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··' MINUTES OF MEETING BETWEEN THE DEF)ARTMENT AND 
. . . 

~ • ' • r . '\ • 
• . ~ 1 .. , 

: • • • • }o •• · "'"' • ' • -~:: ......... .. 

;. '·· . ~ CSR- REAOYMIX.11 OCTOBER 1995-9.30 AM · · . . ,,. •' 

·. . . A meeting was arranged to discuss CSR's plans to construct two on-stream lakes on the 
Brisbane River at Sapling Pocket. The authonsation of these works are subJ~ct to the issue of 
Waterworks Licences. Licence application Nos.56.S26 and 56527 in relation to these proposed 
works were received by the Dep~ment on 11 April 1994. 

Present at this ~eeting were:-

Mr Tim Smith- Regional Director, South East Region. D P.I., (Telephone Link). 
Mr Peter Noonan- General Manager, Water: and Catc:hment Management, D.P.I. 
Mr Jim Dale- District Manager, Resource Managemem.. Brisbane District, D.P.l 
Mr Bruce Brogan- Eng.Licencing and Quarry Materials. Brisbane Distnct, D.P.I. 
Mr Toriy Howe- Divisional Manager, Brisbane and Gold Coast Quarries, CSR-Readymix 
Mi Rowly Bendall .. Development Manager, CSR.,.Readymix 

Mr Noonan opened the m~ing by advising CSR-Readmix representatives that for a number 
of reasons the Waterworks License applications would not be approved. He advised that if 
they wished a formal refusal could be given, or on the other hand discussions could take place 
regarding works that the Department may authorise. 

Mr Howe advised the Meeting that he would be happy to discuss alternatives, but would still 
reserve the right to take legal action against t~e Department's decision if so desired. Mr 
Noonan agreed that these discussions would not prejudice the Company's right of appeal to 
the Land Court. · 

The discussions then revolved around the extent of extrzctions that may be considered by the 
Department to be acceptable. Mr Noonan said that the Department would be prepared to 
consider a benching of the two areas under consideration to a level of approximately four 
metres above water level during times of standard releases from Wivenhoe Dam. Mr Smith 
agreed that this approach may be acceptable. 

Mr Bendall replied that this was totally unacceptable to the Company as most of the valuable 
gravel deposits were below water level, however as· a a>mpromise asked whether extraction 
below water could take plate on the condition that the ~action pit be filled to a desirable 
bench level as the operation progressed. Mr Noonan ag:eed that as long as the area was 
stabilised at a certain level above water level this may be an acceptable alternative. 

Mr Dale advised the Company representatives that revegetation was an important issue which 
should be addressed in any future plans. Mr Smith conCUTed with these remarks. 

During discussions it became evident that the future of the downstream proposal was 
uncertain due to a recent resurvey of the property which has reduced the area of Crown Land. 
being watercourse. In other words the resurvey has changed the tenure of the land where 
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extractions have and are taking place. from Crown Land to freehold land owned by the 
Company. 

Mr Bendall advised that The Extractive Industry Pennit relating to this site, issued by the 
Local Authonty, allowed extractions only from Crown Land and therefore there was a 
problem that would have to be addressed. 

In summing up Mr Noonan advised that the Company should submit details of the new 
proposal to this Department who would then advise the other relevant authorities of the details 
of these proposals and ask for comment. Mr Noonan did not commit the Department as to the 
outcome of any decision on the new proposal. 

Mr Bendall advised that he would arrange for the new proposal to be submitted to this 
Department for consideration as soon as possible. 

B.W. BROGAN 
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CSR- WATERWORKS LICENCE APPLICATION 

SUMMERVILLES LAND/SAPLING POCKET 

Date of Application: 
The application was received and advertised on 12 May 1994. One objection was lodged by 
the Pine Mountain Progress Association. There was some disquiet from staff in Ipswich City 
Council (prior to the merger) and from th~ Department of Environment and Heritage. 

Studies: 
The hydraulic study was completed in July 1994 and the department responded in March 1995 
requiring more information. This was duly provided by August 1995. Quite independently of 
this process, CSR commissioned a consultant to undertake an economic analysis of sand and 
gravel resource availability from both the tidal and non tidal sections of the river. 

DPI Consultation: 
There was considerable disquiet over this proposal within DPI given the corporate direction 
towards sustainability and integrated catchment decision making. with regard to sand and gravel 
extraction. The recently released study of sediment transport in the upper reaches of the 
Brisbane River valley suggest that annual suspended sediment transport was of the order of 100 
000 Tonne above Wivenhoe Dam and below the dam in the reference area, this was all but 
negligible. 

In the absence of any better measure, the annual movement of sediment has been adopted as a 
measure of the amount of material that can be extracted on a sustainable basis. 

It was obvious that the quantum of the proposal greatly exceeded even the most optimistic 
estimate of sustainability, and posed a decision making dilemma quite apart from any hydraulic 
and water quality concerns. 

The issue was discussed at a meeting on 2 August with the General Manager (Water and 
Catchment Management) together with the Regional Manager (Water Commercial) and various 
policy and technical advisory staff. The consensus was that DPI shouldn't allow the proposal to 
proceed in full measure. 

CSR was advised that DPI wished to consider a lesser option and the General Manager (Water 
and Catchment Management) together with the Regional Director (SE Region) put a proposal to 
the company to the effect that certain amounts of extraction would be permitted at each site, but 
the extent of this would be determined by the residual profile of the site in completion of the 
operation. For each location this was negotiated viz. 

Summerville Location 
Bench in horizontally from the top of the high bank to the bottom of the batter below 
Summervilles fence (about 4m above low flow level). Remove the sand and pebble 
material to a maximum depth of 4 metres below the low flow water level and backfill and 
level off with the overburden. 
Progressively rehabilitate. 

o/p _ nrm/dalej/csrwwl 
Release

14-203 File D Page 3 of 93

DNRM R
TI D

L R
ele

as
e



Sapling Pocket Location 
Starting from a point about 4 m above the low flow channel, excavate to a maximum 
depth of 4 metres below water level and backfill with spoil to an even batter from this RL 
to the edge of the property boundary. (Remove what is left of the residual high bank). 
Progressively rehabilitate. 

CSR considered this and sought. an additional meeting on 24 August to discuss some of the 
detail. In the interim the company's legal advice was that the Sapling Pocket material still 
belonged to the Crown despite the recent resurvey of the area. 

Here it was agreed that -
e DPI would provide detail of what it required with regard to rehabilitation 
• DPI would be paid royalties for all material removed from the Sapling Pocket location 
• District Manager, Brisbane would talk the issue through with -

- DEH(NPWS) 
- DEH(EPA) 
- Pine Mountain Progress Association 

• CSR would be willing to rehabilitate the area to DPI' s satisfaction. 

District Manager, Brisbane arranged for DEH (EPA) staff to visit the site to seek their views and 
requirements. Doug Carey (DEH) visited the site with DPI staff and advised that the existing 
operation, and the new proposals as verbally described to him appeared to comply with likely 
requirements under the Environmental Protection Act, and could see no reason why CSR would 
not be issued with a permit 

The District Manager (DEH) Central and Moreton was generally satisfied that the operation as 
described to him would not impact on the NPWS' management of Cameron's Scrub, and seemed 
relieved that the tentative recreation development proposals for Sapling Pocket had been 
withdrawn in favolir of full rehabilitation. 

The Secretary of Pine Mountain Progress Association was also extremely happy that the on­
stream lake proposals and the attendant loss of the riverine vegetation had been averted. It 
would appear that this single element of the proposal was the group' s major concern, having 
come to terms with the heavy traffic that moves daily between the site and the Tivoli plant. 

General Analysis 
Essentially the decision only involved 'off stream' extraction and was thus beyond the parameters 
of the sediment transport study The department could thus be consistent with proposed 
directions in the upper reaches of the river. 

Apart from the potential for inconsistency in approach upstrea.-n and downstream ofWivenhoe 
Dam, DPI's reasons for refusing the Waterworks Licence applications in their requested form 
were as follows :-

• The proposal was considered to have the capacity to substantially interfere with 
existing flow regimes 
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• The proposal would eliminate the riparian vegetation from this whole section of the 
river, and potentially substantially alter the benthic fauna populations that this 
vegetation supported. 

• The proposal gave serious cause for concern with regard to the quality of water that 
might result. 

DISTRICT MANAGER 
RESOURCEMANAGE~NT 10 October 1995 
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29 .S . 95 Encl: 
MnJeanBray 
The Mayor 
Esk Shire Council 
P.O.Box 117 
Esk. Qld. 4312 

Dear Lady Mayor 

Re:· CSR Readymix E~ractive Operations Esk Shire. 

Th....,_G...., 
CSR linilld 
A.C.N. 000 001 278 
Mt Ctllllly fla.l 
TMIIi OLD 4305 
Austrllia 

PO BOJ 25 
Ipswich QlO 4305 

Telepllofte 1011 28 T 2944 
Facsimlt j07) 202 4899 

Further to my meeting with yourSelf and some of your Senior Adminstrative Officers on 
March 21st in relation ·to the above please be advised of the following developments with our 
applications. · · 

1. Brisbane River Lot 2 RP 131238 Sahl. Waterworks licence Application 56527 

Meetings between ourselves the QWRG.and the DEH have identified further areas of 
the EIS from Kinhill that need more detail and these are currently being prepared. 
Other than the licencing requirement for a Category 1 operation DEH do not wish to 
duplicate involvement with this application and the do~am application on our own 
property within Ipswich City. 

We would appreciate your Councils advice as to whether you consider that a new 
Extractive Industry Pennit is required because of the now proposed scale of works. 
A copy of the existing Moreton Shire Permit is enclosed for your information. 

Once an agreed final plan is conceiVed by the two State Regulatoey bodies we will 
advise your Council to ensure that the plans are satisfactory to yourselves. 

Hills Crossing Site, 

We would wish to be considered in any plans your Council may have: for the 
development of this site. 

COPY ONLY 
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2.

Enclosed please find a copy of the Video footage as promised, whilst I would appreciate the 
return of the Video there is no rush so please use it as you need to. 

Yours faithfully 

R.G.Bendall. 
Development Manager. 
Brisbane Metro & Gold Coast Quanies. 

COPY ONLY 

73(2)Irrelevant
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FACSIMIJ_E TRANSMISSION 
~ 

' ·.' 

DATE: 4 AUGUST 1995 

TO: _ CSR READYMIX 

ATIENTION: ROWJ.y BENDA!! 

FACSIMILE NO.: 2024899 
SOUTH EAST 

REGION 

FROM: JIM DALE 

Telephone: (07) 224 2928 Facsimile: (01) 224 2933 

NO. OF PAGF.S 
(INCLUDING COVER): 

MESSAGE 
SAPLING POCKET WATERWORKS LICENCE 

Thank you for agreeing to meet wit h Mr No o n a n and Mr Smit h 

to discuss alternatives to the f ull me asure o f t his 

proposal. 

I c onfirm o ur appo i ntme nt f or 9. 30 a m o n Fr i da y 

11 Augu s t o n Flo o r 13. Mi n eral Ho u se . 

Enqu1n11 to: 

Mineral Houae, 4th Floor, 4t George Street, GPO Sox 2692, Bliabane Q 4001 BRISBANE DISTRICT OFFICE 

49-Sch4 - Signature
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DEPARTMENT OF PRIMARY INDUSTRIES 

BRIEFING NOTE 

DATE: 281uly 1995 

REF. NO.: (OurR&: 85671) 

FROM: AIDistria Manager (Resource Management) 

TO: A/Regional Manager (Resource Management), South East Region 
A/General Manager, (Water And Catchment Management) 

SUBJECf: ISSUE OF CONTROLLED QUARRY MATERIAL PERMIT 
CSR/READYMIX SAPLING POCKET 

RECOMMEND~ DON 

It is reconunended that 

• No Waterworks Licence be issued. 

• The Department adopt a policy which recognises that an sand and gravel remowl 
downstream ofWivenhoe Dam be phased out over the next three yean. 

KEY POINTS . 

Sustainability 

The Department of Prilnary Industries has corrunitted itself to the concept of ecologically 
sustainable development as part of its C0Jp01'31e direction. Cwrent thinking is that when 
this concept is applied to riverine sand and gravel the annual sustainable removal should be 
limited to the 'increment' or sediment yield added in from the catchment each year. The 
proposed removals are considered to be very much larger than this amount. 

meet otWivenhoe Dam 

The major aCcumulation of sand and grm:1 into the Brisbane River from natural fluvial 
processes occurs above Wwenhoe Dam by virtue of the size of the upstream catchment and 
the banier effect of the dam. Downstream between Wivenhoe Dam and Sapling Pocket 
natural aggradation of sand and gravel woold be minimal by comparison. All removals 
between the high banks at Sapling Pocket are in effect mining ·the active bed load which can 
only be replaced by excessive bank erosion in another part of the river. 
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\ i 
Consistency in Approach 

In its development of working papers for the management of the resource upstream of 
Wwenhoe Dam, departmental opinion is finning to the view that extractions should be 
commensurate with the sediment yield of the river. 

If the Sapling Pocket proposal was to proceed, it would be difficult to sustain this argument 
in the upstream area. 

BACKGROUND 

Sand and grave! has been removed from the Sapling Pocket area for many years, mostly 
from below the high banks. but more recemJy beyond the high bank and into Summerville's 
property. These operations ~ve already sc:alped the large gravel bars within the two large 
river bends that are part of this licence application. Setting aside the material that might be 
available beyond die high banks howeYa" there is very little material left that can be 
extracted under the provisions of a controDed quarry materials pennit without significantly 
~~the current river flow. 

The proposal to extract 250 000_ m3 /a over twelve yeirs seeks apprcr-181 to completely 
remove these gravel bars to below water level, with a significant incursion beyond the high -
banks into Summerville's property and land currently owned by CSR-Readymix. Two 
large lagoons would ul~ely replace these banks. The applicant has submitted a 
comprehensive proposal to support the licence application, and provided additional detail in 
response to specific queries raised by this office. 

The applicant's submission deals adequate!y with the operational aspects of the proposal, 
but there are still departmental concerns with the removal of active bed loads and 
subsequent increases in stream velocity. 

CONSULTATION 

The applicant has had a number of formal and infonnal meetings with district, regional and 
specialist staff about the progress and detail of its proposal. An undertaking was given to 
provide an answer within a month of our receipt of the latest submission. I have extended 
this date to 4 August. 

Infonnal discussions with Esk Shire representatives (West bank- SummerviDe property) 
suggest that Council will support which ever decision is made. The indications from 
Moreton Shire however are that Council will object to the decision to issue a waterworks 
licence on its side of the river. 

DISCUSSION 

CSR/Readymix is considering a significant upgrade of its Tivoli plant to counter local 
nuisance claims. Without the Sapling Pocket resource, this upgrading would not be viable, 
and if future access were to be denied, tl'.e plant would close with the loss of forty local 
jobs. CSR/Readymix is seeking a timely response either way to progress its planning. 
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OPTIONS 

Three options are apparent 

• Refuse the licenc:e application and don't issue any further CQM pennita. 

Consequences: Local loss of jobs, diffiadties for the company in finding and setting up 
land based resources. Ditliallt for Department of Primary Industries to defend an 
argument of unfair treatment . . 

• .Refuse the licence, but offer CQM permits for a further three years for reducing 
amounts of material 

Col1scquences: Tivoli may have to close eventually but the company will have time to 
plan offitream harvesting. There will be further mining of active bed loads and possibly 
some difficulty in getting the company to fulfil its rehabilitation obligations at the finish. 

• Approve the licence. · 

Co.nsequenc:es: · Department ofPrimary Industries will be compromising its management 
objectives upstream ofWJ.Venhoe Dam given the size and duration of the proposal. 
There will be local objection to the increased heavy road traffic. The decision would 
likely be eschewed by the Brisbane RivC!' Management Group, and attract an objection 
from Moreton Shire Council. 

Option 2 is preferred and if accepted the opportunity should be taken to phase out all 
existing downstream CQM permits over this period. No Controlled Quany Material 
pennits should be issued to new applicants. 

J A Dale 
DISTRICf MANAGER 
RESOURCE MANAGEMENT 
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DEPARTMENT OF PRIMARY INDUSTRIES 
OFFICE MEMO 

Your Ref.: 
Author: J Dale 

DATE: 20 July 1995 

TO: Distribution 

Our Ref.: 85671 (JD:KS) 
Telephone: (07) 224 2937 Facsimile: (07) 224 2933 

FROM: A/District Manager (Resource Management) 

SUBJECT: CQM UCENCE APPLICADON- CSR I READYMIX 
SAPLING POCKET 

COMMENT 

The consultants for the applicant will be meeting with resource management staff on Friday 
21 July to ascertain our response to their most recent submission Subject to our 
acceptance of these details, the applicant has been promised that a decision will be made 
within a month. 

Nonnally such a decision would be made within the district, but in this case it is considered 
that there is a fundamental policy implication riding on the outcome. 

With this in mind the A/General Manager (Water and Catchment Management) has 
requested I convene a meeting to clarify this department's stance given the potential flow 
on implications for other CQM applications within this and other districts. 

This meeting will be convened on 2 August at 2.00pm in the 4th floor conference room in 
Mineral House and you are invited to attend. 

J A Dale 
A/DISTRICf MANAGER · 
(RESOURCE MANAGEMENT) 

G'p-nrm!dalejlcqm 
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SAPLING POCKET WATERWORKS LICENCE 

MEETING 

Present 

P. Noonan, C. Robson, R. Spiers (Department of Environment and Heritage), 
A. Murray, R. Drury, B. Brogan, G. Eades, W. Poplawski, P. Johnston, 
G. Burgess 

2 August 1995 

ISSUE 1 - DEVELOPMENT OF A STATE-WIDE POLICY 

Resolution: 

• There is a pressing need to develop either a broad statement of intent or a set of 
parameters for continued controlled quarry material extractions. 

• Such a document would need to be approved by Cabinet. 

Timing: 

• By 31 October (3 months). 

• To coincide with the release of Department of Primary Industries' position in 
response to the submissions received from the paper 'Sand and Gravel Resources 
of the Upper Brisbane and Lockyer Valleys- A Technical Information Paper'. 

Responsibility: 

Mr Johnston, (could Mr Mortiss be made available to begin collating these 
submissions please?). 

ISSUE 2 - CSR-READYMIX WATERWORKS LICENCE APPUCATIQN 

Resolution: 

• This decision must be consistent with the Department of Primary Industries' 
approach upstream above Wivenhoe Dam. 

• We have an obligation to advise CSR-Readymix of our response by 4 August. 

o.lr_sell_bdo\p_11Tmtdalejlsapling 
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• The application in toto is 'not on' in terms of the volume to be extracted and 
current thinking with regard to sustainability. 

• The concept of phase out needs to be addressed (no objection to the proposal for 
3 years was voiced). 

Timing: 

• On 4 August advise Mr Bendall that 

* the full measure of the proposal will not be allowed 

* Department of Primary Industries would like to discuss lesser alternatives. 

Responsibility: 

Mr Dale to organise meeting with Mr Bendall, Mr Smith and Mr Noonan as soon as 
practicable. (Try for Friday 11 August, 9:30a.m.). 

ISSUE 3 - REASONS FOR REFUSAL OF FULL LICENCE 

Resolution: 

• Department of Primary Industries' reasons for refusal are as follows 

* Sediment balance 

* Water quality 

* Effects on the environmental values of this part of the river 

* Likely inconsistencies with policy development outcomes through the 
Brisbane River Management Group 

* Objection by Pine Mountain Progress Association. 

