the Minister of the Department of 
Primary Industries, Parks, Water and Environment or as varied.
Activity Controls:
The EMP will address (a) the rehabilitation and revegetation (including weed management) of the site 
following the comprehensive studies of the botany, geology and cultural heritage (especially Aboriginal 
cultural heritage) together with (b) the ongoing management of the sites natural and cultural values.

RAA 2649 –
Activity Plan 
Activity 11

Activity Details: 
Develop a site management plan and operations manual for works management. 
Activity Controls: 
Site management plan will include:
• management of existing vegetation and geo-features during works
• Hygiene measures AND standards for all personnel during both construction phase and ongoing use of 
the land
• A machinery management plan and mitigation plan measures to exclude trampling and other impacts 
to the cliff areas at the southern end of the beach
• Acid sulphate soils management plan as per the Tasmanian Acid Sulphate Soils Management Guidelines 
– 2009
• Risk management plan for reasonable foreseeable risks using AS/NZ 31000 - Risk Management 
Guidelines, specifically with regard to visitor risk and mitigation;
• All maintenance, plant and hazardous materials including fertilizers, fuels etc must be documented in 
an operations manual and risk assessed and mitigated in accordance with current Workplace Standards 
and OH&S requirements
• Plan showing where overburden from construction will be a) stored or b) disposed of so as to not 
negatively impact on existing flora and fauna species, habitats and communities.
• A soil and erosion management plan for both construction and use phases must be developed
• Bushfire risk minimisation and during construction.

Activity Details: 
A new (revised) site plan (or plans) showing final layout of links course taking into account outcomes of 
various studies and approval requirements, must be submitted to and approved by PWS Southern 
Regional Manager. Any variation of the Clarence Council Approved Plans is the responsibility of the 
proponent.
Activity Controls: 
The new site plan (or Plans) must include the following:
• Most recent sea level rise projects from the ICPP Fourth Assessment Report.
• Routes that are for walkers/multi-users and which are routes only for golf links users.
• Relocation of routes that are identified as being too close to bird nesting sites (with consultation of 
RMC and local Ranger staff).
• Identify Australian Walking Track Standards AS2156.1 for proposed infrastructure and tracks.
• Finalised roads, routes and tracks.
• Solely the current stage which has been approved and separate plans for the second and future 
proposed stages which have not yet been submitted for assessment.
• Plan showing all existing and proposed stormwater, sewage and water supply infrastructure. 
Stormwater reuse is encouraged.
• Plan showing all existing and proposed electricity infrastructure

Assessed by the Department of Natural Resources and Environment Tasmania under the Right to Information Act 2009
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Condition satisfied •Where are the access roads used for construction and ongoing 
maintenance?  

Condition not satisfied
• MAI to confirm approach and provide consistent advice in 
EMP.

MAI Plans to close the BA lease access road to public access when 
Broadcast Australia want to access their site. See  section 4.12 Vehicle 
access, safety and management Broadcast Australia lease site.
"In order to facilitate access to the Broadcast Australia (BA) site, 
which is estimated to be around twice per year, Arm End will liaise 
closely with BA to schedule and arrange access through the access 
track adjacent to Mitchells Beach. During those times where BA 
require access to the site the track / road will be closed to recreational 
activity to avoid interactions between members of the public and 
access vehicles. The process and signage associated with closing the 
track/road will be negotiated between PWS, BA and MAI in order to 
minimise risk and confusion and to allow unimpaired access for BA to 
their leased site. Should emergency access at short notice be required, 
the road will be closed to visitors by Arm End to facilitate BA access, 
for the required period of maintenance or access. "

currently being worked through with BIS, 
Crown land and PWS as a separate title on 
the land

•Where is this road? 

TBC new AH permit as referred to above •The PWS requires MAI to liaise directly with Aboriginal Heritage 
Tasmania (AHT) for assessment of the proposal as it relates to 
Aboriginal heritage. Please provide evidence and results of 
communication. 

N/A •Re: a): include as a commitment in the EMP.
•Re: b) and c) - not for proponent to address. 

N/A •nothing for proponent to address/no proof required. 

Condition satisfied •both initial raptor nest survey and new Natural Values Report did 
not re-confirm presence of either nest. i.e. nests are absent. Survey 
current. Birdlife Report also indicates low likelihood of eagle nests. 
As such, no mitigation measures required with regard to the 
existing raptor nests. No further info required. 

Condition not satisfied
• Advice required from AHT regarding consistency of irrigation 
plan with P71.

this is part of the 4th AH assessment and will 
form part of the permit request.  It is also 
addressed as part of the nutrient, irrigation, 
soil and erosion section of the EMP as per the 
discussions with Feb 2024 PWS meeting

•doesn’t appear to have been provided. See notes for Appendix B in 
Appendices  tab regarding Irrigation and Aborignial Heritage 
Overlay map. 
•Re: previous PWS comment: Appendix S has been removed. 
•Re: MAI response May 2024: unable to find a hydraulic site plan in 
the EMP. 

Condition not satisfied
• Advice required from AHT regarding consistency of irrigation 
plan with P71.
• Further detail is required demonstrating how recycled water 
use, irrigation design and operation, and water quality 
monitoring are connected to avoid impacts on adjacent 
handfish colonies.

see above •Re: MAI response May 2024: the comment above appears to 
relate to aboriginal values only. Previous PWS comments also note 
that it is not explained how the irrigation system is designed and 
operated to minimize runoff into the marine reserve/handfish 
habitat. 
•Re: previous PWS comment "further detail is required 
demonstrating how recycled water use, irrigation design and 
operation, and water quality monitoring are connected to avoid 
impacts on adjacent handfish colonies." - has this been addressed? 

RAA 3297 C7 A detailed site plan (i.e., hydraulic site plan) illustrating the location and extent of irrigation infrastructure 
within the Gellibrand Point Nature Recreation Area must be submitted to the approval of the PWS 
Regional Manager South, prior to commencement of works.
The site plan is to overlay the proposed irrigation infrastructure, including the full extent of the network 
of sprinklers and piping, over the natural and cultural values within the reserve, including the proposed 
public paths. The site plan should also include the 'sensitive irrigation areas' and the 'recycled water 
buffer zone' as provided on Map 1: Appendix A of the Recycled Water Irrigation and Environmental 
Management Plan 2018 (IEMP).
The irrigation network must be designed to minimise significant adverse impact to listed reserve values, 
including the geoconservation site, Aboriginal heritage, and threatened species.
The detailed irrgation site plan, once approved, is to be translated to detailed construction standard 
drawings, prior to the commencement of works.

The EMP includes an irrigation plan (Appendix S). Under RAA 3297, the irrigation network must be 
designed to minimise significant adverse impact to listed reserve values, including the geoconservation 
site, Aboriginal heritage, and threatened species.
A desktop review of the submitted irrigation plan shows irrigation works in 8 Aboriginal heritage sites.  
Of these 8, 6 are included in P71, but P71 explicitly references irrigation works in only 2 of those sites.
The submitted irrigation plan shows works within 2 Aboriginal heritage sites that P71 explicitly 
excludes from impacts.
There are two other sites that are in very close proximity to proposed irrigation works. Until 
confirmation from AHT is received regarding consistency with P71 impacts, the irrigation plan should 
not be endorsed.

Proposed roads exceed Code of Practice requirements

EMP refers to Broadcast Australia (and MAST) using shared paths (pp.70-71). EMP (Appendix D) shows 
separate vehicle path.

RAA 2649 – Step 8
6 – Track/road 
maintenance

RAA 2649 – Step 8
5 – Construction
Roads

The responsibility for track/road maintenance to the communications towers is the responsibility of the 
existing licence holders. There is to be no sharing of the walking track/bike path with a licensed access 
road for vehicles.

All access roads used for construction and ongoing maintenance must comply with the Tasmanian 
Reserve Management Code of Practice 2003.

RAA 2649 – Step 8
7 – Aboriginal 
Heritage

Any changes to the Council Approved plans by way of compliance with the requirements of the Tasmania 
Parks and Wildlife Service are the sole responsibility of the current proponent or any future holders of the 
lease for the proposed use or as varied at Gellibrand Point Nature Recreation Area.

a. With regard to Condition 13 of approved DA – Accumulated vegetation disposal must be undertaken 
also in consultation with PWS specifically the Senior Ranger Seven Mile Beach.
b. With regard to Condition 10 of approved DA – Walking tracks must also be in accordance with PWS 
track policies.
c. With regard to Condition 19 of approved DA – Access to the reserve and its restriction is vested in the 
Crown under the National Parks and Reserved Land Regulations 2009.

The application must have full support of the Minister or his delegate with regard to Aboriginal Heritage 
and matters for consideration under the Aboriginal Heritage Act 1975 prior to the approval of any lease 
or licence for the site. 

Compliance with DA2015/235 is a matter for proponent.RAA 2649 – Step 8
9 – Council 
Approvals

RAA 3297 C6 Eagle impact mitigation measures, to ensure that works do not encroach within 1km of the known nest, 
are to be addressed in the required Construction Environmental Management Plan (CEMP). 
This may include installation of temporary fencing, or similar arrangement.

Addressed in EMP(p.95; Appendix M).
Site assessed for raptor nests with none found, and low probability of suitable habitat on
exposed cliff line.

RAA 3297 C8 The irrigation system design and operating details must be submitted to the approval of the PWS 
Regional Manager South, prior to the commencement of works.
The irrigation system must minimise public exposure to recycled water through:
• minimise spray drift (i.e. low throw sprinklers with small wetting area)
• restrict irrigation times to between 10pm and 2am, to minimise the public access impacts
• incorporate technology to enable the system to be remotely and separately controlled, with the 
capacity to respond to site conditions (i.e. high wind, soil moisture), as described in the Arm End Public 
Recreation Reserve and Golf Course Recycled Water lrrigation and Environmental Management Plan 
(IEMP) 2018.
The irrigation system must be designed to minimise significant adverse impact to listed reserve values, 
including the geoconservation site, Aboriginal heritage, and threatened species, and including adverse 
impacts from irrigation water run offon the adjacent Opossum Bay Marine Protected Area - in particular 
the listed handfish.

The EMP includes an irrigation plan (Appendix S  and Irrigation and Environmental Management Plan 
(IEMP).
Under RAA3297 (p.105), the irrigation design was to be designed to minimise significant adverse 
impact to listed reserve values, including the geoconservation site, Aboriginal heritage, and threatened 
species, and including adverse impacts from irrigation water run off on the adjacent Opossum Bay 
Marine Protected Area - in particular the listed handfish. As discussed above, the irrigation system 
design includes unauthorised work to Aboriginal heritage sites.
Neither the EMP itself, nor the IEMP, are explicit in their explanation of how the irrigation system has 
been design (e.g., sprinkler location or type) or will be operated (i.e., prevailing winds, seasonal use, 
key impacts on water etc) to minimise the risk of surface run off impacting on adjacent handfish 
habitat.

Compliance with P71 and unanticipated discovery plan currently being investigated New permit 
requested under Aboriginal Heritage Act remains outstanding
Likely that the EMP will require amendment following assessment of permit application:
• If approved, requirements need to be included in EMP
• If rejected, project will require redesign.

a)     Ongoing management task for SE PRM/7MB RIC
b)    Class 2 track equivalent to W2 in PWS track classification
c)     Ongoing management task for SE PRM

RAA 2649 – Step 8
8 – Council 
Conditions

Assessed by the Department of Natural Resources and Environment Tasmania under the Right to Information Act 2009
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Condition satisfied, but commitment needs to be implemented
• Construction works (including broadscale spraying) cannot 
commence until water quality monitoring program has 
completed 12 months of baseline monitoring
• Water quality monitoring data is also a critical requirement 
of South Arm Pipeline works

Awaiting approval to confirm borehole locations prior to installation in 
order to begin baseline groundwater monitoring. Borehole drilling 
locations will be micro sited with AHT approval to ensure no impacts 
to aboriginal heritage. Surface water monitoring program has begun.

agreed and is part of the ground water and 
surface monitoring work that is currently 
underway for 12 months.  It is also part of the 
work currently underway bring nutrient, 
irrigation, natural values, heritage sections of 
the EMP together as a consistent plan 

•Appendix P Environmental Monitoring has been included. It 
outlines groundwater and surface water plans. Regarding soil 
monitoring - see comment for Environmental Monitoring Plan in 
Appendices  tab. 
•Re: MAI repsonse May 2024: it is unclear what this is referring to. 
Has this been finalised already and included in the EMP? 
•groundwater monitoring has already commenced. Please provide 
update in the EMP. 

Condition not satisfied
• location of washdown station to be clarified prior to works

Washdown location shown in Appendix B - construction site layout. Note that there is an existing washdown area 
on-site that will remain in place until the 
Maintenanec Shed and associated 
infrastructure is constructed.  At that point 
the washdown bay which forms part of the 
Maintenane Shed compound will become the 
permananent facility for the site.   

•Re: MAI response Aug 2023: washdown station not identifed in 
Appendix B. Appendix B does not include a construction site layout. 
•Re: MAI response May 2024: Where is this information captured 
in the EMP? pg. 63 mentions the new washdown facility to be built. 
Where is the current one? Maintenance Shed is only included in 
Phase 5; as such, the existing washdown area will service the 
construction phase; and the new washdown station will service the 
operation phase?  

Condition not satisfied new permit is being sought in relation to 4th 
assessment

•The PWS requires MAI to liaise directly with Aboriginal Heritage 
Tasmania (AHT) for assessment of the proposal as it relates to 
Aboriginal heritage. Please provide evidence and results of 
communication. 

Condition not satisfied agreed and part of the new AH permit •both parts of condition addressed in the EMP

TBC not sure what this requirement is for.  AHT 
were unable to clarify in meeting wuith them 
in 2023 - request further information if 
possible.

•The PWS requires MAI to liaise directly with Aboriginal Heritage 
Tasmania (AHT) for assessment of the proposal as it relates to 
Aboriginal heritage. Please provide evidence and results of 
communication. 

Condition not satisfied part of the 4th assessment •The PWS requires MAI to liaise directly with Aboriginal Heritage 
Tasmania (AHT) for assessment of the proposal as it relates to 
Aboriginal heritage. Please provide evidence and results of 
communication. 

N/A •AH13616 is at the end of Algona Street (South Arm) where HDD 
drill rig is to be placed. Not relevant to Gellibrand Point NRA 
development.  

TBC This will be dealt with by CHMP and new 
design of underground tanks

•The EMP states (pg. 28) that cutting is required, acknowledging 
that this was previosuly not anticipated. The condition can not be 
fulfilled. 
•Re: MAI response May 2024: states that water tanks will be 
underground. This is a significant change in the project scope; and 
is also in contradiction to the statement in the EMP. 

•Re: MAI response May 2024: which comments is this referring to?
•referral email for EMP V0.D documents stated that NMS will be 
supplied separately? When will this be submitted? 

RAA 3297 C15 EMP contains Nutrient Management Strategy (Appendix Q). NMS is largely a power point, with no site-
specific input or advice.
NMS is dependent upon monitoring program (RAA3297 C10) for input.                                                                  
The submitted nutrient management strategy is a generic document that makes no reference to 
managing nutrients in order to prevent impacts on handfish colonies adjacent the Arm End site (e.g., 
Oppossum Bay, Mary Ann Bay)

RAA 3297 C17 All construction and ground disturbance activities must be conducted in accordance with Aboriginal 
Heritage Tasmania’s Unanticipated Discovery Plan. If at any time during works Aboriginal heritage may 
be impacted, other than under the terms of P71, works must cease immediately and Aboriginal Heritage 
Tasmania must be contacted.
A copy of the Unanticipated Discovery Plan must be kept on site.
This is to be documented in the Construction Environmental Management Plan (CEMP).

Compliance with unanticipated discovery plan currently being investigated.

RAA 3297 C18 Installation pits should be located a minimum of 15m from the identified boundary of all Aboriginal 
heritage sites. This is to be documented in the Construction Environmental Management Plan (CEMP).

EMP (s7.2) repeats this requirement. However, EMP does not show pipeline entry pits to determine if 
installation pits are >15m from TASI sites.
Sharp bend in Recycled Water Main (Appendix N) in close proximity to AHTP1165 extent
suggests entry pit

RAA 3297 C19 Aboriginal heritage sites AH9924 and AH11865* must be avoided and temporarily fenced during the 
proposed works. Drilling within the Gellibrand Point NRA should be at a depth of 3 m below the current 
ground surface. 
This is to be documented in the Construction Environmental Management Plan (CEMP).
*this may be AH11685

Both of these sites are included in those currently being investigated by PWS and AHT.
• TASI 9924 is located within the immediate entry to the Arm End site.
• TASI 11685 is that further in between the site entrance and the proposed maintenance area.

RAA 3297 C20 The pipeline should proceed at a depth of 3m in the vicinity of AH13616.
This is to be documented in the Construction Environmental Management Plan (CEMP).

AH13616 relates to the Pipeline in the vicinity of Algona Road

RAA 3297 C21 No cutting of the existing terrain should accompany the installation of the above ground rainwater tanks; 
rather, suitable fill should be imported to obtain a level surface. This is to be documented in the 
Construction Environmental Management Plan (CEMP).

Significant cutting of terrain in vicinity of water tanks previously identified. New permit requested 
under Aboriginal Heritage Act remains outstanding.
Likely that the EMP will require amendment following assessment of permit application:
• If approved, requirements need to be included in EMP
• If rejected, project will require redesign.

Condition not satisfied
• Specific nutrient management strategy required that 
incorporates management strategies for both recycled water 
and fertiliser nutrient inputs, with particular emphasis on 
mitigating nutrient discharge into adjoining handfish habitat
• Further explanation of the relationship between monitoring 
program, nutrient management strategy and irrigation design 
is required.

see above regarding comments about 
nutrient strategy.

New Nutrient Management Strategy (NMS) has been prepared to 
address PWS feedback and the initial condition requirement and a 
draft was submitted to PWS for comment. Following a meeting on 
22nd June 2023 we are now awaiting further feedback. Updated NMS 
is contained within Appendix Q.

RAA 3297 C9 The proponent must design and implement monitoring programs for soil, groundwater and surface run 
off to the approval of the PWS Regional Manager South to monitor irrigation at the Gellibrand Point NRA. 
Monitoring programs must be consistent with the recommendations:
• outlined in the Arm End Public Recreation Reserve and Golf Course Recycled Water Irrigation and 
Environmental Management Plan 2018 
• the Arm End Reuse Water Assessment Groundwater Monitoring Report
• the Environmental Guidelines for the Use of Recycled Water in Tasmania 2002 , and/or the National 
Guidelines for Water Recycling: Managing Health and Environmental Risks 2002 provided by the 
Wastewater Coordinating Group.
Findings from the monitoring program are to be applied to ensure adaptive management of irrigation 
where required, including through the required nutrient management strategy (see Condition 15), to 
ensure that there are no significant adverse impacts to natural values within and adjacent to the reserve.
Monitoring programs and reporting procedures are to be documented in the required Operations Plan.