Timing: 

• Inadvisable to release these to CSR-Readymix before discussing alternatives with 
the company. 

• There needs to be an early consolidation of these arguments. (A current issues 
briefing for the Minister conunissioned by Mr Noonan?) 

Responsibility: Mr Poplawski, Mr Moller. 

Meeting Closed: 4:15p.m. 

o:lr _sell_bdolp_nrmldalej\sapling 
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MINUTES OF MEETING BETWEEN THE DEPARTMENT AND 

CSR- READYMIX.11 OCTOBER 1995-9.30 AM 

A meeting was arranged to discuss CSR's plans to consuuct two on-stream lakes on the 
Brisbane River at Sapling Pocket. The authonsation of these works are subject to the issue of 
Waterworks Licences. Licence applicaticm Nos.56526 and 56527 in relation to these proposed 
works were received by the Depu,tment on 11 April 1994 

Present at this meeting were:- . 

Mr Tim Smith- Regional Director, South East Region. D.P.!., (Telephone Link). 
Mr Peter Noonan- General Manager, Wate~ and Catchment Management, D.P.I. 
Mr Jim Dale- District Manager, Resource Management. Brisbane District, D.P. I. 
Mr Bruce Brogan- Eng.Licencing and Quarry Materials. Brisbane District, D.P.I. 
Mr Tony Howe- Divisional Manager, Brisbane and Gold Coast Quarries, CSR-Readymix 
Mt Rowly Bendall ~ Development Manager, CSR-Readymix 

Mr Noonan opened the m_eeting by advising CS~-Readmix representatives that for a number 
· of reasons the Waterworks License applications would not be approved. He advised that if 

they wished a formal refusal could be given, or on the other hand discussions could take place 
regarding works that the Department may authorise. 

Mr Howe advised the Meeting that he would be happy to discuss alternatives, but would still 
reserve the right to take legal action against the Departm~t' s decision if so desired. Mr 
Noonan agreed that these discussions would not prejudice the Company's right of appeal to 
the Land Court. 

The discUssions then revolved around the extent of extractions that may be considered by the 
Department to be acceptable. Mr Noonan said that the Department would be prepared to 
consider a benching of the two areas under consideration to a level of approximately four 
metres above water level during times of standard releases from Wivenhoe Dam. Mr Smith 
agreed that this approach may be acceptable. 

Mr Bendall replied that this .was totally unacceptable to the Company as most of the valuable · 
gravel deposits were below water level, however as a compromise asked whether extraction 
below water could take place on the condition that the earaction pit be filled to a desirable 
bench level as the operation progressed. Mr Noonan agreed that as long as the area was 
stabilised at a certain level above water level this may be an acceptable alternative. 

Mr Dale advised the Company representatives that revegetation was an important issue which 
should be addressed in any future plans. Mr Smith concurred with these remarks. 

During discussions it became evident that the future of the downstream proposal was 
uncertain due to a recent resurvey of the property which has reduced the area of Crown Land, 
being watercourse. In other words the resurvey has changed the tenure of the land where 
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extractions have and are taking place, from Crown Land to freehold land owned by the 
Company 

MT Bendall advised that The Extractive Industry Permit relating to this site, issued by the 
Local Authonty, allowed extractions only from Crown Land and therefore there was a 
problem that would have to be addressed. 

In summing up Mr Noonan advised that the Company should submit details of the new 
proposal to this Department who would then advise the other relevant authorities of the details 
of· these proposals artd ask for comment. Mr Noonan did not commit the Department as to the 
outcome of any decision on the new proposal. 

Mr Bendall advised that he would arrange for the new proposal to be submitted to this 
Depart~ent for consideration as soon as possible. 

49-Sch4 - Signature
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BC4608.503 

27 June 1995 

Department of Primary Industries 
Water Resources 
4th Floor 
100 George Street 
BRISBANE QLD 4001 

Attention: Mr J Tibaldi 

Dear Sir 

ARA Kinhill Cameron McNamara 

Telephone 107) 368 9228 

Facsimile (07) 368 9229 

RE: PROPOSED OPERATIONS AT SAPLING POCKET~ FURTHER STUDIES 

As discussed, attached is a draft report for a review by Water Resources prior to 
preparation of the final document. 

Please contact me on 368 9201 re further progress with the report. 

Yours faithfully 

David Houghton 
Manager, Environmental Studies 

Enc: 1 copy Draft Report (Rev B) 

c.c. Mr R Bendall, CSR Readymix 

\ 

ll 

49-Sch4 - Signature
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Klnhilf Cameron 
McNamara Pty Ltd 
JICN 0011 865 927 

HI HlllCA ERON Mc __ AM RA 
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These have been sent for: 0 Approval 

0 Quality assurance 

D Construction 

0 As requested 

D For comment 

[J Tender 

f1 Other 

: · Use 

C Preliminary 

~rmation 

Comments ----------------- ~-----------------------

Date _ _ _ ___ _ 

Received by -------~------ ___ __________ Date ____ ___ _ 

DISTRIBUTION: WHITE COPY TO BLUE COPY PINK COPY TC 
RESPONSIBILITIES: RECIPIENT ORIGINATOR 

To be signeti by recipient 
To be retained by recipient and returned to Kinhill, To be sent to Project 

System P1-11 Form P1-11-3 Rev. 1 (6194) to acknowledge receipt Correspondence File 
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":ontact Name: 
Telephone: 
Fax: 
Your Ref· 
Our Ref· 

MrS. Bagraith 
(07) 225 6952 
(07) 225 6765 

SB:TT 

A.D. Murray 
District Manager 
DPI- Water Resources 
GPO Box 2692 
BRISBANE Q 4001 

Attention: Mr J Tibaldi 

Dear Sir, 

Brisbane City 

Brisbane City Council 
GPO Box 1434 
Brisbane Old 4001 
Facsimile 229 1168 

28 April 1995 

PrQposed Extraction Operations at Saplin& Pocket. Brisbane River - CSR Readymix 

Reference is made to your letter dated 1 February 1995 inviting comments from Council 
on the CSR Readymix application for a proposed Waterworks Licence and Controlled 
Quarry Material Permit at Sapling Pocket~ Brisbane River. 

As you are aware Council has a major water treatment plapt at Mt Crosby which is only 
some 20 kilometres downstream of the proposed CSR Readymix operation. The 
extraction operation has the potential to significantly degrade the Brisbane River water. 
quality particularly in respect to river water turbidity and increase the cost of water 
treatment at the Mt Crosby plant. Other threats to Council's operations at Mt Crosby 
may be posed through inadequate management of on-site storage of petrol, oil and other 
chemicals at the proposed CSR-Readymix operation. 

If a Waterworks Licence is to be granted for this site then it is suggested that conditions' 
be imposed on the permit to minimise the risks to Council's water treatment operation at 
Mt Crosby. Some conditions to achieve this goal are discussed below. 

A water sampling programme to monitor turbidity levels immediately upstream 
(baseline) and downstream of the CSR-Readymix operation. The programme to 
continue for the full life of the project and some time beyond the complete 
rehabilitation of the work site's. 

(ecips)G:\data\ip\water\hydro\wp\seqwb\csr.sb 
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- 2 -

The allowable increase in downstream turbidity levels of 25 to 50 NTU suggested 
by Kinhill Cameron McNamara (page 40) would seem to be very high for an 
assumed upstream ambient turbidity level of 5 NTU. A better approach may be to 
develop acceptance criteria in terms of permissible increase in downstream 
turbidity as a percentage of the ambient . turbidity level. It is suggested this 
permissible percentage increase should be kept below 20% at approximately 2km 
downstream from the proposed CSR-Readymix working. 

Any increase in turbidities resulting from the gravel extraction will cause an 
increase in cost of water treatment at the Mt Crosby Water Supply Treatment 
Plant. These costs are listed below: 

Turbidity Range in NTU units 

0 to 10 
10 to 25 
25 to 50 
50 to 100 

Cost per unit NTU increase per 
megalltre of Plant output 

$0.50 
$ 0.25 
$0.15 
$ 0.05 

It is therefore a Council requirement that CSR Readymix be required to meet any 
increase in treatment costs and that this extra cost be assessed using the above 
tabulation, indexed for CPl. 

It is important that compliance with the Permit conditions be monitored by DPI 
Water Resources or a contractor independent of the Licence Operator and penalties 
be defined for any violation of the conditions. Stop Work and Rehabilitation 
Work requests should form part of these penalties. 

The frequency of the inspections should be irregular, unannounced and over an 
extended period average at least once a month. On these visits the inspectors 
should also take the opportunity to inspect for good management of the site with 
respect to .storage of petrol, oil and any other chemicals that may be used by the 
operator. 

The proposed 1:3 batters in the extraction area are considered steep and my lead 
to excessive erosion during flood flows. Slopes of 1:4 or greater may be more 
appropriate. 

Other concerns include:-

The proposal has failed to adequately address the impact on sand cut-off from 
future downstream supply in respect to long term river bed degradation below the 
CSR-Readymix operations. 

The weirs proposed will need to function for a significant period beyond the 
excavation period. Who would fund ongoing maintenance/removal? 

(ecips)G:\data\ip\water\hydro\wp\seqwb\csr.sh 
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- 3 -

The proposed Advisory Body which will consist of CSR Readymix personnel, the 
environment and hydrological consultants and representatives from various 
government bodies and the local community appears to lack a clear charter 
defining its powers and objectives. It may also be appropriate to have an 
Executive Body composed of technical representatives of Department of Primary 
Industries, Environment and Heritage, Brisbane City Council and Esk Shire 
Council to receive recommendation from the Advisory Board and the Monitoring 
Agency. This Executive Body having the power to order cessation of works, the 
imposition of penalties and the implementation of rehabilitation works. These 
issues should be addressed prior to the granting of a Permit. 

The obtaining of bank guarantees for an amount of money that would cover some 
level of rehabilitation and all monitoring expenses. 

Should you wish to discuss these proposals further or propose new alternatives that may 
help to reduce the risk to Councils operations at Mt Crosby Water Treatment Plants 
please contact Mr Jack Clerke on 225 4492. 

Yours faithfully, 

Rod Jackson 
A/Director of Planning and Design 
DEPARTMENT OF WATER SUPPLY AND SEWERAGE 

( ecips )G: \data \ip\ water\hydro\ wp\seqwb\csr .sb 
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Your Reference: 
Our Reference: 
Contact Officer: 
Telephone No.: 

• 
. IPSWICH CI1~Y COlrJNCJIL 

F. 3806/3,6570 L.502387, 502736 MJO:VML 
Rob Hooper 
280 7863 (Yarnanto Office) 

27 Apri11995 

Dear Mr Drury 

Re: Proposed Extractive Industry at Sapling Pocket By CSR-Readymix 

I refer to the proposed extractive industry at Sapling Pocket by CSR-Readymix. 

Following Council's consideration of this matter at its meeting held on the 
26 April 1995 I wish to advise that Council has now received legal advice that new 
Council approvals are required for the proposed CSR-Readymix extraction 
operations at Sapling Pocket covered by Waterworks Licence Application 
Numbers 56526 and 56527. 

Yours faithfully 

Cec'Forbes 
SHIRE ENGINEER 

IMrRJDrury 
District Manager 

HERITAGE CITY 

Department of Primary Industries 
Water Resources, Brisbane District 
GPOBox2692 

_ Please Address All Correspondence to: 
CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER 
IPSWICH CITY COUNCR.. 
PO BOX 191 IPS\VICH QLD 4305 ~RISBANE QLD 4001 
TELEPHONE: (07) 810 6666 • FAX: (07) 810 6731 

***IPSWICH- AN ENVIRONMENT & HERITAGE CONSCIOUS CITY*** 

_j 
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Your Reference: 85656 
Our Reference: F.3806/2, L.502829 MJO:VML 
Contact Officer: Rob Hooper 
Telephone No.: (07) 280-7855 (Yamanto Office) 

Fax: 07 280 7802 

28 April 1995 

Dear Mr Drury 

Re: Proposed Onstream Lakes - Sapling Pocket. Brisbane River 

I refer to your letter dated 27 March 1995 addressed to CSR-Readymix Limited on their Waterworks 
Application No's. 56526 and 56527 to form onstream lakes at Sapling Pocket on the Brisbane River. 

Following Council's consideration of this matter at its meeting held on the 26 April 1995 I wish to 
advise that your comments to CSR-Readymix on its Sapling Pocket proposal have been noted and that 
Council requests to be kept advised of any further developments in this matter. 

Yours faithfully, 

1"""CEC FORBES 
Shire Engineer 

~~ RJD~ry 
District Manager 
Department Primary Industries 
Water Resources 

1 GPO Box 2692 
LBRISBANE QLD 4001 _j 

Please Address All Correspondence to: 
CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER 
IPSWICH CITY COUNCIL 
PO BOX 191 IPSWICH QLD 4305 
TELEPHONE: (07) B 10 6666 • FAX: (07) 810 6731 
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~ ,,. , , . ~ :oueensland , · 
, , rw Department.of 

· Environment and Heritage 

*~--~~--~----~------~----~------~------------------------------------.. . Southeastern Region . . .. 
64-7Q Mary Street · ·Brisbane Queensland • GPO Box 2771 ~BRISBANE OLD 4001 
Telephone (Oi) 224 5520 • Fax (07) 224 5411 . · 

-~~~lrlestu D. -Jones 

T~~e (07) 202 0234 · 

Yourr<Mre~ce'113152 · 

Ourmieronce 1 $61 06 

13. April·1 995 

· Memorandum 

Subject 

. A. bon·, R.egional Manager {QNPWS/CS) . . 

·csR.- Propos.ed extracti.ot1 operations 
at" Sapling· Pocket. . ' 

in response to th·e issues raised in the DPI Water'Resources {DPIWRJ letter of.6 March 
19.95, I advise the 'following:· · · 

Statutory issues: 

·The. Mor~ton StJire. Counc.il has· written to DPI WR objecting to the proposal; advising it 
has· ver.y serious conce·rns over ttie proposed extraction operations and the possible 
need for new Town: Planning Conserit or at ieasr a hew Extractive Industry Permit 
because. of the .variation in the nature anc scope. of the· works. · . · 

· Counci·f has advised that: "Approvals .h.ave been granted previously by Moreton Shire 
. Council: fpr extractive industry'·op_erations on the two parcels of l~:ind . However, the. 
scope ·of work~ fQr -.,yhich approval was originally,'giver, is· to .be ·significantly extended 
under this current proposal". . . . . .. . . . 

The '·amalgarnation of Ipswich ·aFid Moreto:'l C0lJrlcils ha...; .resulted jn the proposed 
extraction .area b~ing bisected by the BrrsQcme .Ril;er· into the . new council areas. of . 
Ipswich City· and Esk Shire. New approvals.from both locaf authorities are no'-"' required 

:by ~PIWR.· · . . . . . . . . 

Water Quality: 

Under tlie provisions of the new' Environmental Protection legislation the proposal must 
be licensed as· an Environmental_ly Relevar.t Activity level1 . 

Genera·J Layout: 

Further to t:nY com.ments in memo of 17. February 1995, the Moreton Shire Council . has 
raised similar conc~rns regarding embankm~mt slop~s. · 

Pro.posed ·Rehabilitation I landscaping Measures: 

No furthe~ comm~nt cah .be. mad~ with~i.Jt'.the detailed rehabilitation. program. 

. . ./2. 
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2. 

Future. Maintenance Responsibilities: 

DPIWR require all future maintenance responsibilities to rest with the applicant through 
conditions of the Licence. No detail is given on licence surrender following extraction 
and rehabilitation works (17 years). Additionally, the matters of future land use and 
management are not addressed. 

Flora and Fauna: 

DEH was requested to comment on the assessment study, not on whether the licence 
should be issued by DPIWR. The study clearly identified significant disturbance to the 
habitat and in-stream biota without providing detail on how the impacts were to be 
mitigated. Without this detail, the level of impact cannot be appropriately assessed, 
thus drawing the conclusion that the works should not proceed. However, this is a 
decision for DPIWR to make. 

land Use I Recreation: 

Licence conditions generally only apply for the duration of the licence. Long term land 
use initiatives are not adequately considered in the proposal and would not normally be 
subject to an expired Water Works Licence or Controlled Ollarry Material (CQM) Permit. 

Extraction Works Effects: 

The ~tudy makes mention of the temperature rn'Jderating effect of riparian vegetation 
overhanging the watercourse. This is the singu!o.rly most important issue as the riparian 
vegetation not only filters water inflow, stabilises the erosion and siltation dynamics, 
and provides essential features of the habitat !>tructure, but it also regulates insolation 
penetrating the aquatic system and reradiation of heat to the night sky. A large shallow 
expanse of water with no canopy protection from sui11ight cr the night sky is subject to 
significant temperature and light variations, resl.ilting in stratification of the water, 
proliferation of light seeking water plants and ~11 inhospitable environment for aquatic 
fauna. 

With respect to the recommendations: 

1. One hundred metre wide buffer zone: 

The extractive operations will subject the riparian vegetation to impacts on both the 
river and the terrestrial fringes. The natural processes of the river cause erosion and 
accretion of the banks resulting in diminution and regeneration of vegetation while non­
natural interference from human activity, vermin and weeds tend to degrade the riparian 
areas. 

The impacts of the extractive operations abu.tting the riparian zone cause : 

removal of coexisting forest types; 
fragmentation of habitat; 

• noise, dust, vibration; 
introduction of weeds and pests (native and exotic I; 
access for human activity; and, 
increased potential for erosion. 

. . ./3 . 

Release

14-203 File D Page 26 of 93

DNRM R
TI D

L R
ele

as
e



3. 

-he 100 metre wide buffer therefore takes into account the fringe effects on each side 
of the river and is the suggested minimum buffer width between activity areas and 
water courses as detailed in the "Exploration and Mining in Watercourses" Guideline 
prepared by the Department of Minerals and Energy. (copy attached as appendix 1 ). 

The guideline identifies the proposed activity as "very high impact potential" for: 

damming or watercourse diversion; 
excavation of or near banks; 
extensive riparian clearing; 

and as "high impact potential" for 

large scale works; 
long term ( > 6 months) works; and, 
significant riparian clearing. 

As part of the State Planning Policy on Nature Conservation, the draft document titled 
"Corridor Guidelines for Nature Conservation" addresses suitable corridor widths in the 
context of land availability and adjacent land uses while suggesting widths greater than 
100 metres are desirable. (copy attached as appendix 2). 

The paper titled "Riparian Zone Management in Queensland and the Northern Territory: 
Policy and Practice" by Paul Sattler, DEH, provides clear guidelines and just1fiGation br 
riparian zone protection and recommends stream buffer widths of 1 00 - 250 metres 
from the top bank of the outer stream channel. (copy attached as appendix 3). 

Recent and proposed amendments to legislation in Queensland concerning pro-tection of 
riparian lands suggest that new legislation will determine the land use options for all 
riparian zones including those areas that previously had no protection whatsoever. 

A 1 00 metre wid'3 buffer each side of the river channel is therefore reasonable for the 
protection of riparian vaiues. 

2 . Cessation of Works on the northern end of Sapling Pocket: 

It is uncertain what approvals were granted for this activity. DPIWR should advise on 
the permits pertaining to the area. 