EMP includes an environmental monitoring plan (Appendix P).  The proposed program includes:
• 5 ground water monitoring wells (drilled 2-10m depth are in the vicinity of Aboriginal heritage sites – 
may impact (beyond P71).
• Ground water and surface water monitoring will be undertaken prior to construction works, during 
golf course construction and irrigation commencing (Elgin, p2.
• Pre-construction is to establish a baseline (Elgin, 2). This is a full 12 month round ([prior to 
construction] (Elgin 5).
• Surface water monitoring will be conducted for an initial 1 year period during various environmental 
conditions (Elgin, p8.). The proposed time frame is 1 year consistent with ground water monitoring to 
capture seasonal variations and targeting a range of environmental conditions (Elgin, p.7).
The EMP (s3.3.1) identifies the water quality monitoring program is a key mitigating action to 
management potential impacts on adjoining hand fish habitat through application of recycled water 
and other nutrients. The EMP (s3.3.1) confirms the need to undertake baseline monitoring pre-
construction.
EMP (s4.3.6) identifies a soil monitoring program ‘post construction’ as detailed in the Recycled Water 
Irrigation Environmental Management Plan (Appendix O). This program appears primarily targeted at 
monitoring inputs of recycled water, fertiliser, herbicide etc.

RAA 3297 C10 Hygiene procedures for both marine and terrestrial works, consistent with the DPIPWE Weed and 
Disease Planning and Hygiene Guidelines 2015, to be documented in the required Construction 
Environmental Management Plan (CEMP), and implemented during construction and ongoing 
maintenance works.

EMP (s7.2) requires compliance with Tasmanian Wash-Down Guidelines, included as Appendix V.
EMP requires compliance with Weed Management Plan included at Appendix C, which also includes 
hygiene protocols.
EMP (s7.2) includes a hygiene and washdown point or station to be established prior to works 
commencing. No further information (e.g., location) on washdown station provided no detail in 
landscape or site plans included in EMP). May be shown in separate documentation?

RAA 3297 C16 Disturbance to Aboriginal heritage within the Gellibrand Point Nature Recreation Area is limited to the 
impacts permitted under P71. Unless in accordance with the terms of P71, impact to Aboriginal heritage 
is not permitted. Any proposed impact to Aboriginal heritage outside the terms of P71 will require a new 
permit application.

Compliance with P71 and unanticipated discovery plan currently being investigated. New permit 
requested under Aboriginal Heritage Act remains outstanding.

A nutrient management strategy is to be submitted to the PWS Regional Manager South, prior to the 
commencement of works.
The plan is to incorporate management strategies for both recycled water and fertiliser nutrient inputs, 
with particular emphasis on mitigating nutrient discharge into adjoining handfish habitat.
The sediment and erosion control plan must be submitted as part of the required Operations Plan, and 
be consistent with the advice from the National Handfish Recovery Team (NHRT), as well as the 
Wastewater Reuse Coordinating Group.
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Condition not satisfied
• EPA approval of RWQMP is critical and remains outstanding

Awaiting EPA approval as at 26/6/23 EPA approval has been granted with a 
number of conditions that are expected to be 
met prior to the use of water on Gellibrand 
Point site.

•What are the recommendations/conditions from the EPA and the 
Wastewater Reuse Coordinating Group? Have these 
recommendations been incorporated into the EMP? 
• Please provide update/results of/from the EPA and the WRCG 
assessment/approvals process (please include in EMP)

Condition not satisfied agreed and this is part of the suite of maps 
with natural values, heritage, landscaping, 
irrigation being clearly identified and their 
interaction, management and monitoring 
requirements

•Doesn’t appear to have been provided. See also comments for C7.

I.        N/A relates to marine pipeline construction (South Arm Pipeline CEMP)
II.        N/A relates to marine pipeline construction (South Arm Pipeline CEMP)
III.        N/A relates to marine pipeline construction (South Arm Pipeline CEMP)
IV.        Addressed in EMP (see notes for RAA 2649 C12)
V.        RAA3297 South Arm Pipeline requires support for National Handfish Recovery Team (in lieu of 
monitoring program), which requires provision of environmental monitoring plan data (surface and 
ground water monitoring)
VI.        N/A relates to marine pipeline construction (South Arm Pipeline CEMP)
VII.        N/A relates to marine pipeline construction (South Arm Pipeline CEMP)
VIII.        The EMP(s3.7) includes a proposed construction time line. This timeframe identifies civil works 
commencing November 2022, with works for the irrigation and signage in August and September 
2022, early works for the golf course in August 2022. In light of July submission of EMP to PWS 
timeframes require revision.
IX.        Raptors addressed in EMP (see detail above RAA 3297 C6)
X.        EMP includes Unanticipated Discovery Plan (Appendix X) and detail on management of 
Aboriginal heritage values (s4.4; 7.2).
XI.        EMP (s4.13) addresses types of plant and equipment to be used for maintenance of golf course 
and construction. The scale of plant proposed (e.g., excavator, scraper, grader, skid steer, trucks) could 
have an impact on Aboriginal heritage values if proper exclusion zones are not implemented prior to 
site mobilisation [on the assumption such exclusion zones comply with AH requirements]
XII. Addressed in EMP (see RAA 3297 C10)
XIII. EMP (s7.7) and Appendices D and N show sediment control fencing [on the assumption such 
fencing complies with AH requirements]
XIV. The EMP addresses emergency management (s4.8) and includes an emergency management plan 
Appendix F) and addresses emergency, evacuation and bushfire management and includes a bushfire 
emergency plan a bushfire action plan (Appendix H
XV. EMP (s4.2.2) refers to the potential need to apply restrictions to public access during the 
construction phase. However, nowhere in EMP including the Risk Management Plan for Construction 
and Operational Phases (Appendix T) nor the WHS Policy (Appendix J) is the issue of construction risk 
addressed in detail. While the omission of this critical element does not negate the responsibility of 
the MAI to management public safety, it does readily satisfy PWS expectations.
XVI. The EMP (s7.12) addresses traffic management which identifies the need for an endorsed traffic 
management plan for road closures and use of competent personnel.
XVII. EMP refers to temporary site office, but does not elaborate as to where this – and other 
temporary structures (e.g., washdown facility) are to be located.
XVIII. The EMP (s7.9) addresses waste management and minimisation.  The EMP envisages the 
burning of accumulated vegetative waste (if approved by CCC health officer). All other waste to be 
disposed of via a licenced facility.
XIX. The EMP (s7.8) addresses hazardous materials, their storage and use. Implementation of the EMP 
and ongoing compliance with relevant standards is responsibility of the proponent.

The proponent must provide evidence of approval for the proposed use of Class B recycled water, and its 
application at the Gellibrand Point NRA, from the Wastewater Reuse Coordinating Group, consistent with 
the Environmental Guidelines for the Use of Recycled Water in Tasmania 2002.
Recommendations regarding the regulation of recycled water application at the Gellibrand Point NRA 
arising from the Wastewater Reuse Coordinating Group / EPA, must be incorporated into the required 
Construction Environmental Management Plan (CEMP) and/or Operations Plan as appropriate. This 
includes ongoing monitoring, reporting and auditing requirements.
Evidence of the approval of the proposed recycled water scheme is to be provided in writing to the PWS 
Regional Manager South prior to the commencement of works.

Condition not satisfied
• Communication plans requires updating
• Detail on managing public safety during the construction 
phase does not address PWS expectations.
• Revision of project timeframes to provide realistic estimates 
in light of need to collect 12 months baseline water quality 
monitoring data.
• Project phasing and works directly reliant upon irrigation 
(e.g., turf establishment, revegetation) may need to be revised 
in light of reliance upon irrigation.
• Project phasing and works indirectly reliant upon irrigation 
(e.g., prevention of erosion following civil works) may need to 
be revised in light of reliance upon irrigation.

Coms plan has been updated along with 
managing public safety through the WHS 
plan.  A revision of the Gantt chart has been 
with PWS and property services since July 
2023 which highlights the changes due to the 
12 month ground water monitoring. 
encapsulated within the new section which 
brings the nutrient, irrigation, natural values 
and AH assessment the management and 
monitoring of run off and erosion on all 
values. 

RAA 3297 C22

RAA 3297 C25

Detailed construction documentation must be submitted to the approval of the PWS Regional Manager 
South and the Manager Property Services, prior to the commencement of works. Construction 
Documentation is to include the following:
• Engineered construction drawings illustrating the exact location and extent of irrigation infrastructure 
within the Gellibrand Point NRA, and in relation to the location of geoconservation, Aboriginal cultural, 
and natural values including threatened flora and fauna (i.e., a hydraulic site plan). This must include the 
location and extent of all proposed irrigation infrastructure, including sprinkler heads, pipes and any 
other components.

As discussed above (RAA 3297 Conditions 7 and 8, the Irrigation Plan shows works to Aboriginal 
heritage sites that are outside that permitted under P71.

A Construction Environmental Management Plan (CEMP) must be submitted to the satisfaction of the 
PWS  Regional Manager South and the Manager Property Services, prior to the commencement of works. 
The CEMP is to detail the construction methodology and environmental impact mitigation measures for 
the installation of the recycled water pipeline and associated infrastructure. The CEMP is to document – 
but is not limited to, the following aspects of the construction phase of the proposed development:
Marine environmental and procedures:
I. The timing and duration of all construction works (i.e. works program with key milestones), with 
reference to the timing restrictions relating to the handfish breeding season (i.e. no construction works 
between 15th July through to the 15th November) and those of other sensitive marine species.
II. How geotechnical risks (i.e. collapse, vibration), sediment disturbance and any fluid leakage into the 
marine environment associated with the HDD construction will be mitigated.
III. Pre-work clearance dive procedures along the length of the marine pipeline section, to identify any 
spotted handfish.
IV. Sediment and erosion control plan
V. Details of a handfish monitoring program (before, during, and following construction works).
VI. Acoustic impact mitigation procedures to minimise disturbance to cetaceans (including a ‘stop work’ 
procedure).
Other recommendations made within the “Marine Environmental Impact Assessment of a Proposed 
Pipeline Route between Blackmans Bay and South Arm, Tasmania” (dated July 2018).
Terrestrial information and procedures:
VII. The timing and duration (i.e. works program including key milestones) of terrestrial construction 
works associated with the installation of the main recycled water pipeline into the Gellibrand Point 
Nature Recreation Area, and the network of irrigation infrastructure.
VIII. Eagle impact mitigation measures if applicable.
IX. Procedures to minimise disturbance to Aboriginal values, including the Aboriginal Heritage Tasmania 
Unanticipated Discovery procedure.                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                        
General information and site management procedures:
X. Details of all equipment and machinery to be used during the construction process.
XI. Hygiene procedures for both marine and terrestrial works, consistent with DPIPWE guidelines 2015.
XII. Sediment and erosion control plan (i.e. Soil and Water Management Plan)
XIII. Emergency and incident response procedures 
XIV. Public / visitor management procedures
XV. Traffic management plan
XVI. Temporary structure management (i.e. site office, contractor facilities)     
XVII. Waste management and minimisation
XVIII. Storage and handling of dangerous goods
XIX. Storage, maintenance and refuelling of construction plant and equipment
XX. Communications plan

•conditions that relate to terrestrial works will also be applicable to 
rest of the development and not just pipeline; as such, need to be 
included in EMP. 
•Re: MAI Aug 2023 response: there is no site construction layout 
plan in Appendix B. 
•EMP should describe related works, i.e. pipeline, noting that 
construction of the pipeline will also occur inside the reserve 
(presumably from the resreve boundary to the water tanks?), and a 
different management plan will apply for this (i.e. CEMP). 
•What is the timing of the pipeline in relation to the works under 
the EMP? 
•Re: MAI response May 2024: Comms Plan appears unchanged to 
version provided with previous EMP V3. What is the WHS plan? Is 
this referring to Appendix J - the policy Manual? This is also 
unchanged. 
•a CEMP has been produced for the pipeline works. According to 
figure 4 the pipeline works end at the reserve boundary. How does 
the water get from the boundary to the water tanks? is this part of 
the EMP or part of the CEMP?

Safety during construction depicted in Appendix B - site construction 
layout and described in section 3.2.2 page 29  also Project timelines 
amended and updated in section 1.1 page 10. 

The EMP contains a Recycled Water Quality Management Plan (RWQMP - Appendix R).  The EMP 
(s4.7) states that the EPA requires a RWQMP as part of its assessment of recycled water treatment, 
monitoring and supply, presumably the RWQMP is part of the Environmental Effects Report (EER) 
required by the EPA in their assessment of the RWTP at Blackmans Bay. The RWQMP also states it will 
be approved by the EPA.
As at August 2022 the EPA has raised a number of issues that relate to application of recycled waste 
water to the Arm End site that are to be addressed by the proponent in their EER as submitted to EPA. 
These include existing groundwater quality (e.g. water quality monitoring), management of the 
irrigation system (i.e. irrigation design, irrigation environmental management plan), potential impacts 
on natural values at Arm End, (particularly the marine environment) (i.e., irrigation environmental 
management plan, nutrient management during application of recycled water, fertilisers and 
herbicides).
If proceeding without EPA approval, PWS is reliant upon seeking separate specialist advice on these 
matters, rather than adopting a coordinated approach. PWS does not have such expertise.
As such, the RWQMP, the IEMP, the water quality monitoring program, nutrient management strategy 
and irrigation design seem inextricably linked, and EPA approval of the RWTP (as described in the 
Environmental Effects Report and RWQMP) is necessary to demonstrate that the application of 
recycled waste water – of an appropriate standard – is appropriate at the Arm End site.

RAA 3297 C23
(part)
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Condition not satisfied
• Communications plan needs to be updated following 
departure of Craig Fergusson from project director role

Comms plan updated and included in Appendix I changes also made 
within document in Page 6 and section 1.4 (p 19)

completed •Re: MAI Response Aug 2023: Comms Plan appears unchanged. 
What changes have been made to EMP?
•the EMP should give the reader a heads-up that the comms plan 
includes both pipeline (as has been included in the CEMP for the 
pipeline) and Arm End; and also that it is only for construction. It is 
noted that s 4.8 Communications Plan is part of s. 4. Operations 
Enviromental Management, but the Comms Plan is only for the 
construction phase. 

This topic requires further clarification and discussion with 
PWS and other stakeholders if it is to be pursued.

this is subject to the recommendations of the 
4th assessment and the CHMP

this has been removed from the EMP. 

All project documentation should be amended to refer to 
current personnel.

completed

the Class A  operations plan has to be 
submitted to the EPA first along with a suite 
of reports meeting the conditions of use of 
the RWWTP before water can flow through 
the pipe, it also requires compliance with KC 
planning conditions before it can be 
commence construction and then for practical 
completion.  Once it has received all external 
approvals the operations plan will be 
submitted to PWS for FYI 

Condition not satisfied
• Operations Plan to be submitted prior to operation of 
pipeline

The EMP refers to undertaking cultural burning. This is new matter and not one previously assessed 
nor considered by PWS.

RAA 3297 C26 A communications plan must be submitted to the satisfaction of the PWS Regional Manager South and 
the Manager Property Services, prior to the commencement of works. The communications plan is to be 
developed in consultation with the PWS, and address both community and land manager audiences, and 
outline:
• key stakeholders and points of contact
•  procedures for distribution of information
• key project milestones triggering inter-agency communications and alerts 
• key reporting timeframes
• agreed timeframes for the notification of work commencement
• key messages and information
The communications plan is to be included in the required Construction Environmental Management Plan 
(CEMP).

EMP discusses the communications plan (s4.9) and includes the communications plan at Appendix I.
It is the same communications plans as submitted in partial fulfillment of the RAA requirements for 
South Arm Pipeline.)
Communications plan identifies MAI as responsible for responding to all enquiries and complaints.
MAI have advised of change in contact person and communications plan requires updating in light of 
this change.

RAA 3297 C27 An Operations Plan must be submitted to the PWS Regional Manager South and the Manager Property 
Services, prior to commencement of operation of the recycled water pipeline and associated 
infrastructure. 
The Operations Plan is to document how the proponent will comply with relevant regulations (i.e. public 
health, safety, and the use of recycled water), as well as any monitoring of environmental parameters 
within reserved land and waters.
The Operation Plan is to cover both the operation of the trans-Derwent recycled water pipeline, and the 
associated irrigation system within the Gellibrand Point Nature Recreation Area.
The Plan is to include, but not be limited to:
• Annual maintenance procedures for recycled water infrastructure within the Gellibrand Point NRA.
• Annual marine environmental monitoring procedures, including a post-construction handfish 
monitoring program (i.e. up to three years post construction)
• Nutrient management plan, consistent with the advice from the National Handfish Recovery Team and 
the Wastewater Reuse Coordinating Group recommendations.
• Terrestrial environmental monitoring procedures (i.e. as outlined in the groundwater monitoring 
program and IEMP, and including soil, and surface runoff), and as required by the Wastewater Reuse 
Coordinating Group
• Marine pipeline stability monitoring procedures (i.e. checking fixtures where pipeline is anchored to the 
river bed and the exit/entry points where HDD has been used).
• Procedures for the control of leakages, spills, burst pipes and other hazards associated with the 
operation of the recycled water pipeline.
• Work, health and safety procedures
• Irrigation safety procedures to minimise risk of exposure to recycled water by public recreational users 
(i.e. as per the Irrigation and Environmental Management Plan - IEMP)
• Communication plan detailing procedures for ongoing communication with the PWS, regarding the 
operation of pipeline and irrigation system.
• Annual reporting of monitoring findings to PWS, accompanied by any recommendations for adaptive 
management / changes to water application (volume, site-specific application etc) provided by a suitably 
qualified person.                                                                                                        
It is noted that it is the responsibility of the proponent to comply with relevant regulations regarding 
safety, health and the use of recycled water.
• Irrigation procedures are to be consistent with the ‘Summary of key commitments’ provided in Section 
7 of the IEMP, and any relevant guidelines including Environmental Guidelines for the Use of Recycled 
Water in Tasmania 2002, and the National Guidelines for Water Recycling: Managing Health and 
Environmental Risks 2006., and include:
⁕ Recycled water use is to only to permitted in accordance with the IEMP and the Recycled Water Supply 
contract in place with TasWater
⁕ Minimise the risk of public exposure to recycled water via implementation of procedures as outlined in 
the IEMP (i.e. limited irrigation hours to between 10pm and 2am, drying periods; warning signage, 
restricted access to infrastructure)
⁕ Installation and maintenance of appropriate recycled water warning signage
⁕ Implementation of irrigation buffer zones as illustrated in the IEMP, and to be confirmed following the 
submission of detailed design documentation
⁕ Nutrient monitoring
⁕ Irrigation monitoring
⁕ Employee training

Proponent has advised that the operations plan will be included as part of the recycled water 
management plan required by EPA for use of the treated water.