The Extractive Industry Permit issued by Moreton Shire permitted excavation dow!1 to a 
level of 2 metres minimum above normal river height with the area of extraction limited 
to the Crown land adjacent to Portion 495. The Extractive Industry Permit was issued 
in accordance with these parameters and did not include excavationtion to or below 
water level. The approvals for the· Summerville's land again were for extraction from a 

· speci'fic area, to a depth of not lower than 4 metres above normal river height. 

3. Measures to protect the riparian zone: 

As the proposed extraction activity will remove a significant portion of the existing 
riparian zone with the threat of destabilising the remaining vegetation, outright refusal 
of the licence application must be considered. 

 
Des 
District Manager (Centl'al Moreton) 
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2~ March 1995 

The Readymix Group 
CSRLimited 
P0Box25 
IPSWICH QLD 4305 

Attention: R G BendaU 

Dear Sir 

PROPOSED ONSTREAM LAKES · SAPLING POCKET, BRISBANE R!VER 
WATERWORKS LICENCE APPLICATION NUMBERS 56526 AND 56527 

The Environmental and Hydraulic Assessment Studies which your Company submitted to . 
support the above waterworks licence applications have been assessed by this Department and 
other relevant agencies. As detailed below, serious concerns have been expressed in relation to 
the pot entiat environmental impacts of the proposal, and further information would be needed 
before a final decision on the licence applications could be made. 

You should be aware that supplying the further information requested does not imply that the 
licences will be issued. Compelling evidence to show that the proposal will not cause 
unacceptable environmental impacts would be needed for approvals to be given. . 

Following is a summary of the further information required. This Department is prepared to 
meet with your representatives and your hydraulic and environmental consultants to discuss 
these requirements. Such a meeting can be arranged by contacting Mr John Tibaldi on 2:4 
2724. 

1.0. Proposal Justification and Evaluation of Alternative Options 

As discussed at a recent meeting with you at ::\ambour, it would also be of assistance 
to the Department in its deliberations if infonnation could be provided regarding the 
economic significance of the material proposed for extraction, alternatives for 
obtaining this material from other sites and the economic impacts and implications of 
refusal of the licence applications. 

2.0 Lonl Authoritv Requirements 

It is strongly recommended that relevant approvals from the new Ipswich City 
Council and the Esk Shire Council be sought as s<;>on as is practical to allow your 
application to be further considered by this Department. 

Enquirie• to: Mr J Tibaldi Telephone: (071 ~24 2724 Your Ref: Our Ret: 85656 WATER RESOURCES 
BRISBANE DISTRICT 

Mineral House, 4th Floor, 41 George Street. GPO Box 269.2. Brisbane Q 4001 
Telephone (07) 224 2928 Facsimile (071 224 2933 
sapling• 
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3.0 Hydraulic Modtl 

3.1 Sensitivity Analysis 

The estimates of velocity contained in the report are somewhat higher than expected, 
especially for the lower flows. 

A possible explanation for the high estimates of velocities is the assumed distribution 
of flow between the main channel and the overbank sections of the River. The report 
has adopted Mannings roughness coefficients of0.040 for the main channel and 0.070 
for the overbank sections. A sensitivity analysis of the relative roughness between the 
main channel and the overbank sections may indicate more suitable flow distributions 
and estimates of velocities in the main channel that are more realistic. 

The assumption of flow distribution between the main channel and the overbank 
sections is important in the design of the proposed weirs. The present configuration 
may underestimate flow in the overbank sections, whilst overestimating the carrying 
capacity of the main channel. Additional sensitivity tests need to be conducted using a 
hydraulic model in regard to the relative roughness of main channel and overbank 
sections. Ranges of roughness coefficient from 0.030 to 0.080 could be examined in 
combination for both the main channel and the overbank sections. 

3.2 Failure to Adequately Model Proposed Weirs 

The proposed weirs A and B are central to the proposal, and yet it appears that they 
have not been properly taken into account in the hydraulic model. Figure 4.4 in the 
report shows unusual water surface profiles ~ith water levels increasing downstream 
over several hundred metres for the two, five and ten year ARI events. This seems to 
indicate that the cross section inputs into the hydraulic model are too widely spaced 
around the proposed weirs. Cross sections immediately upstream, immediately 
downstream and at the weir itself normally need to be input to properly model the 
effect of weirs. This issue needs to be addressed. 

It also appears that the flow breakout at the weirs has not been adequately modelled 
for dry weather flow and for the two to ten year AR.l events. It is also unclear 
whether the flow separation routine in HEC2 was used. Both of these issues need to 
be addressed. 

4.0 Sedimentation 

The proposal is likely to have a major impact on the transport of sediment in the 
River, and yet the report has provided little comment on this issue. A fluvial process 
model needs to be used to determine how areas of the River upstream and 
downstream of the site will respond to the extraction. The impact of Wivenhoe Dam 
which has deple~ed the sediment supply in this reach of the River needs to be 
accounted for in these investigations. · 

Release
14-203 File D Page 29 of 93

DNRM R
TI D

L R
ele

as
e



It is quite likely that the bed will tend to erode to find a new equilibrium when the 
works are complete, and this important issue needs to be addressed. 

5.0 Overall Stability of the Finished Works 

The report has not adequately examined the overall stability of the finished works. 
The stability of the following areas needs to be investigated and, if necessary, erosion 
protection works need to be included as part of the overall proposal. 

5.1 Upstream Areas 

An increase in the water slope at the entrance of the proposed lakes will increase the 
power of the River to erode its bed. This type of erosion may occur up to several 
kilometres upstream of the site. The possibility of such upstream erosion (also 
referred to as headcutting or "knick point" migration) needs to be examined, and if 
necessary remedial measures to combat these effects are to be outlined. 

5.2 Downstream Areas 

It is expected that aggradation will occur in the lakes due to a large decrease in 
velocity during flood events. As a result the downstream reach will be sediment 
deficient, thereby upsetting the sediment transportation-supply equilibrium. The 
River will then tend to cause degradation/erosion downstream of the lake in order to 
satisfy this deficiency. These issues must be examined and addressed. 

5.3 Proposed W 2in 

It appears that the proposed weirs are designed for a two year ARI event, with a head 
drop of0.2 m and 0.9 m for Weirs A and B respectively. However the modelling 
results show that up to 2m of drop is possible. (See Section 4.3.6). This issue needs 
to be addressed. 

Also, the weirs are located at the direct path oi"knick point" migration and this 
process cannot be modelled using HEC2, as most of the erosion is done by 
secondary/eddy flows. This issue needs to be addressed. 

5.4 Critical Areas at Adjoining Propertie~ 

With the proposed change in the flow alignment during high flows, the areas in the 
vicinity of Cross Section 4 (Left Bank), Cross Sections 20 and 21 (Right Bank) may 
be vulnerable to bank erosion (refer to Figure 3.5 of the report for locations). 
Depending upon the· stability of the bank -. some protection may be necessary. 
This issue needs to be addressed. 
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5.5 Narrow strips of Land proposed between the Lakes and the Existing Low 
Flow Channel 

Whilst these parcels of land are left unexcavated for their conservation values, the 
stability of these areas must be questioned during the passage of any subsequent 
floods as these areas lie in the path of maximum velocity. This issue needs to be 
addressed. 

5.6 Batter Slopes 

A justification for the batter slopes proposed needs to be provided. 

6.0 Proposed Rehabilitation/Landscaping Measures 

The aims of the rehabilitation of the proposed lake banks are not specifically stated, 
but the inference is to have planting densities and plant species which reflect the 
existing vegetative cover. This is not appropriate as rehabilitation should occur to a 
standard which promotes stable river banks and creates viable habitats for flora and 
fauna which is in keeping with the undisturbed native vegetation of the site. 

A rehabilitation program needs to be submitted which details a planting strategy to 
achieve an appropriate riparian vegetation zone around the entire lake frontages. 
Behind this zone there should be a buffer of at least 30 metres of vegetation which is 
native to the area and reflects the remnant species present on site. 

Additionally, it is not acceptable to use a weed species (Rhodes grass) to stabilise the 
batters as specified in the report. 

The rehabilitation program should also include details for excluding stock from the 
works area entirely. If this causes problems \\ith access for stock for water then 
provision for offstream watering or for dedicated watering access to the River should 
be provided. 

7.0 Topography and Landscape Features 

Following completion of the proposed work. the finall~mdform and stream form 
should be such that the River retains its basic characteristics. These characteristics 
are represented in Figure 3.5 of the report which details existing rapids, pools and 
runs between the rapids. The proposed arrang:ment on "Sapling Pocket" would 
appear to be satisfactory as it does not greatly change the low flow path or form. but 
creates a lake/backwater off the main channel. However the proposed final form of 
the "Sommerville's Land area" would produce an area which is significantly different 
from the existing channel by creating a large on stream Jake, where previously tha'e 
were rapids, runs and pools. This is not acceptable and an alternative proposal needs 
to be submitted which retains the existing rapids, pools and runs of the normal flow 
channels at both locations. 
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8.0 Em:! 

The section on tlora contained in the report lacks supporting evidence for claims of 
areas of lesser or greater significance of conservation value. There is need for reasons 
for reaching these findings to be further presented. 

9.0 Fauna 

The Nature Conservation (Wildlife) Regulation 1994 does not list the short-necked 
tortoise (Emydura signata) in any of the categories under the Act. Therefore there is 
no specific management plan in place for this species. There is however a duty of 
care to ensure that there is as little impact as possible upon all species present on the 
site. A fauna management plan to outline proposed actions to manage these impacts 
needs to be presented. 

Platypus (Ornithorhynchus antinus) is declared a 'Common Wildlife' for which the 
Act states a Declared Management Intent which 'includes ensuring governments have 
regard to the special cultural significance of the wildlife and the management· 
requirements needed to conserve existing populations of the wildlife'. Therefore all 
due care should be taken to ensure the platypus identified on site are not threatened in 
any way by the proposed operation. This issue must be addressed. 

10.0 Environmental :Management Plan (EMPl 

If this project is to proceed there must be specific management plans developed 
which spell out exactly what is proposed to be done, including timing, materials.. plant 
species, maintenance and all other matters such that some measures of success can be 
determined and monitored. Details of some of the major components for this plan 
follow. It is suggested that a framework and more detailed guidelines for the 
development of an EMP could be obtained by contacting the Department of Minerals 
and Energy in regard to their environmental management system (EMOS/Plan of 
Operations). 

10.1 Future Maintenance 

All responsibility for future maintenance of the site will be with the waterworks 
licence holder, and not with the Department of Primary Industries as stated in the 
report. A plan specifying how future maintenance of the works is to be addressed 
must be submitted. Specific emphasis must be given to providing a maintenance 
program for the works proposed to "flush" the lakes. 

10.2 Contingency Plans 

As failure of the weirs or bunds, or the severe deterioration of water quality in the 
finished Jakes may have major adverse environmental impacts, contingency plans to 
address these issues should be contained in the EMP. 
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10.3 Monitoring 

A plan for monitoring water quality, stability of bed and banks, flora, fauna and 
habitat creation must be presented. The plan should include details of remedial 
measures should monitoring indicate unacceptable impacts. 

I trust the above will be of assistance to you in proceeding with your licence applications. 
Please contact John Tibaldi if you need any further assistance. 

Yours faithfully 

B/C: Esk Shire Council 
PO Box 117 
ESK QLD 4312 

B/C: Moreton Shire Council 
Locked Bag No 1 
YAMANTO QLD 4306 

49-Sch4 - Signature
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FACSIMILE TRANSMISSION 

DATE: 

TO: 

ATTENTION: 

FACSIMILE NO.: 

FROM: 

\~ A?R\L \qq,s-

e-~~K R£F\\)I M\.)<.. 

R._ \St:_~J:)ALL 

2_()'":)_ 4-&q__C\. 

--..)_ \\\SA LD\ 

Water Resources, Brisbane District 

SOUTH EAST 
REGION 

Telephone: (07) 224 2928 Facsimile: (07) 224 2933 

NO. OF PAGES 
(INCLUDING COVER): 

MESSAGE Fol...LOwlr-JG 

01 

Enquiries to: 

occA S '-O ,._j S 

Mineral House, 4th Floor, 41 George Street, GPO Box 2692, Brisbane Q 4001 

Telephone 1071 224 2928 Facsimile {071 224 2933 

WliH 

CAr-J 

BRISBANE DISTRICT OFFICE 

49-Sch4 - Signature
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QueensJand Department of Environment and Heritage 
Southeastern Regional Office • 56-62 Mary Street • Brisbane Queensland • GPO Box 2771 • BRISBANE OLD 4001 

Telephone (07) 224 5641 ·Facsimile (07) 225 8723 

Enqu1ries to!·fr Don 
Telephone ( 07) 224 7075 

Your reference 8 56 71 

Our reference 11315 2 

Mr A.D. Murray 
District Manager (Brisbane District) 
Water Resources 
Department of Primary Industries 
GPO Box 2692 
Brisbane Q 4001 

Dear Sir 

28 February 1995 

Re: Proposed extraction operations, Brisbane River 

Your letter of 19 Jan~ary 1995, and my discussions with Mr John 
Tibaldi refer. 

Attached are comments on the assessment study for the proposed 
Sapling Pocket extraction operations from the Region's 
Conservation staff. comments from the Environment Division are 
still in preparation. I have asked that they be completed as soon 
as possible, knowing that your Department is keen to complete 
assessment of inputs from other agencies. As soon as the comments 
are available, I will have them brought to your office. 

Yours faithfully 

Alan~ 
Regional Manager 
Queensland National Parks & Wildlife 
service/Conservation Strategy 

southeastern Region 

49-Sch4 - Signature
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·-. ·. 

.,J March 1995 

The Readymix Group . 
. . · CSR Limited . 
- P0Box25 •· · · ... 

IPSWICH QLD 4305 · · 
,, 

. .. _ .. , 
· · ·: . , I'>· 

Attention: R G Bendall 
. . .... :-

Dear Sir 
.. 

'· ' . 
.. .,·· 

· .. · . . 

. -~- . 

... ... . .. --~ .. 

... -. -.; 

;, <;' ' . '• ' : .'. · .. _ 

; · _ _ , · .. ; . 

... ,• .. _: ,, 
. ·. .. 

· . . ... 

~ . 

. PROPOSED ONSTREAM LAKES- SAPLING POCKET, BRISBANE RIVER . 

. WATERWORKS LICENCE APPLICATION NUMBERS 56526 AND 56527 . . 
--~-- . ' ..... 

. ~- . 

. .. ..: 

' ., + .. ,, .: . ~- ' • . ; • • ' • ; • --~ : .; '~ •• 

The Envirorunentat and Hydraulic AsSessment Studies which your COinp~y .submitted to 
support the above waterworks licence applications have been assessed by this Department and 
other relevant agencies. As detailed below, serious concerns have been expressed in relation to 
the potential environmental impacts of the proposal, and further information would be needed 
before a final decision on the licence applications could be made. · · - · 

·, .•. .:- .. 

You should be aw~e that supplyiiig the further i~orination requested does not imply that the 
licences will be issued. Compelling eVidence to show that the proposal will not cause 
umicceptable environmental impacts would be needed for approvals to be given. : 

Following is a summary ~fthe further information required. This Department is prepared to 
meet with your representatives and your hydraulic and environmental cOnsultants to discuss · 

· these requirements. · Such a meeting can be arranged by contacting Mr John Tibaldi on 224 
.. 2724 . . 

1.0. PropoSal Justification and E~aluation of Alternative OptiO~s . 

... · 

•' 

2.0 . 

. . 
As discussed at a recent meeting with you at Nambom, it would also be of assistance 
to the Department in its deliberations if information CQuld be provided regarding the 
economic significance of the material proposed for extraction, alternatives for · 
obtairung this material from other sites and the economic -impacts and hnplications of 

. . ; refusat of the licence applications. · · ·· ·· ', · ,, .I 

·. ..;- . ., "{~~-~ ' •. · ..... 
- :.· -.·.:. 

. · .. It. is stro~gly ~ecommend~ tru.:t relevant approvals from th~ ne\\r Ipswich City 
Council and the Esk Shire Council be sought as Soon a8 is practical to allow your· 
applicatio~ to be further considered by· this Department. · · ·, ·. 

·.·· .. , ·,: 

Enquiries to: Mr J Tlbaldi Telephone: 107) 224 2724 Your Ref: Our Ref: 85658 WATER RESOURCES 
BRISBANE DISTRICT 

Mineral House, 4th Roor, 41 George Street, GPO Box 2692, Brisbane a 4001 
Telephone (07) 224 2928 Facsimile (07) 224 2933 
saplinga 
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3.0 Hydraulic Model 

3.1 · . S~~sitivity Analysis · -

_ The estimates of velocity. contained in the report are somewhat higher than ~ectCd, 
, ·_. ·. · especially for the lower_ flows. · . · · - · 

\' 

A pos~ible explanati~it for the high .estimates of velocities is.the assu'med distribution · 
of flow between the main channel and the overbank sections. of the River. The report · 

~ - · haS adopted Mannings roughitess coefficients of0.040 for the main channel and 0.070 -·· 
~· · for the overbank sections. -A sensitivity Bnalysis of the relative -roughness between the 

· main chaimel and the overbank sections may indicate more suitable flow distributions · 
and estimates of velocities in the main channel that are more realistic. · ... 

. _ · The assumption of flow distributio~ ~een the main-channel and the o~erbank · 
sections is important in the design of the proposed weirs. The present configuration 
may underestimate flow in the overbank sections, whilst overestimating the carrYing ·:_· 

·. capacity of the main channel Additional sensitivity tests need to be conducted using a 
hydraulic model in regard to the relative roughness of main channel and overbank 
sections. Ranges of roughness coefficient from 0.030 to 0.080 could be examined in 
combination for both the main channel and the overbank sections. ·.. ~- · · 

: ·, 

3.2 Failure to Adequately Model Proposed Weirs 

The-proposed weirs A and Bare central to the proposal, and yet it appears that they 
have not been properly taken into account in the hydraulic model. Figure 4. 4 in the 
report shows unusual water surface profiles with water levels increasing downstream 
over several hundred metres for the two, five and ten year ARI events. This seems to 
indicate that the cross section inputs into the hydraulic mOdel are too widely spaced 
around the. proposed weirs. Cross sections immediately upstream, immediately 
downstream and at the weir itself nonnally need to be input to properly model the 
effect of weirs. This issue needs to be addressed. . 

·,-.. • 

It also ·appears that the flow breakout at the weirs h~ not been adequately modelled . 
for dry weather flow and for the two to ten year ARI events. It is also unclear ~ . _ 
whether the flow separation routine in HEC2 was used. Both of these issues need to 

·. be addressed.' 
. ' ·· . , .. .. ..· 

~- · 

·· · , 4.0 ·· ·· Sedimentation .-......... 
. . ·· .. 

,, • I • • • 

· The proposal is likely to have a majoi- impact on the tr~sport of ~iment in the . · · 
,. River, and yet the report has provided little comment on this issue. A fluvial process · 
' . model needs to be used to determine how areas of the River upstream and . . .. .. .. ,_ . 
. - _downstream of the site will respond to the extraction. The impact ofWivenho~ Dam 

which has depleted the sediment supply in this reach of the River needs to be 
accounted for in these investigations. 
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I ;· •. 

.. ·-.' 
.!: .. 

1 • ~- ' ' 

' .. · .. 

5.0 
\' . . 

' ~ . 