Operational aspects are addressed in the EMP in Section 4. If a 
separate operations plan is required this can be produced prior to 
operations commencing.

•Re: MAI Response May 2024: what is the status of the Operations 
Plan for the Class A recycled water? How does it interact with the 
operations  plan for the arm end site, (i.e. the operation of the 
irrigation system)? Are there any implications for the operation at 
Gellibrand Point NRA?

The EMP refers to personnel no longer associated with the project.
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Reserve Activity Assessments 2649 & 3297
Arm End Public Recreation Reserve and Golf Course
Submission of EMP V0.D – June 2024
Attachment 2 - Comments Register

Ref Title

Main Environmental Management 
Plan

updated document - July 2022 vs 
June 2023. 

•contains review comments; waterprint "Draft"; dated June 2023. Please submit final EMP. 
•It is unclear what changes have been made. 
•The appendix list at the end of the document does not match submitted appendices. 
•Figure 3: what is the 50 m offset line for?
•Front page is dated June 2023; footnotes on each page say August 2023.  
•states on page 10 that intial phase of weed management, revegetation and rehabilitation is complete, now undertaking maintenance. What are 
the phases? Phases are not mentioned in the Weed Management Plan. 
•please include list of tables, figures and appendices (with titles and sub-appendices, if applicable) in table of contents
•pg 10 mentions a Landscape Management Plan, referring to Appendix D. Appendix D includes maps; but no management plan. 
•DPIPWE is now Department of Natural Resources and Environment (NRE Tas) - please update the Glossary of Terms.
•Glossary of Terms - BA = Building Application. This abbreviation is not used in this context in the EMP. Page 60 defines BA as Broadcast Australia. 
Please correct. 
•pg. 23 mentions removal/control of feral pests, but this is not explained further. Is this referring to feral animals? Please explain, or make a 
statement that this will be investigated and discussed with PWS further (as has been done for the proposal of a bird sanctuary). 
•often says "more information provided in appendix x..." - please include section/page.
•please include numbering of all sub-headings and include in table of contents
•incorrect references to appendices. 
•reference to an "Environmental Management Program (refer to Section 1.0 for detail)". There is no section 1.0. 
•public recreation areas (pg. 42) - it is unclear where these are. 
•pg. 86 mentions that demolition works must be undertaken in accordance with EMPCA. demolition works have not been described. 

Appendix A Corrective Action Request Form
single page template. Unchanged 
to EMP V3. 

•included at end of main EMP document. For consistency purposes, please save as separate document.
•This document has not been referenced in the EMP. Please explain purpose and when it applies. 

Appendix B Site (Layout) Plan

previously single map of 
Development Pan. Now three 
maps (Landscape, Satellite Plan, 
Irrigation Overlay)

•this document is the same as the Landscape Plan (Appendix D). 
•Irrigation map: difficult to read/identify irrigation main - please use different colours. Doesnt appear to satisfy condition C7 of RAA 3297 (only 
overlays aboriginal heritage values, not natural values; location of sprinklers, irrigation buffer zones and sensitive irrigation areas?) 
•The legend is the same for all maps. What is the difference between map 1 and map 2?
•What does "overlayed pathways" mean? What does "inground/above ground" mean (also difficult to distinguish in map)? What is "managed 
vegetation"?
• Landscape Plan (first map) - doesn't identify where (if any) native vegetation is being retained; "planting and grassland" - are these 
rehabilitaiton areas to native vegetation and native grasslands? 

Appendix C Weed Management and 
Revegetation Plan

document appears unchanged to 
EMP V3

•document is dated July 2018. recommend a review for accuracy/currency. Some weed management works have already been undertaken; the 
document should reflect these works; also provide a summary of the works that have been undertaken to date. (pg 2: "The plan is to be a live 
document and will be reviewed and amended as the project progresses to ensure learning/continuous improvement of the weed control and 
revegetation actions and techniques.")
•The recent Natural Values Assessment  recorded weeds on the site, which may be relevant in the review of the Weed Management and 
Revegetation Plan . 
•pg. 28 mentions a proposed quarry - where is this? 
•The document makes reference to project-specific documents that are not a requirement under PWS conditions; and have not been provided 
(e.g. Project Construction Quality Management Plan on page 27). 
•Large parts of the document are written as recommendations (use of word "should", "can", "recommend") - needs to be turned into 
commitments. 
•mentions setup of an onsite nursery (page 33). Where will this go?
•Many grammatical errors in Section 3  

Appendix D Landscape (Master) Plan different maps compared to 
previous version.

•this document is the same as the Site Layout Plan (Appendix B).
•Previous Appendix D included an Erosion Control Plan. Has this been incorporated somewhere else? 

Appendix E Signage Plan document has been updated. Now 
contains less signage. 

•document refers to Stage 1 and Phase 1. Please be consistent with wording. The EMP refers to phases. As per the EMP, Phase 1 is weed 
management, which the EMP states is completed. Will there be more signage to be put up in later phases? The EMP states that signage will be 
put up at Phase 6 but also indicates that signage will be rolled out in phases (pg. 41). It is unclear what signage is proposed to be put up and 
when. 

Appendix F Emergency Response Plan
document unchanged to EMP V3 
as per version history; dated as 
"Draft 01 July 2021"

•a draft from 2021 - is this still current? 

Appendix G Bushfire Hazard Management 
Plan 

document unchanged to EMP V3 
as per version history; dated as 
"Draft 01 July 2021"

•the document includes as Appendix C a Bushfire Emergency Plan & Bushfire Action Plan . The Bushfire Plan is an updated (and TFS approved?) 
version of the document in Appendix H. 
•does the document consider the interrelationship of fire and revegetation, rehabilitation and layout plan (as per condition RAA 2649 Activity 8)?
•The document is from 2021. Is it still current? (MAI comments seem to indicate the the site layout/design has changed?)

Appendix H Bushfire Emergency Plan document unchanged as per date 
on front page

•the document is from Jan 2021 and specifically states "Approval not provided unless TFS approval stamp appears here", and no stamp. See notes 
for Appendix G above. It appears Appendix H is redundant? 

Appendix I Communications Plan document unchanged as per 
version history

•dated July 2021. is this still current?
•the Comms Plan states (1) that it applies to the pipeline and the GPNRA, (2) that it is for construction only, and (3) that it will be updated for the 
operations phase. This is not documented in the EMP. 

Appendix J Workplace Health & Safety 
Policy Manual

document unchanged as per 
version history

Appendix K Botanical Report (Welling 
Consulting, 2016)

N/A

Appendix L Golf Course User Safety 
Management

this is a new document; not 
previously included. (Appendix L 
was previously the AHT permit 
P71)

•Included at end of main EMP document. Please save as separate document, consistent with the other appendices.
•Please include version control.  

Appendix M Raptor Nest Assessment N/A

Appendix N Carparking & Access Road 
Drawings

document has been updated. 
Previously showed council 
approved drawings; now a single 
drawing.

•this is a single drawing. Should there be other drawings in this document as well? Appendix N is referred to in the EMP several times.

Document PWS Comments - 13.08.2024
PWS Notes - comparison to EMP 

V3
MAI Response - [date]

EMP V0.D (June 2024) - Review

Department of Natural Resources and Environment Tasmania
GPO Box 1751, Hobart, TAS 7001 Australia

Ph 1300 TAS PARKS / 1300 827 727     
www.parks.tas.gov.au 
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Appendix O
Irrigation Environmental 
Management Plan and Site 
Irrigation Main Network

document has been updated as per 
version history. 

•It is unclear what changes have been made. Title of file is inconsistent with title of document.
•page 3 states: "This document will support an overarching environmental effects report (EER) for the project and be appended to a new recycled 
water supply agreement to be entered into between MAI and TasWater. The EER will address on potential environmental issues that are not 
covered by this IEMP. Specifically, the assessment of significant natural values..." - what is the outcome of the assessment within the EER 
regarding natural values? How does this influence design and operation?
•pg. 27: "It is anticipated that detailed reporting requirements will be specified as a component of the scheme approval (EPN) by the Director, 
EPA." - has approval been granted?
•states that the land is a public recreation reserve managed by Crown Land Services. Please correct. 
• The IEMP addresses signage for the irrigation system. However, the EMP (main document) states that signage relating to irrigation will be 
installed "as per guidance provided by the EPA".
•Acid Sulfate Soils: the Spit area has a high likelihood of Potential Acid Sulfate Soils (PASS). The IEMP states it has not been investigated because it 
is not earmarked for irrigation. However, what about runoff to that area? Is this a possibility and would this have an impact? 
•Acid Sulfate Soils: PASS has only been investigated within the context of irrigation. As per dot point above, the Spit area has not been 
investigated. However, will there be any other works in the area marked as high probability PASS around the Spit (e.g. proposed tracks) that 
could impact PASS? (note condition RAA 2649 - Activity 1 2)

Appendix P Environmental Monitoring Plan
document appears unchanged; 
however, no version control.

•Please include version control and index. 
•Appendix A - Nutrient Management Strategy (PowerPoint Presentation) - is this still relevant? Can this be removed?
•pg. 1 states that Arm End intends to develop a RWQMP. This has already been developed? 
•regarding soil monitoring it states on pg .14 that a soil assessment will be undertaken in accordance with the RWQMP; and that a soil sampling 
program will be confirmed and outlined in the RWQMP. "Accordingly, the environmental monitoring progam for Arm End site will be revised to 
capture the requirements for soil analysis when the RWQMP is completed and approved by the EPA." -  Does the Environmental Monitoring Plan 
need to be updated to include soil monitoring?
•groundwater bores have been intalled and groundwater monitoring has commenced. Please update EMoP to reflect this. 