It is quite likely that the bed will tend to erode to find a new equilibrium when the 
works are complete, and this important issue needs to be addressed. -

. . 
~---_ · .. :." 

' /. 

. . . Th~ 'report has ~~t ~dequately ~ the ov~r~ll stability. of the finished works. 
. . ' The stability of the following areas needs to be investigated and, if necessaiy, erosion ~- . : 

· .. - protection works need to be included as part of the overall proposal . . , ·: .. _ .. · 
I ' . •' ~ , . -~.·::,~;•;·.:_\ ' ''· ,_;,.'· : • , ·- ' .· ..... ~. ,. • : . • • ., : ~ ; ·.· • 

- ·.- ' ... · · ' 5.1 -: · Upstream Areas ' '·~ . . >_ ·.:-- ·_ -~ -: ?: ~'- .. ·. '~' ·-.' ., ... ,. · -· ·' •· ... i ··· ,_. _ . 
.. .• , ., • • • ~·r 

' .. ·:· · .... · .. ~~ - .. ~.; ' _·,._. -~· . ,v: ::. -~·~ -/ .· .···!. . ; -~ .(';" 

' . .. ·.: kt i~crease in the.water slope at th~ ;ntr~ce ofthe ·p~o~sed lakes will increaSe the ' 
. . power of the River to erode its bed. This type of erosion may occur up to several . '. .. 

kilometres upstream ofthe site. The possibility of such upstream erosion (also _ . 

, · ., . 

: referred to as headcutting or "knick 'point" migration) needs to be ex&mined, and if 
. necessary remedial measures to combat these effects aie to be outlined. · ·· 
. . . ·-"'. ' '. . ' : . :. ' . . ·: . . : ' ._ :. ; _ ; ' . . ·. . . . . ~' : . . 

5.2 _ Downstream Areas . 
~ ~' • -. • ·.,'<: -, . ' 

It is expected that aggr~dation will OCCU:r in the lakes due to a large decrease in : 
' velocity during flood events. As a result the downstream reach will be sediment 
deficien~ thereby upsetting the sediment transportation-supply equilibrium. The 
River will then tend to cause degradation/erosion downstream of the lake in order to 
satisfy this deficiency. These issues must be examined and addressed. 

5.3 Proposed Weirs 
·. -.. . 

. ' . - . 
· It appears that the proposed weirs are designed for a two year ARI event, with a head 
drop of0.2 m and 0.9 m for Weirs A and B respectively. However the modellirig · 
results show that up to 2m of drop is possible. (See Section 4.3.6). This issue needs · 

.. to be addressed. _. . - .. ' . . . . .. . ; '' ' ' . : . . 
. ~· . -. 

"; .·. 

Also, the weirs are located at the dir~t path of "kruck point" migration and this 
process cannot be modelled using HEC2, as most of the erosion is done by _ 

· secondary/eddy flows. This issue ne~s to be addressed.· . - ... 
I ~~ · '. ,( 

-. :' " 5.4 : · Criticat A.:CU at Adj~ining P~operties ' . .. 
. . 

~ .r ••• · - - · • • •• • ~- . • . • • - ~-: 

. . -~-- ~ . ,.: .. ·: ·;." 

·-·:',·: • With the p~oposed change in the flo~ -alignnient during high flows, the areas in. the .. .. 
.. ,, ~- · ·vicinitY of Cross Section 4 (Left Bank), Cross Sections 20 and 21 (Right Bank) may ·· ·. 

·_. · be vulnerable to bank erosion (refer to Figure 3.5 of the report for locations). _ ~-' · 
· · .. ·· . ·: Depending upon the stability of the bank wi. some protection may be necessacy. · , . ·. 

·This issue needs to be addressed. ;~· · ·· - · · · · · -' · 
·.· . 

'·. · • • · • ~!·.• 

.... ···":" . 

'? . · ·- · · .. .. ._.-
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.:·.·_ · 

·. ~r 
. 't,· 

6.0 

.· ,··. 7.0 

5.5 Narrow strips of Land proposed between the Lakes and the Existing Low 
Flow Channel 

.. , 

Whilst these parcels of l~d are left unexcavated for thek cons~~ation val~es, the 
. stability of these areas must be questioned during the passage of any subsequent . 

floOds as these ·areas lie in the path of ffiaximum velocity. This issue needs to be · · 
addressed. · · ~ ' . .. ' ' . ,. · · .. , : . 

-, \"' .; '," ' '. ,•,• ' I:·· , · 

5.6 · :_ Batter Slop~ . . · <> ·. :. · < ·:. · · <:. : ~ .."-> ;.·. .· . 
. . ... , . ~ . ' 

~·. . 
·; . 

. ~ '. . 

• . .. · 

'. .· ~-;~ . ' .· .. -.· ... . ' •' ~ 

· , A justification fo~ the batter slopes proposed n~eds to be provided.': · > .. : . '~ . 

/. .·.· .• · . • • . t•' • . ~ . . ·' ... . . ~ : . .. . - ~. . . . . . ~ . . 
· · Proposed Rehabilitation/Landscaping Measures . . , 

The ai~s ofthe rehabilitation ofthe.pr~posed lake banks.ue not specific8lly stat~, 
but the inference is to have planting densities and plant species Which reflect the .: . 
existing vegetative cover. This is. not appropriate as rehabilitation should occur to a · 
standard which promotes stable river banks and creates ·viable habitats for flora and · 
fauna which is in keeping with the undisturbed native vegetation of the site. · 

A rehabilitation program needs to be submitted ~hich details a plantitlg strategy to . . · 
achieve an appropriate riparian vegetation zone around the entire lake frontages. · 
Behind this zone there should be a buffer of at least 30 metres ofvegetation which is 
native to the area and reflects the remnant species present 0:"- site. ; . 

Additionally, it is not acceptable to use a weed species (Rhodes. grass) to stabilise the 
batters as specified in the report .... · · .. 

The rehabilitation program should also include details for excluding stock from the 
·. works area entirely. If this causes problems with aecess for stock for water then 

. · ... provision for offstream watering or for dedicated watering access to the River should 
~ provided. , .. ·. . . · · ·· 

· . .. ,.: 

, Topography and Landscape Features 
. . 

Following completion of the proposed work,· the final landform and stream form . · 
· should be such that the River retairis its basic characteristics. These characteristics .. 
. are represented in Figure 3.5 of the report which details existing rapids, pools and · 

. . ~ 
·. : runs between the rapids.' The proposed arrangement on "Sapling Pocket" would 

.· -~ ·. ·, appear to be satisfactory as it does not greatly change the low flow path or form, but ·'.· · 
•. •• • . . c . creates· a ·take/backWater off the miUn channel. · However the proposed final form of · . 

· the ~Sommerville,s Land area" would produce an area which is significantly different · 
from the existing channel by creating a large on streamlak.e, where previously there 
were rapids, runs and pools. This is not acceptable and an alternative proposal needs 
to be submitted which retains the existing rapids, pools and runs of the normal flow 
channels at both locations. · 
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·~ ·., 

:_ . . · · 

8.0 
;'- '•. 

· .. , · The section ~m flora contained in the report lacks supporting eVidence for claims of 
areas of lesser or greater s1gnificance'of Conservation value. There is need for reasons 

· ··. ··:, for reaching these findings to be further presented. ·· ,··: : · ~ · , 
. ,. .. ~ "' . . ,; .c.. ·., . J ' . ·• . . : ··._. :- · 

',. ' , .. •· . , · . . ~ 

9.0 .. · ·Fauna ·· ·.· .·'_ :. : :· · ·' '·. · ..... · .. _. , 
• ' '· :-. ' .; .• ·, -"~ \. • ... '( '.. ' ~· ••. • •• ' . • • • • -~· -. .. ' -.. • •! 

. ,,_ . ·· ... · · · The Nature Conselvation (Wildlife) Regulation t994 d~ not list th~··short-necked . · 
,.·; .. · ~: . · tortoise (Emydura Signata) in any of the categories under the Act. · Therefore there is , · · 

' ' \ : 

. , ·· . no specific management plan in place for this species. There is however a duty of · . ' · 
. · , · . · care to ensure that there is as little impact as possible upon all species present on the 

site. · A fauna management plan to outline propoSed actions to manage these impacts 
· . needs to be presented. . . . · ·- · . . . 

• ,' -, • -,, _. , . ,• • ' , , ' · ' '\ •,' ' , II t. 

I _... • • • • • • • • ~ ~ ~. • . • ' 

··"' . . Platypus ( OrnithorhynChus anti~us) is declared a 'Common Wildlife' for which the 
Act states a Declared Management Intent which 'includes ensuring goveniments have 
regard to the special cultural significance of the wildlife and the management 

. requirements needed to' con5erve existing ·populations of the wildlife'. Therefore all 

. due care should be taken to ensure the platypus identified on site are not threatened in 
any way by the proposed operation .. T_his issue_ must be ~ddressed. · . 

10.0 Environmental Management Pbm CEMPl · ... 

.q• .... 

' ' . >-:.,, 

. If this ·project is to proceed there ~ust be specific management plans developed 
which spell out exactly what is proposed to be done, including timmg, materials, plant 
species, maintenance and all.other matters such that some measures of success can be 
deteimined and monitored.' Details of some ofthe major components for this plan ... 
follow. It is suggested that a framework and more detailed guidelines for the 
. development of an EMP could be obtained by contacting the Department of Minerals 

.... ; and Energy. in regard to their environmental management system (EMOS/Plan of 

. ' Operations). > · · .. · · · 

. 10.1 Future Maintenance . 
··, . 
··. '· 

All responsibility for fu~re nmint~nance of the site will be with the waterwo;ks .. 
· · · licence holder, and riot with the Departrrient ofPrimary Industries as stated in the · · 

'"· . report. A plan specifying how future maintenance of the works is to be addressed 
. .. ... must be submitted.· Specific emphasis must be given to providing a maintenance · 

.: · . 

' · :_. program for the ~orks proposed to -~'flush" t~e lakes. · · · · · . 

, .. 

··.· . 
. •· .... _ . 

·· .. : 
···- ~ · : 

. ·-'· 

'·· : <. • 

. · .. As failure of the ~eirs or bunds, or the ·~~ere deterioration of water quality in the 
finished takes may have major adverse environmental impaCts, contingency plans to · ·' 
address these issues should be contained in the EMP. 
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'·, 

. . -~ ~ 

' . 

. 10.3 , Monitoring 
~~ ·-- .- '., 

·A pta;,_-for molutoring water quality,- stability of bed and banks, flora, fauna and ·--­
_ habitat creation must be presented. -The plan should include details of remedial 
measures should monitoring indicate unacceptable impacts. ' . . . . 

.• . ·: ~~· . ~-

... ' .:·: # · , ·~· ·"'· · ---~ - ··· ·-·· ... · . . ·':.- ;' .-J :~ - ~· ( 

-. :" · 1 trust the above Will b~ of assistance to you in proc~ing with your licence aPPlications. ·-
. . ·.· Please contact John Tibaldi ifyou need any further assistance . . -- _.- . . ·-:: ·:: ._,. · 

' ·. ;;0~~~>. . < f ••• <•. < < ·:: ' : • • • • • > ••. ,\,;;; <' . 

:- ._ 

.... . 

. ., . ~-- . ' . •: ( "· 

B/C: 
~ . . . . 

Esk Shire Council 
POBox 117 
ESK QLD 4312 

. . -. 

B/C: . · Moreton Shire Council 
Locked Bag No 1 -. 
YAMANTO QLD 4306 

, ~-- •, 

'· 

. ·. 
' ! _,_· :-__ ,' 

. . ;· ·_,_ 

_ ..... . 

·. ~ 

-~- ,. 

-·::1 .. . 

-.' · . · , 
. --... ~- . -.. _ _ ... '• . 

. ... -

~ :,-: 

·-- --~ .. . .- . . .. ' .. -... -" 

.. ,_._ , . .-
__ ; __ •,;,, ·-· :·- . 

. ..... . ,_. · ·. ·.· ',.( 

•. ,·· 
~. .. . . ~. 

-·· ·.: 
·-' • ' = . •' ~ 

.. .. -· 
~-. ·- - ~- - ~-

·._ .. 

· ·--· 
. ,.· 

.. 
- . --:. :~ 

.-.: .. _. .-. 

·:···: ' _ .. 
·, ··--~ .. 

... :-
',, 

; ' 

.-.. .-... · . 

- ~ - -

. ·· . 

. . ·. 

.. : ·· 

;~ :, 

·- -.,· 

- -·· i.• -. 
.' 

-· , 
....... . ,: . ... . ~ ' - > 

.·. :·...: 
.. _ 

;· ~. 

- ~, 

,·· ·:·,;_· . 

• -1 : 

!•'; 

- · . >· . 
~ - - -. •' . ' ~ .. -

• <:. •• 

·' ' .. : 

'' 

' ' . ,, ·. 
·:.. 

·- ;. .-· .. • 

. ·.·'· 
.- .... . -

. -·· ., 
·'• 

49-Sch4 - Signature
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Setting the Standard 

The Readymix Group 
CSR limited 
A.C.N. 000 001 276 
Mt. Crosby Road 
Tivoli QLO 4305 
Australia 

LbtP n:=.~ or- C.() ,t.,zes. l'o1:J/J~ Box 2s 
Ipswich QLO 4305 

/2£" J' ff1P LIIVC J'o C~f' 't- Telephone (07) 281 2944 
.['U ,t.r ~~~LV I LJ:.E~ . Facsimile (07) 202 4899 

rt~t.4/· tf-EY€L rfec71'1'1/6 L.JI7H L).CI..J /(/6 c<) 

~ e-1' /"'V£ /flOdVL /9Z~. p,r/1/A-FVCn<f"L 

11"1 r'UC...+-rrort ~e7Po-A-T Pt+l'UlA ISE aa-;~ 
;6y ~.:J.-5'r~. /Z~r 49-Sch4 - Signature
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•' 

23rd February, 1995 

Mr R. G Bendall 
Development Manager 
The Readymix Group 
P.O. Box25 
Ipswich Old 4306 

Dear Rowly, 

co 

rom~i of."PruMNH t:;cU::>Tnl.;s l 

' 
~PTY.LTD. 

A.C.N. 061 002 3'37 

"Escape to Adventure·---. 

Thank you for the time given to me by Clarry Hoffman and your self during our 
recent meeting and tour of your operations. I found our discussions most informative and 
wish to congratulate you on your efforts in ensuring that CSR's extractive operation on the 
upper reaches of the Brisbane River are conducted with the aim of minimum impact to the 
riverine environment while maintaining an efficient and cost effective operation. 

It is unfortunate that owing to time restraints for television segments, that my original 
interview on the 7.30 report was edited and that CSR Readymix appeared to be the main 
offender or culprit in the past damage or future threat to the river. I also truly believe this 
was not the ABC's intention either ,as the overall aim of the segment was to highlight the 
damage done in the past and the very real threat to its future by all operations. Some of 
which have never shown or are likely to (with out considerable pressure) any concerns for 
the impact their operations have on the surrounding and downstream environment and eco 
- systems. I deeply regret that the one company (CSR) that is attempting to 'do the right 
thing' appeared to be the only villain. Perhaps one day I can assist in setting the record 
straight. 

My unedited interview would show that I said and do honestly believe that extractive 
mining plays an important roll in our economy and is vital for the progress and building of 
our country, but all such activities should be done with respect and minimum impact to our 
environment. Also for the record, I at no stage mentioned your company and all filming was 
done from the river for which we have a permit. The only place we landed and filmed was 
the section just down river from Hills Crossing which was not being worked at the time. This 
section was used as an overall example as it was readily accessible and was used on 
weekends by the general public, in particularly children. As it was neither signposted as 
private property or had any warning signs concerning safety or the danger of the banks 
collapsing and fulfilled our requirements in general of the main method of extraction which 
is proven to be the most damaging to the river eco system. This site was also selected 
because it could not be readily connected with any particular company from its television 
image. 

My desire to protect and preserve this river and its eco system (and my reason for 
appearing on the 7.30 Report) is based on the belief that enough damaged has been done 
already. The Brisbane River is one of the oldest rivers on earth (500 million years) and 
besides being Brisbanes water supply, its value to the people of Sth East Queensland for 
sport recreation and tourism afld sheer natural beauty and abundant exotic wildlife far out 
way its use solely for extractive mining. I do honestly believe there is a need and room for 
both but neither one at the expense of the other. 

P.O. Box 340. Lutwyche. Qld. 4030 Phone: (07) 359 3486 
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.... 

I also believe we are both aware that the pressure to develop the upper fresh water reaches 
of the Brisbane River from industry will increase as existing areas on the lower reaches are 
worked out or closed down due to pressure from environmental groups or government. 
Since the 7.30 Report, overall public awareness on the threat to the river has increased and 
numerous conservation groups are now taking an interest in the preservation of the upper 
reaches and its eco systems. I feel that CSR's and your effort in conducting your operations 
will meet with favourable response and the success of the rehabilation projects we 
discussed will result in CSR being used as a positive example of how such extractive 
industry can indeed work on and be of a long term benefit to the upper Brisbane River. 

In the near future our company will be conducting a workshop on the upper reaches 
comprising of a two day kayak trip from Wivenhoe Dam to Kholo, This work shop will be 
attended by representives of various Government Depts, Councils, Conservation Groups 
such as Greening Australia and Tourism Industry representives with the view of both 
preserving the river and developing its potential for sport, recreation and tourism. Areas up 
for discussion will include such topics as Current Use, previous ecological damage, wildlife 
habitat preservation, Government Grants and Funding available for rehabilitation projects or 
developing existing camping and picnic facilities Developing a low impact eco tourism 
strategy and hopefully establishing the best canoe trail in the world. I feel that as CSR is 
currently the largest company involved in extractive mining and is the only one to 
commence effective rehabilation and environmental preservation of its existing works and 
area inherited through mergers etc. That not only should you be given the opportunity of 
putting your case but the workshop would also make an excellent forum for your company 
to display its environmental ~wareness. I would therefore like to invite you or a 
representitive of CSR to partake in the workshop. I will contact you in a few days by 
telephone to discuss the workshop. and will keep you posted on developments as the 
workshop is finalised. 

In regards to the matter of a key to allow us access to the river via your road access, I would 
like tore interate that this key would be used to gain emergency access to the river in the 
event of and accident and would only be used during an emergency situation after hours 
(eg weekends public holidays) We are more than happy to sign an agreement stating the 
above and releasing CSR of any liability, we would also guarantee never to lend the key or 
allow access to unauthorised personnel to or through your land or leases. 

Once again , I thank you for the time and the tour of your plant and look forward to your 
assistance in ensuring that the development of the upper Brisbane River is not only 
ecologically sound but meets the requirements of the wildlife, the people and industry. 

Kind Re~ds 

 

Steve Parsons 

COPY ONLY 
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14 . 2. 95 

John Bisset 
Queensland Canoe Federation 
P.O. Box79 
Sherwood 
Q. 4075 

Dear John 

Th• Readymix Group 
CSR limited 
A.C.N. 000 001 276 
Mt. Crosby Road 
Tivoli OLD 4305 
Australia 

PO Box 25 
Ipswich OlD 4305 

Telephone 107) 281 2944 
Facsimile (07) 202 4899 

Shown below is the suggested sign we are to have made and erected upstream 
of our haul road bridge at Sapling Pocket. If you consider the sign is suitable 
please advise what Federation Logo you would wish us to put on it as well as 
the size and position that the logo should be on the sign. 