Appendix Q Nutrient Management Strategy
initially a PP presentation in EMP 
V3; now a written document. 

•subheading states "Irrigation and nutrient risk managemnt strategy" - inconsistent. 
•included at end of main EMP document. Please save as separate document, consistent with the other appendices.
•The document is in draft; referral email states that Nutrient Management Strategy is outstanding. When will this be submitted?

Appendix R Recycled Water Quality 
Management Plan 

document has been updated as per 
version history. 

•It is unclear what changes have been made. 
•This document was a requirement by the EPA to assess the proposal for the treatment plant and South Arm Irrigation Scheme. It is unclear what 
the purpose of this document is in the context of the EMP for this proposal - the Arm End Public Recreation Reserve. What condition(s) does it 
address? How does it relate to the management of the proposal at Gellibrand Point NRA?

Appendix S N/A - missing

Appendix S was included in EMP 
V3 as the Irrigation Plan (Site 
Irrigation Design & Irrigation 
Network). No Appendix S included 
in current EMP. 

•Also no refrence to Appendix S at the end of EMP main document. Has this been incorporated into a different document/appendix? 

Appendix T
Risk Management Plan - 
Construction & Operational 
Phases

document unchanged to EMP V3 
as per version history.

•document is from 2021 - does it need updating?

Appendix U

Tasmanian Washdown 
Guidelines for Weed and 
Disease Control (Edition 1, 2004)

public document

Appendix V Arm End Recreation Reserve 
Development Plan

document appears unchanged to 
EMP V3

•the title of the PDF is called "Dogs EMP". Title of pdf and title of map are inconsistent. 
•This map looks similar to the map that is included in the EMP main document (pg. 17) that says "to be updated - refer Appendix B for latest site 
layout."
•What is the purpose of this map? If it is to visualise dog access on site, then it is too busy; too much information. It is also noted that dogs are 
allowed on site (1) on lead only, and (2) on designated tracks and on Mitchell's Beach only. As such, the purpose of Dog Restricted Areas is 
unclear. The map should identify the designated tracks and Mitchells Beach (which is where dogs are allowed).
•The map shows Mitchell's Beach as "Dog Exercise Area". This term is not explained in the EMP; and it is unclear why this differentiation has been 
made in the map. 

N/A Natural Values Assessment (Van 
Diemen Consulting, 2024)

new survey report. Needs to be 
incorporated into the EMP. 

•The purpose of a Natural Values Assessment (NVA) in the context of development proposals is to (1) document the natural values of the 
development site, (2) identify and assess potential impacts from the development on the natural values, (3) provide recommendations for 
mitigation in line with the mitigation hierarchy, and (4) outline residual impacts. 
•The NVA for this proposal only reports on the findings of the survey.

Please 
• liaise with the consultant to develop mitigation measures (if any), and document unavoidable impacts (e.g. will the Vittadinia muelleri or any 
other remnant vegetation be impacted?)
• incorporate results from the assessment in the EMP. 
• enter survey data for Vittadinia muelleri and observation records for raptor nests (i.e. not found) in the Natural Values Atlas. 
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Department of Natural Resources and Environment Tasmania 
GPO Box 1751, Hobart, TAS 7001 Australia

Ph 1300 TAS PARKS / 1300 827 727     
www.parks.tas.gov.au

Reserve Activity Assessments 2649 & 3297
Arm End Public Recreation Reserve and Golf Course
Submission of EMP V0.D – June 2024

Attachment 3 – Diagram of RAA Conditions
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Develop Site Management Plan
• Must include management of existing vegetation and geo-features during works
• Must include a Soil and Erosion Management Plan for (1) construction and (2) operational phase
• Must include measures for bushfire risk minimisation during construction. 
• Must include (1) hygiene measures and (2) standards for all personnel during 

o (a) construction phase
o (b) ongoing use of the land

• Must include machinery management and mitigation measures to exclude trampling and other impacts to the cliff 
areas at the southern end of the beach 
• Must include Acid Sulfate Soils Management Plan

o Must be in accordance with the Tasmanian Acid Sulfate Soils Management Guidelines (2009) 
• Must include Risk Management Plan for reasonable foreseeable risks 

o Must use AS/NZ 31000 Risk Management Guidelines
o Must address visitor risk and mitigation 

• Must include Operations Manual 
o Must document all (1) maintenance, (2) plant and (3) hazardous materials (including fertilizers, fuels, etc) 

 Must be risk assessed and mitigated in accordance with current Workplace Standards and OH&S 
requirements

• Must include a plan showing where overburden from construction will be (a) stored and (b) disposed of 
o Must not negatively impact on existing flora and fauna species, habitats and communities

RAA 2649 – Activity 12 

Develop Environmental Management Plan 
• Must address rehabilitation, revegetation, weed management 
• Must address ongoing management of site’s natural and 
cultural values
RAA 2649 – Activity 11

Develop Communications Plan
• Must include key PWS stakeholders
• Develop in consultation with PWS
RAA 2649 – Activity 5

Construction and Operation of Public Reserve and Golf Links – RAA 2649

Access Roads used for construction and ongoing maintenance must 
comply with Tasmanian Reserve Management Code of Practice 2003
RAA 2649 – Step 8 – 5 

Must undertake final micro-siting 
of tracks in conjunction with PWS 
RAA 2649 – Activity 14 

No Reuse of Existing Quarry
RAA 2649 – Step 8 – 3 

Undertake disposal of accumulated vegetation 
in consultation with PWS 
Walking tracks must be in accordance with 
PWS Track Policies
RAA 2649 – Step 8 – 8 

Commitments

Outline Proposal for dog access 
• On designated tracks only
• On lead only
• Scope to allow dogs on Mitchells Beach 
RAA 2649 – Activity 9 

No Dogs on Sandy Spit
RAA 2649 – Step 8 – 2 

Licenced access road to the communication 
tower must not be part of the walking/biking 
path network (i.e. no shared use)
RAA 2649 – Step 8 – 6 

Site Plans (see slide 5)
Develop Signage Plan 
RAA 2649 – Activity 10 

Compliance with (1) Tasmanian Building Act 
2000, and (2) Building Code of Australia
RAA 2649 – Step 8 – 4 

Develop Bushfire Prevention, Response and Survival Plan
• Develop in consultation with TFS
• Submit with written TFS support of final plan for site and activity 
• Must consider interrelationship of fire and revegetation,     
rehabilitation and layout plan
RAA 2649 – Activity 8 

inform
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Develop a CEMP
• must be submitted prior to the commencement of works
• must detail (1) construction methodology, and (2) environmental impact mitigation 
measures, for the recycled water pipeline and associated infrastructure
•[conditions for marine environment]
• The CEMP must document/include
  ◦ Timing and duration of all construction works (i.e. works program with key 

milestones) of terrestrial construction works associated with (1) the 
installation of the main recycled water pipeline into Gellibrand Point NRA 
and (2) the network of irrigation infrastructure

  ◦ Eagle impact mitigation measures if applicable 
  ◦ Procedures to minimise disturbance to aboriginal values
  Including the UDP
  ◦ Details of all machinery and equipment to be used during the construction 

process
  ◦ Hygiene procedures 
  Must be consistent with DPIPWE Guidelines 2015
  ◦ Sediment and Erosion Control Plan (i.e. Soil and Water Management Plan) 
  ◦ Emergency and Incident Response Procedures
  ◦ Public / visitor management procedures
  ◦ Traffic Management Plan 
  ◦ Temporary Structure Management (i.e. site office, contractor facilities) 
  ◦ Waste management and minimization 
  ◦ Storage and Handling of Dangerous Goods 
  ◦ Storage, Maintenance and Refuelling of construction plant equipment 
  ◦ Communications Plan
RAA 3297 – C25

Develop Communications Plan
• Must be submitted prior to commencement of works 
• Must be developed in consultation with PWS
• Must address (1) community and (2) land manager audiences
• Must outline
  ◦(1) Key stakeholders and (2) points of contact
  ◦ Procedures for distribution of information 
  ◦ Key project milestones triggering interagency 

communications and alerts 
  ◦ Key reporting timeframes 
  ◦ Agreed timeframes for the notification of work 

commencement
  ◦ Key messages and communication 
• Must be included in the CEMP
RAA 3297 – C26

Document Hygiene Procedures for (1) Marine Works and (2) Terrestrial Works
• Must be consistent with the Weed and Disease Planning and Hygiene 
Guidelines 2015
• Must be documented in the CEMP
• Must cover both (1) construction and (2) ongoing maintenance works
RAA 3297 – C10

Construction of pipeline and irrigation system – RAA 3297
Provide Evidence of Approval for Use of Class B Recycled Water and its application at 
the Gellibrand Point NRA from the Wastewater Reuse Coordinating Group (WRCG)
• recommendations regarding the regulation of recycled water application at the 
Gellibrand Point NRA arising from the WRCG and/or the EPA must be incorporated 
into the CEMP and/or Operations Plan as appropriate
  ◦ this includes ongoing (1) monitoring, (2) reporting and (3) auditing
• must be provided prior to commencement of works
RAA 3297 – C22

Inform as appropriate

No Cutting of terrain for Groundwater Tanks
• this must be documented in CEMP
RAA 3297 – C21