DANGER 
BRIDGE AHEAD 

DISEMBARK AND PORTAGE UNDER BRIDGE 
RECOMMENDED 

'LOGO OF QUEENSLAND CANOE FEDERA110N.' 

Yours faithfully 

R. G.Bendall. 
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10 . 3 . 95 

Vim Balachandran 
The Shire Engineer 
Esk Shire Council 
P.O.Box 117 
Esk. Qld. 4312 

Dear Vim, 

Re:- CSR Readymix Lease Area from Summerville & Bemitt 
Lot 2 RP 131238 Parish of Sahl County of Stanley 
Waterw()rks Licence application 56527 April1994 

The R11dymix Group 
CSR limited 
A.C.N. 000 001 276 
Mt. Crosby Road 
Tivoli OLD 4305 
Australia 

PO Box 25 
Ipswich OLD 4305 

Telephone (07) 28 1 2944 
Facsimile jb7) 202 4899 

Further to my telephone conversation with you this week and our planned meeting at 11 am on 
Tuesday 21st. March 1995 at the Esk Shire Office I wish to confinn the pwpose of the 
meeting. 

CSR Readymix and its wholly owned subsiduary Sellars Holdings have for the past 30 years 
extracted sand and gravel from side and point bars within Crown Land in the defined bed and 
banks of the Brisbane River. 'Ibis extraction of material has taken place under the authority of 
a Controlled Quarry Material Permit or a Waterworks Licence issued by the Water Resources 
Commission. Royalty is paid to that Conunission on a monthly basis. 
Moreton Shire Council issued an Extractive Industry Permit in relation to the Extraction in 
1978 and it was renewed in 1988. A Road Maintenance~ is paid on an annual basis to 
Moreton Shire. This whole operation and the operation of the Tivoli crushing and screening 
plant is now under threat because of pressure group media contact and it's political effect 

I wish to explain to your Professional Staff and your Council the reality of the situation as it 
exists at Lot 2 RP 131238 Parish Of Sahlin order to ensure that a balanced judgement is made 
in relation to the application currently before the Water Resources Commisssion . 
This application has been outstanding for some twelve months. 

I will bring to the meeting the relevant details and correspondence in relation to the proposal 
and I look forward to meeting with you then. 

Yours faithfully 

R.G.Bendall. 
Development Manager. 
Brisbane Metro & Gold Coast Quarries. 

COPY ONLY 
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KINHILl CAMERON McNAMARA 

BC4608 

DH/sv 

9 September 1994 

The District Manager 
Water Resources -Brisbane District 
Department of Primary Industries 
41 George Street 
BRISBANE QLD 4001 

ATTENTION; Mr Bruce Brogan 

Dear Sir, 

RE; WATERWORKS LICENCE NUMBER 56526 and 56527 

Kinhill Cameron McNamara 

Pty ltd 

ACN 009 865 927 

299 Corcnation Drive 

PO Box 1197 Milton 

Queensland 4064 Australia 

Telephone <07) 3689228 

Telex AA41529 

Facsimile 107) 368 9229 

Please fmd enclosed three (3) copies of a report on environmental and hydraulic 
assessment studies for the proposed extraction operatons at Sapling Pocket by CSR 
Readymix. 

Should you have any queries in regard to the above please do not hesitate to contact 
me on (07) 368 9201. 

D Houghton. 

enc - 3 Reports 
Ao film copies (3 x) 

lliNHILL 

49-Sch4 - Signature
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-·· 

Your Ref.: 

DEPARTMENT OF PRIMARY INDUSTRIES 
OFFICE MEMO 

Author: Mr John Tibaldi 
Our Ref.: 85656 (JT:AL) 

Telephone: (07) 224 2724 Facsimile: (07) 224 2933 

DATE: 6 March 1995 

FROM: District Manager (Water Resources), Brisbane 

TO: Regional Manager (Water Resources), South East 
General Manager (Water Resources) 
Mr Glen Moller, Overview Planning Group, Water Resources Division 
Dr Wai Tong Wong, Water Quality Group, Water Resources Division 
Mr Robert Ayres, Surface Water Group, Water Resources Division 

SUBJECT: PROPOSED ONSTREAM LAKES 
SAPLING POCKET, BRISBANE RIVER 
WATERWORKS LICENCE APPLICATION 
NUl\1BERS 56526 AND 56527 

COMMENT 

Attached is the proposed response to CSR, Readymix in relation to the above Licence 
applications. 

John Tibaldi wi11 contact you shortly to arrange a meeting to discuss this draft response. 

A Murray 
DISTRICT MANAGER (WATER RESOURCES), BRISBANE 

49-Sch4 - Signature
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9 March 1995 

The Readymix Group 
CSRLimited 
P0Box25 
IPSWICH QLD 4305 

Attention: R G Bendall 

Dear Sir 

DRAFT 

PROPOSED ONSTREAM LAKES - SAPLING POCKET, BRISBANE RIVER 
WATERWORKS LICENCE APPLICATION NUMBERS 56526 AND 56527 

The Environmental and Hydraulic Assessment Studies which your Company submitted to 
support the above waterworks licence applications have been assessed, and further information 
is required prior to this Department making a decision on the applications. 

The information required is summarised below, and this Department is prepared to meet with 
your representatives to discuss these requirements. Such a meeting can be arranged by 
contacting Mr John Tibaldi on 224 2724. 

Local Authority Requirements 

Relevant approvals from the new Ipswich City Council and the Esk Shire Council need to be 
obtained prior to the issue of the Licences. 

Hydraulic Model 

Sens;tivity Analysis 

The estimates of velocity contained in the report are somewhat higher than expected, 
especially for the lower flows. 

A possible explanation for the high estimates of velocities is the assumed distribution of flow 
between the main channel and the overbank sections of the River. The report has adopted 
Mannings roughness coefficients of0.040 for the main channel and 0.070 for the overbank 
sections. A sensitivity on the relative roughness between the main channel and the overbank 
sections may indicate more suitable flow distributions which may lead to estimates of 
velocities in the main channel that are more realistic. 

Enquiries to: Mr J Tibaldi Telephone: (071 224 2724 Your Ref: Our Ref: 85655 
Mineral House, 4th Floor, 41 George Stre.et, GPO Box 2692, Brisbane 0 4001 
Telephone (07) 224 2928 Facsimile (07) 224 2933 

WATER RESOURCES 
BRISBANE DISTRICT 
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1 he assumption of flow distribution between the main channel and the overbank sections is 
important in the design of the proposed weirs. The present configuration may be 
underestimating flow in the overbank sections, whilst overestimating the carrying capacity of 
the main channel. Therefore additional sensitivity tests must be conducted on the HEC2 
hydraulic model in regard to the relative roughness of main channel and overbank sections. 
Ranges of roughness coefficient from 0.030 to 0.080 to be examined in combination for both 
the main channel and the overbank sections. 

Failure to Adequately Model Proposed Weirs 

The proposed weirs A and B are central to the proposal, and yet it appears that they have not 
been properly taken into account in the hydraulic model. Figure 4.4 in the report shows 
unusual water surface profiles with "kinks" for the two, five and ten year ARI, and this 
anomaly needs explanation. 

It also appears that the flow breakout at the weirs has not been adequately modelled for dry 
weather flow and for the two to ten year ARI. It is also unclear whether the flow separation 
routine in HEC2 was used. Both of these issues must be addressed. 

Sedimentation 

The proposal is likely to have a major impact on the transport of sediment in the River, and yet 
the report has provided little comment on this issue. A HEC6 model or similar must be used 
to determine how areas of the River upstream and downstream of the site will respond to the 
extraction. The impact ofWivenhoe Dam which has depleted the sediment supply in this 
reach of the River must also be accounted for in these investigations. 

It is quite likely that the bed of the existing Brisbane River will tend to erode to find its 
equilibrium when the works are complete, and this important issue must be addressed. 

Overall Stability of the Finished Worl<s 

The report has not adequately examined the overall stability of the finished works. The 
stability of the following areas needs to be investigated and, if necessary erosion protection 
works need to be designed for construction as part of the overall proposal. 

Upstream Areas 

An increase in the water slope at the entrance of the proposed lakes will increase the power of 
the River to erode the River bed. This type of erosion may occur up to several kilometres 
upstream of the site. The possibility of such upstream erosion (also referred to as headcutting 
or "knick point" migration) must be examined, and if necessary remedial measures to combat 
these effects are to be outlined. 

Downstream Areas 

It is expected that aggradation will occur in the lakes due to a large decrease in velocity during 
a flood event. As a result the downstream reach will be sediment deficient, thereby upsetting 
the sediment transportation-supply equilibrium. The River will then tend to cause 
degradation/erosion downstream of the lake in order to satisfY this deficiency. These issues 
must be examined and addressed. 
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-· 
Proposed Weirs 

Adequacy of protection for Weir A and Weir B. 

It appears that the proposed weirs are only designed for a two year ARI event, with a head 
drop of0.2 m and 0.9 m for Weirs A and B respectively. However the HEC2 modelling 
results show that up to 2 m of drop is expected. This leaves the weirs very vulnerable to any 
larger floods, and must be addressed. 

The weirs are located at the direct path of"knick point" migration and this process cannot be 
modelled using HEC2, as most of the erosion is done by secondary/eddy flows. This issue 
must also be addressed. 

Critical Al'eas at Adjoining Properties 

With the proposed change in the flow alignment during high flows, the areas in the vicinity of 
Cross Section 4 (Left Bank), Cross Sections 21 and 20 (Right Bank) are vulnerable to bank 
erosion (refer to Figure 3.5 of the report for locations). Depending upon the stability of the 
bank, some protection may be necessary. This issue must be addressed. 

Bunds between the Proposed Lake and the Existing Low Flow Channel 

Whilst this parcel of land is left unexcavated for its conservation values, its stability must be 
questioned during the passage of any subsequent floods as it lies in the path of maximum 
velocity. Additionally there is no justification for the batter slopes chosen. These issues must 
be addressed. 

Proposed Rehabilitation/Landscaping Measures 

The aims of the rehabilitation of the proposed lake banks are not specifically stated, but the 
inference is to have planting densities and plant species which reflect the existing vegetative 
cover. This is not appropriate as rehabilitation must occur to a standard which promotes 
stable river banks and creates viable habitats for flora and fauna which is in keeping with the 
undisturbed native vegetation of the site. 

A rehabilitation program must be submitted which details a planting strategy to achieve an 
appropriate riparian vegetation zone around the entire lake frontages. Behind this zone there 
should be a buffer of at least 30 metres of vegetation which is native to the area and reflects 
the remnant species present on site. 

Additionally, it is not acceptable to use a weed species (Rhodes grass) to stabilise the batters 
as specified in the report. The rehabilitation program should also include details for excluding 
stock from the works area entirely. If this causes problems with access for stock for water 
then provision for offstream watering or for dedicated watering access to the River should be 
provided. 
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Topography and Landscape Fentures 

Following completion of the proposed work, the final landform and stream form should be 
such that the River retains its basic characteristics. These characteristics are represented in 
Figure 3.5 of the report which details existing rapids, pools and runs between the rapids. The 
proposed arrangement on "Sapling Pocket" would appear to be satisfactory as it does not 
greatly change the River flow path or form, but creates a lake/backwater off the main channel. 
However the proposed final form of the "Sommerville's Land area" would produce an area 
which is significantly different from the existing channel by creating a large on stream lake, 
where previously there were rapids, runs and pools. This is not acceptable and an alternative 
proposal must be submitted. 

The section on flora contained in the report lacks supporting evidence for claims of areas of 
lesser or greater significance of conservation value. If such claims are to be made and believed 
there is need for reasons for reaching these findings to be presented so that it does not appear 
to be convenient for the proponent. 

Fauna 

The Nature Conservation (Wildlife) Regulation 1994 does not list the short-necked tortoise 
(Emydura signata) in any of the categories under the Act. Therefore there is no specific 
management plan in place for this species. There is however a duty of care to ensure that 
there is as little impact as possible upon all species present on the site. A management plan to 
outline proposed actions needs to be presented. 

Platypus (Ornithorhynchus antinus) is declared a 'Common Wildlife' for which the Act states 
a Declared Management Intent which 'includes ensuring governments have regard to the 
special cultural significance of the wildlife and the management requirements needed to 
conserve existing populations of t.he wildlife'. Therefore all due care should be taken to 
ensure the platypus identified on site are not threatened in any way by the proposed operation. 
This issue must be addressed. 

Environmental Management Plan (EMP) 

The information presented in this chapter of the current report is generally higher level 
concepts and parenthood statements. If this project is to proceed there must be specific 
management plans developed which spell out exactly what is proposed to be done, including 
timing, materials, plant species, maintenance and all other matters such that some measures of 
success can be determined and monitored. Details of some of the major components for this 
plan follow, ..,\-\-"'-o-.>~1-. ~""t... bM€: ~"'"\ro"'--.A"'- - ........ ':::,L--A S:l\~e..-lli/10~[ ~""''1 
o.,..,\.M.. ••'•~' v~ol~\.~~ ... i.., ;""-J · ..... J~ ... e.t ~ n . .J , \ 
l ... .sc,. \ ...., • q,.,. ""' <1><-.. ...,..;e --.s..l 
Future Maintenance 

All responsibility for future maintenance of the site will be with the waterworks licence holder, 
and not with the Department of Primary Industries as stated in the report. A plan specifYing 
how future maintenance of the works is to be addressed must be submitted. Specific emphasis 
must be given to providing a maintenance program for the works proposed to "flush" the 
lakes. 
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Contingency Plans 

As failure of the weirs or bunds, or the severe deterioration of water quality in the finished 
lakes may have major adverse environmental impacts, contingency plans to address these 
issues should be contained in the EMP. 

Monitoring 

A plan for monitoring water quality, erosion, flora, fauna and habitat creation must be 
presented. The plan should include details of remedial measures should monitoring indicate 
unacceptable impacts. 

I trust the above will be of assistance to you in proceeding with your licence applications. 
Please contact either myself or John Tibaldi if you need any further assistance. 

Yours faithfully 

AD Murray 
DISTRICT MANAGER 
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FACSIMILE TRANSMISSION 

DATE: r 1 

TO: 

ATTENTION: 
SOUTH EAST 

REGION FACSIMILE NO.: 

FROM: 
Water Resources, Brisbane District 
Telephone: (07) 224 2928 Facsimile: (07) 224 2933 

NO. OF PAGES 
(INCLUDING COVER): 

\M\'L\6:~ R.E:ruS~L. OF= \H.E. W.C..~Nc..E. A.f>?L\c_A.\\ON, HOvJEVE~ 

:I: t>~A.w '"10\.J~ P...\"\E~\\ON \0 i'-'\."1 LE:-r\ ER... OF 

b M A Rc.r\ BE l-Ow . 

f\ ~o , F\ ~ 0\ ~C....05 SE. D > or F\c...'E.~ OF DE\-\ C.ou\....£:) ~t 

Cf:'\LL~C \D APPe.A K \ N \t'\'E. LA~ D c.D u ~T \\:) .su?P~ ~ 

"1 o \.,)R- De?~ R\Mtr-JT':S R..Ac::.COr"\IV\t..ND A'TlON.S \F \"""H..~ 

Enquiriel to: 

!. One hundred metre wide butTer zone. 

This condition implies outright refusal of the Licence application. While this 
Department is prepared to take this action on your Department's advice, refusal of the 
Licence application could be appealed by the Licence applicant in the Land Court. 
Accordingly, could ,you advise whether your Depanment is prepared to support this 
action in the Land Court. Also could you please supply some background information 

· explaining how this one hundred metre width was adopted and how it might relate to 
existing extractive industry, cultivation practices and subdivision arrangements along the 
River. 

Miner• Hou1e, 4th Floor, 41 George Street, GPO Box 2692, Briebane Q 4001 BRISBANE DISTRICT OFFICE 

Telephone (07) 224 2928 Facsimile (07) 224 2933 

49-Sch4 - Signature
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Dear Sir ... . · ·': .. 

. .. · . 
. . -· .. ..... _-.. 

, - ,;_ , 

_.: ,. 

~ ·> ... 

·. '· · 
.,. , . . _ ' .. .· . 

:··.·- _.:_· '· .· ~ .' .- . - ·1.·:~-- -~ ~ .: ~--- ·. ::-~ . /'," .:· ··' ·.· .:. l . _·_ - . ·_ .:-_ .' . ·· .: 

CSR- PROPOSED EXTRACTION OPERATIONS ·; .. · 
AT SAPLING POCKET ON THE BRISBANE RIVER ·.· ,-:·· · : 

. __ , / . -~- .. 

·,·_ 

._ .. ' 

. ~ ~-- . 
... .. . 

. .. .... . . 
-· ·. · . 

-,. : 

. ~ . ..: . 
Thank you foryour comme~ts relati~g to the abov~. This Department's action in relatio~ to 
your comments are summarised below. Further information has and will be requested from · . 

. the Licence applicant and will be forWarded to your Department when available. . .. 
-,:·. 

; ) :·· . . .. .,.; ; ': . - .. --~- J '.:... . . . ' .. 
:·,~ I 

, • . 

' . __ ;_ . -~-- ~ 
,·: 

:- , . . 
·.·-_; . 

·. -: .-. , _ . . ·. 
The Moreton Shire Council has provided comments on the proposal. · Approval from both the 

·' · new Ipswich City Council and t_he Esk Shire Council is required pri~r to issue of the Licences. 
; .. .-"-~ 

Water Qu.ality . ·_,· · 
,· 

' I ~. ' ... 
' . ,• 

Turbidity issues are being ~ddressed sp·~~ifical1y by the Brisbane City Council. · I ~nde~~ta~d 
. that they are developing a water quality testing program for ~he proposal. . · : ·.· · .. , . 

. ~ . ~ . ' . ·. : . .- ', .... ' ( .. . . '· 

. . 
General Layout • , . 

.. : • ' . . ·. . , t' , 

_. -·.· 

These &Spe.cts are being .investigated b.y hyd~aulic, engineers within the D~partme~t 6fPrir:nary . _. , , 
. ·; -~.' .. Industries ... your concerns regarding the overall stability of the proposal and the maintenance . . : :·: ' 

. . .. ·. issues with the proposed flushing. pipes have been noted. Further information is being ·:··. · ·· · 
... : ' : ., .. :_~ requested from the Licence applicant in regard to these issues . . · ·:· _ _;- ·. · }.: . :_'.'·:: . . 

,,:·. - . !. .• .-- ~.---) __ ~- • -, •·· ~- i. • ..._. ' l . ~- ·· · .;..~-(,f: ;~·-ic"j _ , --~--
,.. : ~- :~ .. -- .. -~. :: •• •• ~- ~- - : ,.-._ ._. ' :·:.'-~ :. _ _;."-'< • ~'~~ -· ~ ' - ' "' · ! .. _;; · . . . 

... · Proposed Reha.bi.Ut~ti~~tLandscapin.g Measures· . . .... .·::. :·_.. . :. · · 
· •• ~' - ·i"'.. ~,.> ~--·-:· ··;~.-.-:·'· ·.-.. . ,·, .. ~'!·' :~ : . ·'_ ~ ·,• I · • • 

, '•T ·.-,_,, . ' 1 ' • ' ;· • .'- • ·, .:· . .., ,_·;.,__·: · .c·; l 1 · ' ·. ·, / .• • ' 

,' , A detailed rehabilitation program is to be requested from the Licence applicant. This will be ·.' · } . . 
.. , . . : forwarded to your Department for comment when available. . · · .. · . . ' · 

, ' • ~' _~: ' .• ' . : ~ • :v: ' i , ,_ ,,. 

.. ~; . 

'• f. · • 

. ,• .. . ,.•, -. 

Enquiries to: Mr J Tibaldi Telephone: (07) 224 2724 
Your Ref: 113152 Cur Ref: 85656 

:, ._._.,.. 
~ .. -~ 

Mineral House, 4th Floor, 41 George Street, GPO Box 2692, B.nsbane a 4001 
Telephone (07) 224 2928 facsimile (07) 224 2.933 · 

. '.;. ~--- .· . ~ . . 

' · 

WATER RESOURCES 
; BRISBANE DISTRICT 
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Future Maintenance Responsibilities 
.; '· .. ·.·_ .' 

.-: . : All future maintenance responsibilities will b~ with the Licence applicant.-_. Thl~ will be oovered 
_-' . : by conditions on the Licence if a Licence is issued. A contingency plan to account for . ,_ '·; '- ·· 

-·:.· · · . potential problems is to be requested from the Licence applicant. This Will be forwarded to _·.· ·· . · 
-· --- :. ·. - . your Department for comment when available.''' '·.-, ·- · ~-· - · · . ; · ·. :\' . · .. - _ . 

~ '· ·.. . ·:, . , ; ' -~ ~ . ' . . .., . .. .. ' ~--· - . . . . .• ' -. . 
.• ·~· -~- ·'·~ ••. • --- - ~- >•.1 ~-.-. ... ..• :: . • ·\. i"'~ ... 

. -: ;- ... -~ . ·- . -;·.~ ..\ . ~ -:: ::i. '\ .,.. ·--~-- . ·:, 
; 'I , :· · , ... : ' \ A ' . , \ •• ' ·: ' 0 ·' ' • -., ~ •/. ~ ·, ' 

. . . . ' ... ~ - -, . .~ .. :: . 
0 .,•. _, ; .~·:'it'', ' ,._·: -i_' ·~ -·····~-_.;. · · .. -~ .• -•'.: :~ .. ,' ' ,' : ?·' .. o. J,, ~ o 'o : •• , O,A ~ o -~--~ • ,:'· .-~ 
· . _.- ~ ·,. · - · Your comments are noted, however it is unclear whether or not you are requesting that the · ___ _ 

· ·-· -. Licence be refused cin the issues you have raised or whether' you require further information ' _ ·._' 
.. - · .-. . -_;- on these issues. _Would you please clarify your oonurients in this regard. ':·:. _ ·, _ :·. - . . 

·,· .... ·:.· ... -'~','I ':::-~> ' :-'. ':~·~·· . : ....... ;_.' , · ' .i -~,: •' _ _., ~ i ·, '·.··/ ·-~;,.~'- ;• ,.· -> • ~;"; '··. ~.'-'' · • . ~. -.:, .. _' ~--'·;,•,:.' ...... • ,'.(~- _;: ' ' • 

Land Use/Recreation 
;· ·..' ._· ... ...:- ~ ... -.. : .. ·: --_ ... _ ... 

,_.:-_-. .. .. 
your ~~·ents regarding stock acce'ss have been noted and Will be covered by conditions on . -. . 
the Licence if a Licence is issued. •· Your comments regarding recreational activities indicate ·. ·. _: -·. 
that such activities should be actively discouraged at this site. ·Accordingly specific Licence ' · 
conditions can be applied as specified by your_ Department. . • , 

. -
Extraction Works Effects - , · .. . -, 

... __ ' 

See General Layout comments. _ · . . -· . ..., 

Overall Management Strategy 
•'. t 

.:-. 

Your comments have been -noted with regard to the Advisory Panel, and it is agreed that this 
_ structur~ ~ill be adopted should such -~ panel be formed .- · · . . ·. 

- _. ... , ... -· . >: .. 
, , .- ~: . ,-, ,- • :: ; • • .• • r .'. • • .. •. , • - -. .. ,_ • 

Recommendations .. - .: . 
··' 

·.-.-· 
( 

1. · -. One hundred metre wide buffer zone •. ·. ·,_ -_ .. 
. .,_· -. . ;. . -

\. 

':. ~ . - . 

This condition implies ~utright refusal ofthe Lic~nce application. While this --:. 
·• · .· Department is prepared to take this action on your Department's advice, refus.al of the _ _ · 

, , Licence application could be appealed by the Licence applicant in the Land Court. 
-·-. . _ Accordingly, could you advise whether your .Department is prepared to support this . 

·. - action in the Land Court. Als~ co.uld you please supply-some background information 
. explaining how this cine hundred metre width was adopted and how it might relate to '· . 

~ :---. 

. . · . _ existing extractive industry, · cultivation practices and subdivision arrangements along the : 
· · _River. · . .-: .<· -' .... : .. -· · -f;·, _, - - .-. ·- .- '' -' ·. . .,: .--- _ • 
.. ( > • • -;,• . • :~ ·_ ;.:i.: • .. • ! . ~·- •. -. ' • ~ . -

-, · 2~~- --- Cessa~ion -~f~~rb.on -t~~, N~;th.er~ ~-nd of.Sapling~~-~ket~ · .. '. · '~, ·· - ·. ~- - , __ ·· ··· . 
,. 

. , It ~s ~ugg~sted that /sit~ -~-~et~-~~ ~~-~~ang-ed,_to- ;nv~~tigat~ the w~rk~ ~o which you · · 
refer. John Tibaldi of this office will contact you shortly to arrange this meeting. _ 

3. 
- -

Measures to protect the ~iparian zone. . ... . ~· . 

· Any me~sures suggested by your Department c~m be imposed ·as conditions on any 
issued Licence. It should be noted however that such conditions can be appealed in the 
Land Court by the Licence applicant. Release14-203 File D Page 56 of 93
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~ .' ' 

~~. -~ - ... '. 
·' 

.. -..; 

· .-.· 

Please contact me ifyou have any queries regarding the above, otherwise Twill fon.vard to you 
: further information from the Licence applicant as it becomes available . 
• ........ _ '.-•· · .; _.. •t · ··' 

... ,.,._ 

:- '. 

• • t--. •. 

I ': ;," ~- ~ :,-.. _(~·:.. . 

·,· .. 

;···.':,\ '· 
,_ : .. /vC~.,Murray ·:··:-

_ D~S~CT __ N~G_ER 
:.-.' ... 

~ . :."· .. - ~ · -· -: •.. . 
:··. 

:._ .. 

-; . •. - ~-

·'· . .. , ~-- ... 

·, ... 

. :: 

.. ·• 
. ~ '-c •' 

·- , . -

... .. . __ : 

·, · . . 

' •.-

·.' · . 
•\ ' , . .. 

'· 

;.· , : 

. • ' 

.--·· 

-·> 
i': 

... _, 
·.' . ~· . 

49-Sch4 - Signature
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Enquiries: 

Telephone: 

Ref: 

Mr. R. Hooper, 
(07) 280-7855' 

Warwick Road, Yamanto 
Locked Mail Bag No. 1 Yamanto 4306 

Telephone: (07) :Z80 7888 Fax: (07) 280 7802 

6570, 1124/35, (L.413983, 414185, 406123) 

22 February 1995 

District Manager 
Department of Primary Industries 
Water Resources 
Brisbane District 
GPO Box 2692 
BRISBANE QLD 4001 

Attention: Mr. J. Tibaldi 

Dear Sir, 

Re: Readymix Group 
Controlled Quarry Material Permit Application 

Saplina Pocket - Brisbane River 

I refer to your letter of 8th December, 1994, enclosing a copy of the study report on 
Proposed Extraction operations at Sapling Pocket by CSR-Readymix, and requesting 
advice as to whether it is in accordance with Council requirements. 

This matter has now been considered by Council and in reply I wish to advise that 
Council objects to the proposal as it has very serious concerns over these proposed 
extraction operations. Furthennore, Council is presently seeking legal advice as to the 
need for CSR-Readymix to obtain new Town Planning Consent or a new Extractive 
Industry Pennit because of the variation in the nature and scope of the works on the site. 
You will be further notified when this advice is received. 

Yours faithfully, 

CD FORBES 
Shire Engineer 

MAMcN 

ALL COMMUNICATIONS TO BE ADDRESSED TO THE CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER 

49-Sch4 - Signature
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Queensland D~part.ment of ~nv.lroi1rn~nt and Heritaqe 
Southeustem a~glonal Office • 56-62 Mary Street • Brisbane Queensland • GPO Box 2771 • BRISBANE OLD 4001 

Telephone (07) 224 5641 • Facsimile (07) 225 8723 

Enquiries loMr Don 
Telephone ( 07) 224 7075 

Your reference856 71 

Our reference 11315 2 

Mr A.D . Murray 
District Manager (Brisbane District) 
Water Resources 
Department of Primary Industries 
GPO Box 2692 
Brisbane Q 4001 

Dear Sir 

28 February 19'95 

~: Proposed extraction operations, Brisbane River 

Your letter of .19 Jan~ary 1995, and my discussions with Mr John 
Tibaldi refer. 

Attached are comments on the assessment study for the proposed 
Sapling Pocket extraction operations from the Region's 
conservation staff. · comments from the Environment Division are 
still in preparation. l have asked that they be completed as soG>n 
as possible, knowing that your Department is keen to complete 
assessment of inputs from· other agencies. As soon as the comments 
are available, I will have them brought to your office. 

Yours faithfully 

·
Alan Don 
Regional Manager 
Queensland National Parks & Wildlife 
Service/Conservation Strategy 

Southeastern Region 

49-Sch4 - Signature
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The :leadymix Group 
CSR limited 
A.C.N. 000 001 276 
Mt. Crosby Road 
Tivoli Cll.D 4305 
Australia 

PO Box25 
Ipswich OLD 4305 

Telephone (07) 281 2944 
Facsimile (071 202 4899 

..)o 1-h\J [~"~~4'1' 01<1 J.!f)MPC/Z;; 

7Hf ~ (...-u Y -u.;.4N'1'GtJ /~..e'cS 1'1-vVd 

/J/t.q-NC.fft::.[ C.~r--r ~'"/1/Vtf- IN /If~ 

.£vtJr-rt3'1c .. -S ~c~ ,P"oL£...1)(..,•./t,vC, e'}(7'~rl 

t.d tHCr-1 &f' .ult~ / '1/c do,vEF. 

f'l(o ~ud... -rrft5:;.t.. /f-c:7·,CJ;V ul'll'~ yo(..c 

"/I# /1/k ,.~# /,i'O,-,J,-l./ A-76 ~tft.il ,-u:.6. 

eo/'Y o;; ?.e77C-d /.:::;:;A- y~tt,.e. /:::'/~. 

With Compliments  
49-Sch4 - Signature
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13. 2. 95 

Mr. S. Paroon.s 
Wilderness Escapes 

Qld. 4053 

Dear Steve, 

ne Readymix Group 
CSR limited 
A.C.N. 000 001 276 
Mt. Crosby Road 
Tivoli OLD 4305 
Australia 

PO Box 25 
Ipswich OLD 4305 

Telephone (07) 281 2944 
Facsimile (07) 202 4899 

Re: Nfuttern rliscu§sed nt sib m~ting Tivo~i 20. X.95 

Further to your visit to oUi" Tivoli Plant and the subsequent site inspection we wish to ~dvise 
you of progrnss on the various matters dlscuss~d and agreed at that meeting. 

• the need for retaining tr~t; branches and vegetation on watern edge for wildlife refuge has 
'been passed on to the various regulatory authorities who control the way we leave a site. 

... W L'"lling aign for r.anoeists upstream of the Sapling Pocket haul Bridge. A draft copy of a 
suitable sign wording as discussed has beoo srot to John Bisset of the Qld. Cano~ 
Federntion for approval and Logo. 

(;) Key supplied to your Company for access· to the River via our haul roads. This is not 
available at this stage due to safety and public liability issues however the matter is un<b 
review and should a way to address these issues be found you will be advised accordingly. 

Tlwucynu for the opportunity to shew you round our plant and some of our extractive sites on 
the Brisbane River should thue be any further mattm-s you wish to discuss ple23e do not 
hesitate to contact Clany Hoffmann or myself on the telephone number above. 

Yours faithfully 

R.G.Bendall. 
De·+'elopment l~..mager. 
Brisbane Metro & Gold Coast Quarries. 

CC John Tib~di DPI WRC 
Clany Ho:ffirwm CSR 

49-Sch4 - Signature
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Your Ref: 
Author: 

DATE: 

FROM: 

TO: 

CC: 

SUBJECT: 

85656 (JT:AL) Our Ref: 94/24801 
Dr w T wong Telephone: 2rJ2.!i8. Facsimile: 22 47219 

.Ot:Pil.RrM£-;;;r;;;;P,:tMAAvi;iiij-::=r.-..;F;-, . 
.... '"-~ ;r 

23 January 1995 t N f. c ~ J ~.~ ~ ""' 1 
j l . b . I. l 

Manager (Water Quality) I j ~ 4 Hi N ~ 9 [j 5 ~ I 
District Manager WR, Brisbt. . ·~--···------ .... J I' 

;.;-.<:.J C:( I 3 #. • -

3P.i!S&ANf: Oi~"' .... J:J56 7 t 
General Manager, Water Re ~~"11-;.:~!~·-·- ' 
Regional Manager WR, South East 
Manager (Resource Management Group, WRD) 

PROPOSED EXTRACTION OPERATIONS AT 
SAPLING POCKET (CSR READYMIX) 

RECOMMENDATION 

That the issues of concern raised in this memorandum be addressed prior to the 
approval being given, and that appropriate conditions be placed on the licence. 

TEXT 

In response to your memorandum of 14 December 1994, the above report has 
been critically reviewed and the following comments .:J.re offered. 

The applicant proposes to extract material from both the bed (up to depth of 5 m 
excavation) and bank, thereby creating two large on-stream lakes on the Brisbane 
River. The two extraction sites are located on the inside bend of two adjacent 
meanders. On average, an annual extraction rate of 250,000 m3 is proposed over a 
12 year period, resulting in about 3 million cubic metres of material. 

This proposal constitutes a large scale operation, and changes the existing river 
geometry substantially by widening and deepening. In addition the alignment of the 
river, under both normal low flow and high flow conditions, is modified and hence 
its morphology. 

The 5 m deep of bed extraction is probably the first of its kind proposed in South 
East Queensland, and hence caution should be exercised. 

There are several areas of concern and would require further consideration by the 
applicant or consultant. 

Release
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Issues of Concern: 

(1) Inadequate assessment on the effect of extraction to the river morphology. 

There is very little comment as to how the reach of the river (inCluding 
areas upstream and downstream of site) will respond to the extraction, 
particularly with the location of Wivenhoe Dam which would deplete the 
sediment supply to its downstream reaches. 

It is quite likely that the bed of the existing Brisbane River will tend to 
erode to fmd its equilibrium with the adjoining deeper section when the 
bunds are removed. 

(2) Erosion to upstream area. 

Possibility of headcutting or "knickpoint" migration upstream due to an 
increase in the water slope at the entrance into the lake which results in 
increase stream power to erode the bed. The erosion may occur up to 
several kilometres upstream. This is an important issue and must be further 
addressed by the applicant. Such a phenomenon has been observed overseas 
and is documented in the literature. 

(3) Erosion to downstream area. 

Page 34 (Para 4, last sentence) states that " .. not possible to say whether the 
channel at this location will tend to aggrade or degrade . . and to a limited 
extent". This statement is not giving a true representation of the fluvial 
processes. 

It is expected that aggradation will occur in the lakes due to a large 
decrease in velocity during a flood event. As a result the downstream reach 
will be sediment deficient, thereby upsetting the sediment transportation­
supply equilibrium. The flow will tend to cause further degradation/erosion 
downstream of lake in order to satisfy this deficiency. 

(4) Adequacy of protection for Weir A and Weir B. 

These weirs are only designed for a 2 Year ARI event, with head drop of 
0.2m and 0.9m for Weirs A and B respectivdy (Section 2.4.4). However 
the HEC2 modelling results show that up to 2m of drop is expected. This 
leaves the weirs very vulnerable to any larger floods. 

The weirs are located at the direct path of "knick point" migration and this 
process cannot be modelled using HEC2, as most of the erosion is done by 
secondary/eddy flows. 

The report places a heavy reliance on the integrity of the weirs to work and 
has not given any emergency plans in case of any weir failure. The existing 
rapids, popular with canoeists may be affected in case of weir failure. 

Release
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(5) No protection for critical areas at adjoining properties. 

With the change in the flow alignment during high flows, the areas in the 
vicinity of Cross Section 4 (Left Bank), Cross Sections 21 and 20 (Right 
Bank) are vulnerable to bank erosion - refer to Fig. 3.5 for location. 
Depending upon the stability of thv bank, some protection may be 
necessary. 

(6) Stability of a narrow strip of land at Sapling Pocket Site (Fig.3 .3). 

Whilst this parcel of land is left unexcavated for its conservation values, its 
stability must be questioned during the passage of any subsequent floods as 
it lies in the path of maximum velocity. 

(7) Possibility of incorrect hydraulic modelling. 

Figure 4.4 shows unusual water surface profiles with "kinks" for the 2, 5, 
and 10 Year ARI. Although Weirs A and .B are important controls, they 
are not taken into account by HEC2. 

It appears that the flow breakout at both sites is not adequately modelled by 
HBC2 for the dry weather flow and 2 to 10 Year ARI. It is unclear in the 
Report whether the flow separation routine in HEC2 was used or not. 

(8) Future maintenance responsibility. 

Section 2.4. 6 states that DPI will be responsible for future maintenance of 
the site after 5 years from cessation of operation. This may be an 
unacceptable risk for the Department, particularly that the weirs are only 
designed for 2 Years ARI. 

(9) Water quality during removal of bund. 

A reasonable amount of emphasis has been given to this aspect of bund 
removal in the Report (Pages 39 & 40). 

Although the report states that the turbidity at Kholo Crossing ranges from 
4 - 1,200 NTU, the higher turbidities are generated by the flood events as 
evident in Table 3.2. It should be noted that the turbidity during dry flow is 
relatively low, and averages about 12 NTU. 

The baseline value for turbidity is not defined on Page 40 (Para 4) . This 
baseline value (yet to be adopted) for operational purposes should reflect 
the dry flow since the bunds are presumabl) removed during dry weather 
condition. 

(10) Inadequate emphasis on monitoring. 

Figure 2. 7 indicates that monitoring be carried out only towards the end of 
the extraction at both sites. 

In order to adequately monitor the stability of the bed and banks of the 

Q:\IONO\SIJ'UNC.C'QM 
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extraction sites and adjacent areas (both 2 km upstream and downstream), 
cross sectional surveys should be carried out. The extent and location of 
such survey will need to be discussed. 

These surveys should be carried out at a frequency of once a year from the 
commencement of extraction and immediately (when possible) after any 
significant flow event. Sections that experienced significant bank erosion 
should also be surveyed as directed by DPI. The cross sections (taken at 
different times) should be overlayed and plotted to an appropriate scale and 
forwarded to the Department. 

(11) Rapids not preserved. 

With the proposed arrangement, the rapid just upstream of Bridge at 
Summervilles Paddock will not be preserved (Fig. 3.5). 

In a recent discussion, Mr J Tibaldi has indicated that this rapid will be 
preserved. 