Commitment
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  ◦ This includes any monitoring of environmental parameters within reserved land and waters
• Must include
  ◦ Annual maintenance procedures for recycled water infrastructure within Gellibrand Point NRA
  ◦ Annual marine environmental monitoring procedures
  Must include a post-construction handfish monitoring program up to three years post construction 
  ◦ Nutrient Management Plan
  Must be consistent with (1) advice from the NHRT and (2) recommendations from the WRCG
  ◦ Terrestrial environmental monitoring procedures
  As outlined in the groundwater monitoring program
  As outlined in the IEMP
  Must include soil and surface water runoff
  As required by the WRCG
  ◦ Marine pipeline stability monitoring procedures – that is
  Checking fixtures where pipeline is anchored to the riverbed
  Checking exit and entry points where HDD has been used
  ◦ Procedures for the control of (1) leakages, (2) spills, (3) burst pipes and (4) other hazards associated with the operation of the 

recycled water pipeline
  ◦ Work, Health and Safety Procedures
  ◦ Irrigation Safety Procedures to minimise risk of exposure to recycled water by public recreational users
  As per IEMP
  ◦ Communication Plan
  Detailing procedures for ongoing communication with the PWS regarding the operation of the pipeline and irrigation system
  ◦ Annual reporting of monitoring findings to PWS
  Must be accompanied by any recommendations for adaptive management / changes to water application (volume, site- 
  specific application etc)
   - Must be provided by a suitably qualified person
• Operation of irrigation system must be consistent with 
  ◦ the Summary of Key Commitments provided in section 7 of the IEMP
  ◦ any relevant guidelines, including
  Environmental Guidelines for the Use of Recycled Water in Tasmania 2002
  National Guidelines for Water Recycling: Managing Health and Environmental Risks 2006
• Irrigation procedures must include
  ◦ Measures to minimise the risk of public exposure to recycled water via implementation of procedures as outlined in the IEMP
  Limit irrigation hours to between 10 pm and 2 am
  Drying periods
  Warning signage
  Restricted access to infrastructure
  ◦ installation and maintenance of appropriate recycled water warning signage
  ◦ Include implementation of irrigation buffer zones as illustrated in the IEMP
  Must be confirmed following submission of detailed design documentation 
  ◦ Nutrient monitoring 
     

Provide Irrigation System Design and Operating Details 
• Must be provided prior to commencement of works 
• The irrigation system must minimize public exposure to recycled water through 
  ◦Minimisation of spray drift (i.e. low throw sprinklers with small wetting area) 
  ◦Restricting irrigation times to between 10 pm and 2 am (to minimise impacts on public access) 
  ◦Incorporating technology to enable the system to be remotely and separately controlled (As 

 described in the IEMP 2018)
  With the capacity to respond to site conditions (i.e. high wind, soil moisture)
• The irrigation system must be designed to minimise significant adverse impacts to listed reserve values 
  ◦ Must include (1) geoconservation, (2) aboriginal heritage, (3) threatened species
  ◦ Must include adverse impacts from irrigation water run off 
    The adjacent Opossum Bay Marine Protected Area
    Spotted Handfish  

    

Design Monitoring Programs for (1) Soil, (2) Groundwater and (3) Surface water runoff, to monitor irrigation
• Monitoring programs must be consistent with the recommendations in
  ◦ The IEMP 2018
  ◦ The Arm End Reuse Water Assessment Groundwater Monitoring Report 
  ◦ The Environmental Guidelines for the Use of Recycled Water in Tasmania 2002 and/or the 

National Guidelines for Water Recycling: Managing Health and Environmental Risks 2002 (as 
provided by the Wastewater Coordinating Group)

• Must include adaptive management of irrigation in consideration of
  ◦ Findings from the monitoring program 
  ◦ The Nutrient Management Strategy 
• Must include reporting procedures 
• Must be included in the Operations Plan 
RAA 3297 – C9

    
• Must be submitted prior to commencement of works
• Must incorporate management strategies for 
  ◦(1) recycled water
  ◦(2) fertiliser nutrient inputs
• must be developed with particular emphasis to mitigate 
nutrient discharge into handfish habitat
Develop Sediment and Erosion Control Plan
• must be included in the Operations Plan 
• must be consistent with the advice from the NHRT
• must be consistent with the advice from the Wastewater 
Reuse Coordinating Group 
RAA 3297 – C15 
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Licenced access road to the communication 
tower must not be part of the walking/biking 
path network (i.e. no shared use)
RAA 2649 – Step 8 – 6 

No Dogs on Sandy Spit
RAA 2649 – Step 8 – 2 

Outline Proposal for dog access 
• On designated tracks only
• On lead only
• Scope to allow dogs on Mitchells Beach 
RAA 2649 – Activity 9 

Provide new/revised Site Plan(s)
• Must show final layout of links course
 ◦ Must take into account outcomes of various studies and approval requirements
• Must include most recent sea level rise projects from the ICPP Fourth Assessment Report 
• Must include routes that are for (1) walkers/multi-users and (2) routes that are only for golf links users
• Must show the relocation of routes that are identified as being too close to bird nesting sites 
  ◦ Must be determined in consultation with RMC and PWS 
• Must identify Australian Walking Track Standards AS2156.1 for proposed infrastructure and tracks 
• Must include finalised roads, routes and tracks
• Must include separate plans for the individual stages of the proposal 
• Must include a plan showing (1) existing and (2) proposed 
  ◦(a) stormwater infrastructure (stormwater reuse is encouraged),
  ◦(b) sewage infrastructure, and
  ◦(c) water supply infrastructure. 
• Must include a plan showing (1) existing and (2) proposed electricity infrastructure 
RAA 2649 – Activity 13

Develop Irrigation/Hydraulic Site Plan
• Must illustrate location and extent of irrigation infrastructure 
  ◦ Must include full extent of network of sprinklers and piping
• Must be submitted prior to commencement of works 
• Must overlay the natural and cultural values of the site, including proposed public paths 
• Must include sensitive irrigation areas
• Must include the Recycled Water Irrigation Buffer Zone as per Appendix A of the IEMP
• Must be designed to minimise significant adverse impact to listed reserve values 
  ◦ Must include (1) geoconservation, (2) aboriginal heritage, (3) threatened species   
Develop construction standard drawings from approved Irrigation/Hydraulic Site Plan 
• Must be provided prior to commencement of works
RAA 3297 – C7 

Provide map of Pleistocene Mary Ann sands with reference to proposed 
infrastructure and provision of mitigation measures
• Must be undertaken with a rep from ESBU CSS
• Potential impacts to be mitigated to the satisfaction of ESBU CSS
• Must be submitted and approved prior to commencement of works
RAA 2649 – Activity 7 

Site Plans

inform

Provide Detailed Construction Documentation
• must include a Hydraulic Site Plan
  ◦ must take the form of engineered construction 
drawings which illustrate the extent of irrigation 
infrastructure* within the Gellibrand Point NRA and in 
relation to (1) geoconservation, (2) aboriginal cultural, and 
(3) natural values (including threatened flora and fauna)
  ◦ irrigation infrastructure includes (a) sprinkler 
heads, (b) pipes and (c) any other components. 
RAA 3297 – C23 (part thereof)

Show tower and licensed access road to tower

No Reuse of Existing Quarry
RAA 2649 – Step 8 – 3 Show location of quarry

Commitments

Access Roads used for construction and ongoing maintenance must 
comply with Tasmanian Reserve Management Code of Practice 2003
RAA 2649 – Step 8 – 5 Show access roads for construction 

and maintenance

In conjunction with condition C8 (slide 3)
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Department of Natural Resources and Environment Tasmania 

GPO Box 1751, Hobart, TAS 7001 Australia 

Ph 1300 TAS PARKS / 1300 827 727      

www.parks.tas.gov.au  

 
 
 

Reserve Activity Assessments 2649 & 3297 
Arm End Public Recreation Reserve and Golf Course 
Submission of EMP V0.D – June 2024 

 
 

Attachment 4 – Conditions Register 
 
PWS conditions are listed below. They have been broken down into their individual components and have been organised into the following three 
sections  

(1) Construction Management – conditions that relate to the construction phase only  
(2) Management for both Construction and Operation – conditions that need to be addressed for both the construction and operational phase; or 

conditions that are overarching (e.g. condition RAA 2649 – Activity 11 – Develop Environmental Management Plan).  
(3) Operations Management – conditions that relate to the operational phase only 

 
Please use the notes section to address current status, e.g. has the condition been addressed; are you awaiting information to complete this 
condition, etc.  
 

1. Construction Management 

Condition Section/Page Notes 

• Develop a Construction Environmental Management Plan 
(CEMP) 

  

   ◦ must be submitted prior to commencement of works   

   ◦ Must detail (1) construction methodology, and (2)  
     environmental impact mitigation measures, for the recycled 
     water pipeline and associated infrastructure 

  

• The CEMP must document/include   

   ◦ Timing and duration of all construction works (i.e. works 
     program with key milestones) of terrestrial construction works 
     associated with (1) the installation of the main recycled water 
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2 
 

     pipeline into Gellibrand Point NRA and (2) the network of 
     irrigation infrastructure 

   ◦ Procedures to minimise disturbance to aboriginal values   

         ▪ Including the UDP   

   ◦ Details of all machinery and equipment to be used during the 
     construction process 

  

   ◦ Emergency and Incident Response Procedures   

   ◦ Public / visitor management procedures   

   ◦ Traffic Management Plan    

   ◦ Temporary Structure Management (i.e. site office, contractor 
     facilities) 

  

   ◦ Waste management and minimization    

   ◦ Storage and Handling of Dangerous Goods    

   ◦ Storage, Maintenance and Refuelling of construction plant 
     equipment 

  

• Must undertake final micro-siting of tracks in conjunction with 
PWS  

  

• Access Roads used for construction and ongoing maintenance 
must comply with Tasmanian Reserve Management Code of 
Practice 2003 

  

• undertake disposal of accumulated vegetation in consultation 
with PWS  

  

• No Cutting of terrain for Groundwater Tanks   

• No Reuse of Existing Quarry   

• Compliance with (1) Tasmanian Building Act 2000, and (2) 
Building Code of Australia 

  

• Must include management of existing vegetation and geo-
features during work 

  

• Must include measures for bushfire risk minimisation during 
construction.  