(12) Errata 

Page 41 (Line 5) - Should read "Remedial works will be carried out as 
necessary to the satisfaction of D PI" . 

Figure 4.8 -Discharge of 12.0 m3/s at upstream end should read 20m3/ s 

Figure 4. 7 - Diagram should strictly not be titled "5 YR ARI Flood 
Velocity Vectors" if the magnitude of the velocity is not 
given. An indication of the corresponding magnitudes for the 
vectors shown should be provided (also Fig. 4.8). 

Condition of Licence 

Given the scale of the operation, morphological changes of the river to this 
extraction and the environmental sensitivity of the area, the following conditions 
should be placed on the issuing of licence to CSR Readymix: 

• an appropriate bond to cover rehabilitation costs, remedial works or any 
unforeseen expenses (e.g. additional surveys) incurred by the Department. 

• extraction to cease at any time should there be any detrimental effect to the 
river stability, including areas upstream and downstream. Resumption of 
extraction only be allowed until those damages are satisfactorily repaired or 
the problem rectified, which may include modification to the amount of 
extraction. 

• cross sectional surveys be carried out as specified in (10) and/or as directed 
by DPI, particularly at reaches where instability has occurred after a flood 
even~~o~ borne by extractor. 

MANAGER;\vt{fEJ(' QUALITY"-~ 

Q•l.l'lri:Doi0\1.\J'UNG.(~ 
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B/C Director Manager (Water Resources) 
Brisbane 
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13 January, 1995 

Chief Executive Officer 
Moreton Shire Council 
Locked Mail Bag No. 1 
Y AMANTO QLD 4306 

Dear Mr Craswell 

GRAVEL EXTRACTION -BRISBANE RIVER 

n~c~~\·t: o 
~ i 
~:r:-.,.: ...... ",.· ~~ ! i : ; J :.:. f ~ f :J •J 3 1 
l u 
~~ - ... -.--'"""- .... r .-,..,.....J 

SOUTH fAST 
REGION 

I refer to your recent letter (20.12.94- your ref417/5 (L.414183) om 43(2)-12/94) on this 
subject seeking advice on proposals for large sand and gravel operations in the Pine Mountain 
area. 

The Department is currently considering a proposal by CSR Readymi.x expanding its current sand 
and gravel extraction operation on the Brisbane River at Sapling Pocket, in the vicinity of Pine 
Mountain. 

To proceed the proposal will require issue of waterworks licenses and controlled quarry material 
permits by the Department under the provisions of the Water Resources Act. The waterworks 
license applications were advertised on 13 May 1994 in the Qld Times. 

At the request of the Department, a detailed study has been undertaken on the proposal, and the 
study report is now being circulated for comment within the Department, to Dept of Environment 
and Heritage and to your Council. 

Comments from your Council were sought in a letter from the Departments District Manager 
(Water Resources) Brisbane dated 8 December 1994, with a copy of the study report attached. 

This letter was sent to your Council's representative on the Dredging and other Extractive 
Activities working group of the Brisbane River Management Group, Mr Rob Hooper. 

If you would like further information on this matter please do not hesitate to contact me again. 

Yours faithfully 

f,rC Robson 
REGIONAL MANAGER- WATER RESOURCES 

~.......... tWft•;:tW!!:¥JKWCI F ·~EL'Ji-::.I#W01WIE!R1ME!Iirilllli'!CIIIM*BQ. -------------

Enquiriea to: Your Ref: Our Ref: 181146,90135 : ) 
Floor 1, 144 Currie Street, PO Box 6165 Sunshine Coaat MaK Centre, Nambour Q 4660 
Telephone (074) 76 0277 Facsimile 1074) 76 0570 Telex AA 

REGIONAL OFFICE 
NAMBOUR 
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YourRef.: 94/ 
Author: J Tibaldi 

DEPARTMENT OF PRIMARY INDUSTRIES 
OFFICE MEMO 

Our Ref.: 85671 (JT:LM) 
Telephone: (07) 224 2724 Facsimile: (07) 224 2933 

DATE: 3 January 1995 

FROM: District Manager (Water Resources), Brisbane 

TO: Bob Geddes, Manager (Civil Design) 

SUBJECT: PROPOSED OFFSTREAM LAKFS 
BRISBANE RIVER- SAPLING POCKET 

As discussed, could you please arrange to have design checks carried out on the control 
structures associated with the above proposal. 

A copy of the Hydraulic Assessment Study containing the control structure design details 
is attached. The specific design details of the control structures is contained in Section 
2.4.4 of the report commencing on page 8. The hydraulic aspects of the report have 
already been checked by the Surface Water Assessment Group. 

Any queries regarding this matter should be directed to John Tibaldi on Ext. 42724. The 
vote code to charge your time for this project is 16 795 EFC, alternatively you may 
invoice this office when the work is completed if this is the method of payment you 
prefer. 

DISTRICT MANAGER (WATER RF.SOURCFS), BRISBANE 
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··-·---
Facsimile.transmission from 

BRISBANE CITY COUNCIL 
Department of Water S~pply & Sewemge 

SciWi/ic Servic4s Branch 

To ~ NVtiJ-, ''11'1'tt~fV /iHp fJ J..IINNINC, 

SEP4.J 
A.ttcntion 

From 

Re G A~ v,n.. 11 x-r/l.fll.l'~"" - IS tl.tJIAH~· ll1v•;~ 

........ c,e-il 
De,wnttleiW..., • .,A,..,.. ................... 
DIMWi• .... ,...... 
111114HJ. QI.D ·UO. 

Pacairnile No. 

No •. ofPqes 
(includinl this 1 
page) 

Pacaimlle No. 
(07) 875 1646 

.....••.•.•.•........ .•.•••••••. .•••••. .. .•.•....•..•••••.... .....•.. .. ~ ..........•...........•...•..........••.......•.. 

························-·············································· ·········~····································~··· 
fl~ tL:. ~~ , 9 ~~r·, g.,.,·IM 

uJA., ·~ I nP~ M 1&.. ~•NI" ~me,-~ I 
' Af'~~flfl 1;1J ~ .i:fi4 tR.,.s ~ IW ~ "1\ ~ ~ fl 
~h~ 04. ""('~ ~ 

~ NwJ.·,...J· aJ: ~ w-., A.w( ,..., .t.L~..rJ..·..,.. ~.~ wa.~:A; ,. .... 2·e, 
c • ~ • 1"' w.fltH·~t;-!'J • 

j - ~ n til. p..J: ",I· t..· i- ~ ..;II. J..;,Jl/~ 1:/l..lr ~ 

w~.., Jm" t(t. f"1ll'W, i-. in-~~~~, ....... ~ J,e. P~"·'~ • 

! - 9. ..-.&; h'.,. ' ~ -~ ~e:.lt.. '/" 1'-- .... It ,..h.! ~ JI..U. "­
J(L ~ wtAt .,.aL-u{ ~.... ~(..,_.;, ~ "+· ~~ J4 J'... ~ 

- ,:.·.~ ' ~ ~ t.~ ~ ~ .,;t; +' ""J ~~ .,., ~ "'~ ~ J.a. ~ 
d.,~ ... ~~ -!;::. ~,f. .,t..:,j.wO.-... --1 ~t~ .. rtl ~~ ~ s.-f..-' ptu"A•~ . 

PLEASB PHONE (()7) 875 8611 IF THERE ARE ANY PROBLEMS WITH THIS TRANSMISSION 
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f· 

u 
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Facsimile transmission from 

f3R·ISBANE .. CITY· COUNCIL GPO sa* 1434 ... . : · 
BnSDanl · 
Ausrralia 400i · . . . 
Facsirn!le~229· 1 1 S8~ . 

] 

Atten!iO:'I 

· · ,t\1.· .J'?P"rtTit.J · 
· i No. of Pages . . . · 

I. (inclt.Jaing tf!i$ . ,:< . 
. . csgs) . .. . . 

1 
From _ 

j .J- C .t..IF/{1(~ . 
. . Phore No · 1 ~acsimile No. 

- is_: co: c. 12As-~~ ~..t . . · !.!lir 671"r 
1 Re 

t . 

. . . 

t$R..A:tl;t- · Exrl(~e"o.v 11<.,,-o~sA~ 

· . . . , .. . 

·' . 

j 
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DEPARTMENT OF PRIMARY INDUSTRIES 

OFFICE MEMO 

Your Ref: 
Author: MrG I Moller Telephone: 22 47613 

OurRef: 94/ 
Facsimile: 22 48359 

DATE: 

FROM: 

TO: 

SUBJECT: 

TEXT: 

9 January 1995 

Manager, Overview Planning (Water Resources Division) 

District Manager (Water Resources), Brisbane 

CSR READYMIX • PROPOSED EXTRACTION 
OPERATIONS AT SAPLING POCKET, BRISBANE 
RIVER. 

The Overview Planning Group has reviewed the "Environment and Hydraulic 
Assessment Studies, for the above project and provides the following comment. 

Appendix A Guidelines. 

The guidelines provided to the proponent and reproduced in this report are 
inadequate to obtain a full assessment of the potential impacts of such a large 
development on a major river over such a long period of time. 

To adequately determine these potential impacts the appropriate process would 
be to call for an impact assessment report under the State Development and 
Public Works Organisation Act allowing for full public input to review _and 
assessment of the proposal. 

In this case it would appear that the applicant considered that there were 
important issues which needed to be addressed beyond those requested in the 
study guidelines provided by Water Resources. 

It is also pointed out that there is a group in the department which has the 
expertise to advise your District on procedures for undertaking impact 
assessment studies and an extensive network across the department of well 
qualified professionals who can provide advice on all aspects of biology, hydrology, 
landuse and other issues. The first point of call to contact this network is through 
Mr G Guinea at the N ambour Regional Office or through Water Resources 
Division the Overview Planning Group can assist. Failing these options Mr T 
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Loos Principal Manager (Environment) m Landuse and Fisheries is the 
Departmental Co-ordinator. 

General 

From a general environmental point of view the concept of extracting sand and 
gravel from a source offstream has significant advantages over extraction within 
a stream. This position is however qualified in that the extraction process 
offstream should be carried out in such a way that potential impacts of this 
process on the instream and riparian environments adjacent to and downstream 
of the site are minimal. Therefore on this particular site the concept of retention 
of the diversity of stream habitat types (rapids and pools) within the Brisbane 
River and the retention of the existing stream banks and riparian vegetation 
through the proposed works area is strongly supported. 

This being the suggested management approach for the river there is 
disagreement between this approach and the proposal provided by CSR 
READYMIX (ie to remove bunds along the works area at completion of 
operations). 

Section 2.4 .. 1 General Layout 

A batter slope of 1V:3H is presented as the configuration for lake bank slopes to 
be achieved on site. The reason for the selection of this slope is not presented 
which raises questions as to the suitability of such a slope from both soil 
mechanics requirements for a stable slope and from a biological concern for 
providing the most suitable batter slope to promote the rehabilitation of riparian 
and aquatic habitat. There should be supporting evidence provided that this 
slope is the most suitable for both situations. 

During proposed operation the bunds are to be in place to prevent the· flooding 
too regularly of the excavation area and to minimise the discharge of silt to the 
river. However there is no discussion presented concerning the potential for these 
bund to be washed away during floods of the river or of any management plan to 
reinstate the bunds should they be removed. Should these bunds fail there would 
be trees washed into the river which would cause alteration of the flowpath and 
possibly encourage erosion of the river bed and banks. 

There should be appropriate design of the proposed extraction process to ensure 
that the bunds are of suitable size and configuration to ensure that they do not 
erode and fail during flooding or any other time. This information should be 
provided and become part of the environmental management plan for the project. 
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2.4.4 Specific Design Details of Control Structures 

The report pays significant attention to the stabilisation of the upstream inflow 
areas ro the proposed extraction areas ie. the weirs. However the proposal for 
extraction would leave two very significant holes within the flood plain of the 
river. The processes by which these holes would be likely to fill in and the 
potential impact of this process have not been addressed. There is potential for 
erosion of the river bed and banks to occur both upstream and downstream of this 
site through high flows. The potential impacts of these processes should be 
assessed in both physical terms and ecological terms and presented before final 
decisions are made on this project. 

2.4.5 Proposed Rehabilitation/Landsccwin~ Measures 

The aims of the rehabilitation of the proposed lake banks are not specifically 
stated, but the inference is to have planting densities and plant species which 
reflect the existing vegetative cover. It is suggested that this is not the most 
appropriate aim and that it would be better to rehabilitate to a standard which 
promotes stable river banks and viable habitats for flora and fauna which is in 
keeping with the undisturbed native vegetation of the site. 

To achieve this aim it would not be acceptable to use a weed species (Rhodes 
grass) to stabilise the batters, and the most important measure which could be 
employed would be to exclude stock from the works area entirely. If this causes 
problems with access for srock for water then provision of offstream watering 
points or dedicated watering access to the river should be provided. 

Planting strategy should be to achieve an appropriate riparian vegetation zone 
aronnd the entire lake frontages which reflects the existing high quality areas or 
mimics the native vegetation which could be expected to have occurred there 
before disturbance. Behind this zone there should be a buffer of at least 30 
metres of vegetation which is native to the area and reflects the remnant species 
present on site. 

3.1 Topography and Landscape Features 

As indicated previously it is strongly suggested that the final landform and 
stream form should be such that the river retains its basic characteristics. These 
characteristics are represented in Figure 3.5 with rapids, pools and possibly runs 
between the rapids. The proposed final lake on "Sapling Pocket" would appear to 
be satisfactory as it does not change greatly the river flow path or fomi, but 
creates a lake/backwater off the main channel. However the proposed final form 
of the "Sommerville's Land" would produce an area which is significantly different 
from the existing channel by creating a large on stream lake, where previously 
there were rapids, runs and pools. 
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It is therefore strongly suggested that the proposal to remove the bund upstream 
of the main access track across the river should not be allowed to proceed. By 
doing this the stream habitat types would remain largely as they are now and the 
ecology of the river would be less likely to be changed radically. This would also 
assist in retaining the recreational experience, discussed in Section 3. 7, fairly 
much as it is, plus providing the enhancement presented in the report. 

3.4 Flora 

Riparian vegetation - the implication that is put forward in this section that a 
selected site is depauperate of riparian vegetation, Point D, and therefore not 
worth preserving and the rest of an area can be disposed of, cannot be supported. 
The more appropriate approach is to attempt to rehabilitate the depauperate 
section and encourage better riparian zones. 

This section also lacks supporting evidence for claims of areas of lesser or greater 
significance of conservation value. If such claims are to be made and believed 
there is need for reasons for reaching these findings to be presented so that it does 
not appear to be convenient for the proponent. 

3.5 Fauna 

The Nature Conservation (Wildlife) Regulation 1994 does not list the short­
necked tortoise (Emydura signata) in any of the categories under the Act. 
Therefore there is no specific management plan in place for this species. There is 
however a duty of care to ensure that there is as little impact as possible upon all 
species present on the site. 

Platypus (Omithorhynchus antinus) is declared a 'Common Wildlife' for which 
the Act states a Declared Management Intent which 'includes ensuring 
governments have regard to the special cultural significance of the wildlife and 
the management requirements needed to conserve existing populations of the 
wildlife'. Therefore all due care should be taken to ensure the platypus, identified 
on site are not threatened in any way by the proposed operation. · 

6.0 Environmental Man~ment Plan 

The infonnation presented hi this chapter is generally higher level concepts and 
parenthood statements. If this project is to proceed there should be specific 
management plans developed which spell out exactly what is proposed to be done, 
including timing, materials, plant species, maintenance and all other matters 
such that some measure of success can be determined and monitored. 

If it is possible the introduction of a bond, scaled against cost of rehabilitation to 
be carried out, should be required to ensure that the river can be rehabilitated 
before the proponant leaves the site, or that there is no cost to the government 
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should the applicant abandon the site without rehabilitation works being carried 
out. The system used by the Deparbnent of Minerals and Energy might be a good 
model for imposing a bond. 

Conclusion 

There are significant outstanding questions relating to the potential impacts of 
this project on the proposed development site and adjacent environment that 
warrant further investigation prior to a decision on the acceptability of such a 
project on this site. Suggested amendments to the final landforms and 
rehabilitation of the river/lake banks should be taken on board and be subject to 
the outcomes of the further investigations which are required. 

In addition the Brisbane River should be retained as intact as possible such that 
the channel habitats are preserved and every possible chance given for aquatic 
species to be left untouched. 

 
~AGER.OVER~PLANNLNG 
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READYMJX GROUP~ CONTROLLED QUARRY MATERIAL . . ; . - ~ . ·. ~- .- .' 

··. PERMIT APPLICATION .. BRISBANE RIVER .. 
_. .. . 

. ~· . ., . 
' · · ,_. . ~ ----~ . ~ ' • ' • 
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. -_-.. . The Readytnix Group recently applied to this Department for authorisation to extract some . 
:, : ........ 3 million cubic metres. of material adjacent to the Brisbane River over approximately .' '· , 

. , .·. fourteen years, to fonn two· off-stream lakes. A copy of an enVironmental and hydraulic ... 
. assessment undertaken by Consultants on behidf of the Readymix Group is attached for you·r . 
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President: 

Secretary: · 'Mrs L. Walker 
: . 

~:J4f!!P;.~~Im:·~~:;: '~~ ·~-~~~=---~..: -· PINE MOUNTAIN. Q 4306· 
,....,(..,. '·l)~· ' ...... '-. ~; ... , ... ,,-~ .. ~-e. ~:. tf ~'"""".t\·.:-.. t,•\_.C--.) i ' 

.:·:~.;, ~ r~ ;;.·.;~~ .. \:.,.:,_--.;ti~ :~ ~~ 

' l .~'; ~' I', ;: 1 § t ,;'j ~iut:·~-.Di~, 

and Heritage I L'' __ '' ~'~: ·~j BL::l~ThfsEi 
~- e/5 's-.;t . - ~ 

30 November 1994 . ~ ~tt~i:':;.~.:,,~:= ~··~ ~··w··:~i~~-"5-f, ~ For ·your information 
Dear Ms Robson · ;.._,,,.,:;..;.,:.,:;;.,,:.;. ;;;. c;.;.;~~:::_~'-~ .  

· Re: W;~terworks· Licence Application by CSR Readymix Group- Sapling Pocket · 
' ' ' 

. ·The Pine Mou~tain .and Distrlcts Progi-ess Association lodged an objection with. DPI Water 
Resources to the granting of Waterworks Licences to CSR RpdymHc. ~rettp · , -~ ... _.a¥ @f];--~ 
gravel from the Brisbane River at Sapling Pocket. Grounds ~'or thb~~JR_l:j4it ~~~~;. t ; 11 e. ~ J ~ 

In "b"l" "th th • . · 1 .c. N · t p k Document Received 
• . compa~t 1 tty ~~ . e areas. pote1}tta .10r atlo ar ; •. . · . 

0 

. . . 

G Destructton of npartan veg·etahon; 5 DEC 19 A 

· · · th · f th. · · b · F"l "' 1o J.LQ.f..~ ................... ~.K • Modtficatton to e amenity o e Bns ane Rtver; I e '" · ..... .................. D tl 
. • 4c!}O.t> - wf<" Atvl - ·3 ri !y 

• Impact ·on the recreational value .of-the river; File. Lo~tton ... ~ .. 'iit~['~a .!rX~~~~~~:~ .. :: ll 
Actton ... y .................... : ... .. 