  

• Must include a plan showing where overburden from 
construction will be (a) stored and (b) disposed of  

  

   ◦ Must not negatively impact on existing flora and fauna 
     species, habitats and communities 
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2. Management for both Construction and Operation 

Condition Section/Page Notes 

• Must include a Soil and Erosion Management Plan for (1) 
construction and (2) operational phase 

  

• Must document hygiene procedures for (a) construction phase 
(b) ongoing maintenance works and use of the land 

  

   ◦ Must be consistent with the Weed and Disease Planning and 
     Hygiene Guidelines 2015 

  

• Must include machinery management and mitigation measures 
to exclude trampling and other impacts to the cliff areas at the 
southern end of the beach  

  

• Develop Sediment and Erosion Control Plan   

   ◦ Must be consistent with the advice from the NHRT   

   ◦ Must be consistent with the advice from the WRCG   

• Must include Acid Sulfate Soils Management Plan   

   ◦ Must be in accordance with the Tasmanian Acid Sulfate Soils 
     Management Guidelines (2009) 

  

• Must include Risk Management Plan for reasonable 
foreseeable risks  

  

   ◦ Must use AS/NZ 31000 Risk Management Guidelines   

   ◦ Must address visitor risk and mitigation    

• Must include Operations Manual    

   ◦ Must document all (1) maintenance, (2) plant and (3) 
     hazardous materials (including fertilizers, fuels, etc) 

  

   ◦ Must be risk assessed and mitigated in accordance with 
     current Workplace Standards and OH&S requirements 

  

• Must develop a Communications Plan (see 2.1 for details)   

• Must develop an Environmental Management Plan   

   ◦ Must address (1) rehabilitation, (2) revegetation, (3) weed 
     management 

  

   ◦ Must address ongoing management of the site’s natural and 
     cultural values 

  

• Provide Evidence of Approval for Use of Class B Recycled 
Water and its application at the Gellibrand Point NRA from the 
Wastewater Reuse Coordinating Group (WRCG) 
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   ◦ Recommendations regarding the regulation of recycled water 
     application at the Gellibrand Point NRA arising from the 
     WRCG and/or the EPA must be incorporated into the CEMP 
     and/or Operations Plan as appropriate 

  

         ▪ This includes ongoing (1) monitoring, (2) reporting and 
           (3) auditing 

  

 
2.1   Develop Communications Plan  

Condition Section/Page Notes 

• Must be developed in consultation with PWS   

• Must include key PWS stakeholders   

For construction   

• Must address (1) community and (2) land manager audiences   

• Must outline   

   ◦ (1) Key stakeholders and (2) points of contact   

   ◦ Procedures for distribution of information    

   ◦ Key project milestones triggering interagency 
     communications and alerts 

  

   ◦ Key reporting timeframes    

   ◦ Agreed timeframes for the notification of work 
     commencement 

  

   ◦ Key messages and communication    

For operation   

• Detailing procedures for ongoing communication with the 
PWS, including regarding the operation of the pipeline and 
irrigation system 

  

 
3. Operations Management 

Condition Section/Page Notes 

• Develop an Operations Plan   

   ◦ Must be submitted prior to commencement of operation of 
     recycled water pipeline and associated infrastructure 

  

   ◦ Must document how the proponent complies with relevant 
     regulations for (1) public health, (2) safety, (3) use of recycled 
     water 

  

         ▪ This includes any monitoring of environmental   
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           parameters within reserved land and waters 

• The Operations Plan must include   

   ◦ Annual maintenance procedures for recycled water 
     infrastructure within Gellibrand Point NRA 

  

   ◦ Annual marine environmental monitoring procedures   

      ▪ Must include a post-construction handfish monitoring 
        program up to three years post construction 

  

   ◦ Nutrient Management Plan/Strategy (see 3.1 for details)   

   ◦ Terrestrial environmental monitoring procedures/programs 
     (see 3.2 for details) 

  

   ◦ Marine pipeline stability monitoring procedures – that is   

         ▪ Checking fixtures where pipeline is anchored to the 
           riverbed 

  

         ▪ Checking exit and entry points where HDD has been 
           used 

  

   ◦ Procedures for the control of (1) leakages, (2) spills, (3) burst 
     pipes and (4) other hazards associated with the operation of 
     the recycled water pipeline 

  

   ◦ Work, Health and Safety Procedures   

   ◦ Signage plan    

   ◦ Annual reporting of monitoring findings to PWS   

         ▪ Must be accompanied by any recommendations for 
           adaptive management / changes to water application 
           (volume, site-specific application etc) 

  

               - Must be provided by a suitably qualified person   

   ◦ Irrigation System Design and Operating Details (see 3.3 for 
     details) 

  

   ◦ Outline proposal for dog access   

         ▪ no dogs on sandy spit   

   ◦ Licenced access road to the communication tower must not 
     be part of the walking/biking path network (i.e. no shared 
     use) 

  

   ◦ Bushfire Prevention, Response and Survival Plan   

         ▪ Develop in consultation with TFS   

         ▪ Submit with written TFS support of final plan for site 
           and activity 
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         ▪ Must consider interrelationship of fire and revegetation, 
           rehabilitation and layout plan    

  

 
 

3.1   Develop Nutrient Management Plan/Strategy  

Condition Section/Page Notes 

• Must incorporate management strategies for    

   ◦ (1) Recycled water   

   ◦ (2) Fertiliser nutrient inputs   

• Must be developed with particular emphasis to mitigate nutrient 
discharge into handfish habitat 

  

• Must be consistent with (1) advice from the NHRT and (2) 
recommendations from the WRCG 

  

 
3.2   Terrestrial Environmental Monitoring Procedures 

Design Monitoring Programs for (1) Soil, (2) Groundwater and (3) Surface water runoff, to monitor irrigation 

Condition Section/Page  

• Monitoring programs must be consistent with the 
recommendations in 

  

   ◦ The IEMP 2018   

   ◦ The Arm End Reuse Water Assessment Groundwater 
     Monitoring Report 

  

   ◦ The Environmental Guidelines for the Use of Recycled Water 
     in Tasmania 2002 and/or the National Guidelines for Water 
     Recycling: Managing Health and Environmental Risks 2002 
     (as provided by the Wastewater Coordinating Group) 

  

• Monitoring Programs must be    

   ◦ As outlined in the groundwater monitoring program   

   ◦ As outlined in the IEMP   

   ◦ Must include soil and surface water runoff   

   ◦ As required by the WRCG   

• Must include adaptive management of irrigation in 
consideration of 

  

   ◦ Findings from the monitoring program    

   ◦ The Nutrient Management Strategy    

• Must include reporting procedures   
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3.3   Provide Irrigation System Design and Operating Details  

Condition Section/Page Notes 

• The irrigation system must minimize public exposure to 
recycled water through  

  

   ◦ Minimisation of spray drift (i.e. low throw sprinklers with small 
     wetting area) 

  

   ◦ Restricting irrigation times to between 10 pm and 2 am (to 
     minimise impacts on public access) 

  

   ◦ Incorporating technology to enable the system to be remotely 
     and separately controlled (as described in the IEMP 2018) 

  

 ▪ With the capacity to respond to site conditions (i.e. high 
              wind, soil, moisture) 

  

• The irrigation system must be designed to minimise significant 
adverse impacts to listed reserve values  

  

   ◦ Must include (1) geoconservation, (2) aboriginal heritage, (3) 
     threatened species 

  

   ◦ Must include adverse impacts from irrigation water run off    

 ▪ The adjacent Opossum Bay Marine Protected Area   

 ▪ Spotted Handfish     

• Operation of irrigation system must be consistent with    

   ◦ The Summary of Key Commitments provided in section 7 of 
     the IEMP 

  

   ◦ Any relevant guidelines, including   

 ▪ Environmental Guidelines for the Use of Recycled 
             Water in Tasmania 2002 

  

           ▪ National Guidelines for Water Recycling: Managing 
             Health and Environmental Risks 2006 

  

• Irrigation procedures must include   

   ◦ Measures to minimise the risk of public exposure to recycled 
     water via implementation of procedures as outlined in the 
     IEMP 

  

 ▪ Limit irrigation hours to between 10 pm and 2 am   

 ▪ Drying periods   

 ▪ Warning signage   

 ▪ Restricted access to infrastructure   
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   ◦ Installation and maintenance of appropriate recycled water 
     warning signage 

  

   ◦ Include implementation of irrigation buffer zones as illustrated 
     in the IEMP 

  

 ▪ Must be confirmed following submission of detailed 
              design documentation 

  

   ◦ Nutrient monitoring    

   ◦ Irrigation monitoring    

   ◦ Employee training   

   ◦ Spray drift minimisation through appropriate system design   

• Irrigation Safety Procedures to minimise risk of exposure to 
recycled water by public recreational users 

  

   ◦ As per IEMP    

 
*Note: These conditions have been adopted from the previous review of EMP V3 undertaken by Matt Lindus and have not been reconciled with any 
RAA conditions. As such, this list may not be complete. 
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