. ' ' . '··n I~ !,r: ;-.IT INS m !C'TIONS Ml I;ST ' 
• Impact on wate~ quality durmg and at;ler gravel ex tl<frl~~e,&~i9~ffi1 an[;:l~t•NT COVe H. 

l)i.,. ~: f\.J ~~t• l-''4 I '-· ____; ·t . ~---~ -
• Consequence of long. tenn . rehabilitation at taxpayers ;expense. · · 

' ' ' 

The proposal put for:ward by CSR Readymix is: 

'Excavation of 1 OOOm ·of right barik ·for extractive indu$try purposes to form an onst:ream 
lake for recreational purposes on the Brisbane River. lOO_Om long, 500rri Wide and 3m 
deep; and, · · · . . 

Excavation of 1400rri of left bank for extractive industry jmrposes to form an. onstteam 
lake for ~ecreational purposes on the Brisbane River. 1400m long,. 320m wide and 3m 

·deep' . · · · · · 
. . . . 

Extractive ·industry projects of thi~ magnitude have not previously b~eli ~sessed· by the DPI Water 
. · Resources. The only development of similar type is the Colleges Crossing cesspool approved by:· 

the previous· Department of Harbours. and Marine and the Moreton Shire Council. ·This tragic 
decision is no~ costing ratepayers approximately $50 000 per year in maintenance of the lake. :·. 

. . . . 

At a meeting held with a DPI Water Resources engineer on 21 November 1994, Association 
members were told that the engineering ' specifications for' the construction of the lakes on 
completion of gravel extraction were adequate and no environmental problen1s would arise. As a 
good engineering solution .can be found for every environmental problem, a consul~cy report 
prep~d on behalf. of the applicants g11ve the assurance that all environmental values were 

.. ./2. 
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2. 
safeguard~d .. It was further claimed that DPI Water·Res~urces environmental staff and the . 
Queensland National Parks and Wildlife Service have no objection to the·proposal. 

This Association therefore has serious concerns about the-process of assessment and the 
significance of a number of na.tufe conservation issues that we believe have not been adequately 
addressed. Without 'access to the consultancy report it i~ difficult to ascertajn the extent to· which 
these and other issues have been considered. · · · · 

Issues .of conservation concern are: 

• IncompatibilitY with the area's potential for Na~onal Park 

The Pine Mountain and Districts Progress Association has lobbied for many years to have 
Camerons Scrub and .Sapling.Pocket declared a National Park. Exploitation of the area's natural 
resources would be totally incompatible. with the conservation values of the notophyll vine forest, 
river verges and associated biological communities. Extractive industry resulting in "recreational 
lakes" 'Yith consequential environmental modification should not occur for this reason alone: 

• Destruction of riparian vegetation 

Vegetation along the riverbanks comprises eucalypt speci~s (predominantly Queensland Blue Gum 
E. tereticornis), callistemons and smaller mid-stratum species that supports· a large variety of 
wildlife including koalas, raptors and the short beaked Echidna. The Brisbane Saw-shell (Emydura 
signata), listed as a RARE species in Queensland also inhabits the wa~ers of Sapling Pocket . . In 
excess of 100. bird species occur in the area, m.any ·of which are. totally dependent on the riverine 
environment for food, breeding and shelter. Destruction of this riparian vegetation and subsequent 
widening ofthe river will therefore severely.affect the existing ecology. . . 

• Modification. to the amenity of the Br~sbane River .· 

The river at Sapling Pocket. is in a relatively undisturbed state with overhanging trees in some 
. places forming a closed_ canopy above· the water. Gravel extraction of the magnitude proposed will 
create an even greater cataclysm than has. occurred in the Coomera and Pine Rivers where · · 
exploitation of gravel- resources has altered the river courses and left large expanses of partly . . 
_submerged, weed infested wasteland. The end result of the workings at Colleges Crossing also 
offers no commendation for a similar exercise to be undertaken at Sapling Pocket. 

·• Impact on water quality during.and a~er gravel extraction operations . 

Although CSR Readymix would be required to take precautions to mininiise the impact on water 
quality, considerable increased .turbidity would still occur if the extractive operation is permitted to 
breach the river banks. The likelihood of flooding would also contribute to the risk of diminished . 
water quality downstream and siltation of the offstream ·sections of ·any proposed iake. Widening 
the watercourse by_l,\ factor of ten times will unquestionably reduce water velocities by .a similar · 
increment resulting in the sediment load carried by the water being deposited within ·the lake .. 

. . ;./3. 
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,. 
3 . . 

·• Conse<iuen·ce of long terin- rehabilitation at taxpayers' expense 

Upon completion of _gravel extraction, CSR Readymix propose to surrender the inundated area to 
the State Government. A large fffiancial burden for rehabilitation and maintenance could 
accompany this haz:1dover, as once the company has vacated the site, no amount of government red 

. tape could bind it to fulfilling its obligation to restoration works under any permit or deed of 
agreement.· This is clearly evidenced by the coal mining scars around Ipswich and the sandmining 
scars that dot the Queensland coastline. Replenishment and stabilisation of riparian vegetation may 
take 20 years to achieve on·undulating riverbanks. The CSR proposal has a bank batter of 1 in 3 
for a height of up to 20 metres! Stabilisation of this batter in the face .of intermittent floods is 
extremely optimistic at best. 

By reviewing the experience. of the Colleges Crossing redevelopment; it is obvious that artificial 
lake environments, even with major funding and intensive management, just do not work and . 
have the potential to become stagnant cesspools that cause environmental and public health risks. 
Westlake in the Centenary suburb is another example where recurrent"major expenditure is 
required to rectify nutrification and sedimentation problems. · 

• Effects on wildlife habitat 

The l*es will severely modify waterfowl habitat. Wood ducks will breed and congregate around 
the banks in large numbers. Nearby properties growing luce~e and o~ts will offer attractive 
grazing sites to support large flocks. The economic viability of local fanners will be severely 
aff~ted by a public resource under the control of DPI Water Resources. Moreover, crop 
destruction will be a major management problem for · QNPWS who will be obliged to issue 
Damage Mitigation Permits for farmers to destroy marauding wildlife. In essen.ce, the natural 
balance of the area would be totally upset. · · 

The Brisbane River at Sapling Pocket is ·a recognised platypus habitat. Modification of the banks, 
removal of riparian vegetation, diminished water velocities,. stagnation, siltation and nutrification of 
the ponded water and increased turbidity resulting from the proposed extraction works will 
severely .impact on, the viability of the species in this location. 

• Lack of responsible environ~ental planning 

Members of this Association feel that ·the proponent's environmental impact assessment of the 
proposed· development is totally inadequate with the project having the potential to cause 
·significant degradation of the Brisbane River _upstream of Mount Crosby Weir . .. We therefore seek 
your urgent advice to the following: . · 

• the role of the. Department of Environment and Heritage in assessing the proposal; 
. . 

. the input the Queensland National Parks and Wildlife Service has had to the proposal; 
, . 

. the · responsibilitY of the Brisbane River Management Group in assessing the proposal; and, 

. the significance of the Sapling Pocket section of the Brisbane River with. respect to· its proximity 
to Camerons Scrub and the ·nature conservation values of the riverine enyironmerit. 

.. ./4. 
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4. 
Conclusion 

This Association is of the opinion the ·p~oject should not proceed. The river and· its banks are a · . · 
valuable public resource that should not be exploit~ for the sake of a quick financial return to the 
propone11ts and a royalty payment to the government. Winning of extractive materials from the 
adjoining 'freehold lands is a different issue as the landholder maintains accountability for. future 
restoration works; but extraction of the greatest possible amount of material and then surrendering 
the area to-the government for future management is a totally unacceptable notion.. · 

. . ' 

This Association will be satisfied with nothing less than a 50 metre buffer ·along the entire -existing 
riverbank with no encroachment of the extractive . industry into this riparian zone. Existing . 
extraction from the river bed and bank at Sapl~ng Pocket should cease immediately with a 50 
metre revegetated buffer ·created between the river and any extraction area on freehold land. 

It is cl~arly evident the Waten-vorks Licence Applications are not for the purpose of developing a 
recreational lake but are being· promoted in this manner so as to placate the community concern 
that an extractive industry is occurring in a very sensitive section of the Brisbane River. As the 
adjoining land is presently held in freehold tenure and is not accessible to the public, there is no 
indication that the development would be of any benefit to ihe community or the enyironment. 
Exploitation and modification of this natural resource by a private. organisation should therefore 
not be permitt~. 

Your advice regarding the issues raised by this Association would pe appreciated. 

Yours sincerely 

Lyn Lividgstone 
PRESIDENT 

49-Sch4 - Signature
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. .. The Seerewy .. · .. 
-· ·: Pine Mountain & Districts Progress Association Inc. 
. ·- .. : · .. · '' :- · . '· .J_;_ 

:\ · ;•, ' 

_;.· · 
..: -_, .. ,. , 

. :._ -:·· 
'·' -~ 

-. . . .· ~~ ·, .. 
_.:.• :r- -- •• 

PINE MOUNTAIN QLD 4306 ..... • -.. - .. . 

•''; ·,· .. · .. > ..... 
. '·.; 

. ; : .... 

. -~ • < . 

•, ,.• 
-~ I . \. 

I refer. to 'your letter of 23 Septembe; 1994 regardmg Waterworb Licence' Application • . 

. ... ·· 

. . -· 

. ··· numbers 56526 and 56527 .· · .. 
·- ' 

... :. . No decision has been 'made on these applications and you will be contacted bef~;e the matter 
· is finalised. :. · ·.-' · · ·· ·.. · 

- : "...._. '-I; • <' ~;.:• • 

·Should -y~u r~uire further' info~ti~n regarding ~ius D~p~~ent' s i~v~lvem~nt i~ the 
.... investigation of these· applications please contact Mr Bruce Brogan on (07) 224 7373 who.will 
::,: assistym.iinanywaypossible.:·· 'r.- · ··,.-~ _, <<:· · - ~~- _,._. 

' : \ ·. . . "; . 
·· ... · ·-;-. --' . 

... Y~urs f~thfully -... ·' ·f.: /---, .. 
' . -· ... ~ . -~ . 

,..._ . . _.· . ' 
-~ ' • ~; ' l, 

,._ . . .... 

· ··: -~- .. . ·- .-. 

·-.· .. -· __ .: 

:·. ' 

.... 
·-·: 

,. 

for t , . .. 

DISTRICf MANAGER ·.: · .. 
. ';. -·. . ~ ; _. .... 

·, · ... ·: :~- . ·. • -' -· -·, .... 

··,-' . ~.f. . .-

•::: .-

·.·:: 

.. · .. 

··- ~: .. . . -~ .-·_ ,_-

. . -~ 

. ~ .. . -· .. -·· 

EnquiriH to: Mr 8 Bro98fl . Telephone: (07) 224 7373 Our Ref: 856.56124682) 
Mineral House, 4th Floor, 41 George Street, GPO Box 2692, Brisbane Q 4001 
Telepho,. (07) 224 2928 Facsimile (07) 224 2933 

:• .. · 

. -:; 

- ·~ · -.: . .' .· ~ 

... ~ 

.·. 
. . 

. . ~ : 

.·: 

. -. -. . 

.: .. 

WATER RESOURCES 
. BRISBANE DISTRICT . ~- . 

49-Sch4 - Signature

49-Sch4

14-203 File D Page 83 of 93

DNRM R
TI D

L R
ele

as
e



The Executive Director 
DPI Water Resources 
Brisbane District Office 
GPO Box· 2692 
BRISBANE QLD 4001 

Dear Sir 

Re: Waterworks Licence Applications 56526 and 56527 

Our letter. of objection dated 30 May 1994 refers . 

·Praident: 

Secretary: 

' j i., ~ 

t 
f· 

Mrs L. Livingstone 
Phone (07) 2017057 

Mrs L. Walker 

PINE MOUNTAIN Q 4306 

23 September 1994 

-~ ....... : 

~:~ 7 .3i~~~ ; ~~-; : 
·~ . 

~._. ...... ~- .-..... ...... .. , .... _ -- ~ --~ --, ..... , . ... ~~ 

 

. ~ 
t 
/ 

f 
i 
• 

c.:11,t.b{5~/ t 
L ..... : .. ~~:;_~:~ :_:_:~:,£:~~::~ ::, ::=~:- ~::: . -~ __.:. : 

your advice of any decision or anticipated outcome . regarding the applications would' be 
appreciated. 

·Yours sineerely 

Lyn Livingstone 
PRESIDENT . 

49-Sch4 - Signature
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DEPARTMENT OF PRIMARY INDUSTRIF.S 
OFFICE MEMO 

Your Ref.: 
Author: Mr Bruce Brogan 

Our Ref.: 85656 (BB:AL) 
Telephone: (01) 224 7373 Facsimile: (01) 224 2933 

FROM: District Manager (Water Resources), Brisbane 

TO: Manager, Surface Water Assessment Group 
Warer Resources Division 

SUBJECT: PROPOSED ONSTREAM LAKES 
BRISBANE RIVER- SAPLING POCKET 

COMMENT 

CSR Readymix propose construction of onstrearn lakes on the Brisbane River at Sapling 
Pocket and have submitted the attached environmental and hydraulic assessment study. 

The document is attached for your appraisal and comments. 

M..Murray 
DISTRICT MANAGER (WATER RF.SOURCES), BRISBANE 

49-Sch4 - Signature

14-203 File D Page 85 of 93

DNRM R
TI D

L R
ele

as
e



for 

23 June 1994 

Pine Mountain & Districts Progress Association Inc. 
Secretary · 
Mrs L Walker 

PINE MOUNTAIN QLD 4306 

Dear Madam 

WATERWORKS UCENCE APPLICATION NUMBERS 56526 & 56527 
THE READYMIX GROUP - CSR LIMITED 

Your letter objecting to the abovementioned applications for a (1) 56526- 1000m long x 500m wide 
x 3m deep excavation on right bank of Portion 495 located on Brisbane River and (2) 56527 -
1400m long x 320m wide x 3m deep on left bank of Lot 2 RP131238 located on Brisbane River. 

This matter will be investigated and you will be further advised. 

Yours faithfully 

RJDrury 
DISTRICT MANAGER 

5~~,~~-

~·~~,~ '-~)\)''-:h.~~ .... ~· · 
"bc:v~c:l ~'b-. ( '<. :.: .!""\:; J 

tQ ·. ~-~ d.~~>.((~) ;,._ ~~J. 

~~be ~~·-~ :_ d..,.._~.;~--

~,J • .:::; \~\ 9'-'. 
~~1 
~~-~ "'b c;a...~ 
;{or c~ ,q..\ot\~Y...

3ft) -\-6 ~ ~ ll.t(l~ 
Enquiries to: Miss S Hunter Telephone: (07) 224 8406 Your Ref: Our Ref: 85656 

Mineral Houae, 4th Aoor, 41 George Street, GPO Box 2692, Brisbane Q 4001 WATER RESOURCES 
Telephone 1011 224 2928 . Facsimile 1011 224 2933 BRISBANE DISTRICT 

49-Sch4 - Signature
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23 June 1994 

The Readymix Group - CSR Limited 
PO Box 25 
IPSWICH QLD 4305 

Dear Sir/Madam 

WATERWORKS UCENCE APPLICATION NUMBERS 56526 & 56527 

I advise that objections have been received to the abovementioned application for a Licence for a 
(a) 56526- lOOOm long x 500m wide x 3m deep excavation on right bank of Lot 495 Plan CH31514 
located on Brisbane River and (b) 56527 - 1400m long x 320m wide x 3m deep excavation on left 
bank of Lot 2 RP131238located on Brisbane River. 

This matter will be investigated and you will be further advised. 

Yours faithfully 

for R J Drury 
DISTRICT MANAGER 

Enquiries to: Miss S Hunter Telephone: (07) 224 8406 Your Ref: Our Ref: 85656 

Mineral House, 4th Floor, 41 George Street, GPO Box 2692, Brisbane Q 4001 WATER RESOURCES 
Teleptwne (071 224 2928 Facsimile 1011 224 2933 BRISBANE DISTRICT 

49-Sch4 - Signature
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Pine Mountain and Districts Progress Association 
'nc.ortU.Jr.~-------· ,.. .,. ____________ "'!-~,..:.$'-1.~~ .. -,.;;..i!i··..:.~,.,"'!('.~.'lf~~ 44¥~~:;;"''~¥;~-~~'*~-;·~t ;!!o!(· ~r 1116• 1 ... 1 .... f .;.iliii~•Fo.·~-- 4-i ----------

-- .1} .,. ,a ~ :--.--.. ~-ol .... , •.. . ,.~ --,.... .• f ~\1 · .. t ' -: :.-.f t ~~ ;) '-"4 J.JC""';L.~·-·~ fl 
~ ;. 
t ,~ i t:: t • ':j f ~) Secrptary: Mrs L. Walker 
l ~~ f i 
j ~ - I l V ~l i ~ :H t PI~ MOUNTAIN OLD 4306 

L._ 
The Executive Director 
DPI Water Resources 
Brisbane District Office 
GPO Box 2692 
BRISBANE OLD 4001 

Dear Sir 

l ·- ---. .. ~ ' 

~ ,:;~--~~~·~: r:s~ . .,_, .. ~ f(_~b.50 I 
L---·-~-.. -, .... - . 

Re: Waterworks Licence Applications 56526 and 56527 

30 May 1994 

The Pine Mountain and Districts Progress Association hereby lodges an objection to the 
granting of Waterworks Licences to CSR Readymix Group in relation to applications 56526 
and 56527. The Association represents the residents of Pine Mountain, Burtons Pocket, 
Borallon and Blacksoil areas and is actively involved in the interests of the riparian 
lanallotders of Sapling Pocket including CSR Readymix. 

The applications should be refused on the following grounds: 

• Incompatibility with the area's potential for National Park 

The Pine Mountain and Districts Progress Association has lobbied for many years to have 
Camerons Scrub and Sapling Pocket declared a National Park. Development of the area 
for a recreational lake would be totally incompatible with the natural values of the notophyll 
vine forest, river verges and associated biological communities. Extractive industry 
resulting in a recreational lake with consequential environmental modification should not 
occur for this reason alone. 

• Destruction of riparian vegetation 

Vegetation along the riverbanks comprises eucalypt species (predominantly Queensland 
Blue Gum E. tereticornis), callistemons and smaller mid-stratum species that supports a 
large variety of wildlife including koalas and the short beaked Echidna. The Brisbane Saw­
shell (Emydura signata), listed as a RARE species in Queensland also inhabits the waters 
of Sapling Pocket. In excess of 1 00 bird species occur in the area, many of which are 
totally dependent on the riverine environment for food, breeding and shelter. Destruction 
of this riparian vegetation and subsequent widening of the river will therefore severely 
affect the existing ecology of the area. 

• Modification to the amenity of the Brisbane River 

The river at Sapling Pocket is in a relatively undisturbed state with overhanging trees in 
some places forming a closed canopy above the water. Gravel extraction of the magnitude 
proposed will create an even greater cataclysm than has occurred in the Coomera and Pine 
Rivers where exploitation for gravel resources has altered the river courses and left large 

... /2. 
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expanses of partly submerged, weed infested wasteland. The end result of the workings 
~ ., t Colleges Crossing also offers no commendation for a similar exercise to be undertaken 
at Sapling Pocket. 

• Impact on the recreational value of the river 

Since construction of the Wivenhoe Dam, recreational river canoeing has been restricted 
in the Brisbane River to the stretch from Lowood to Kholo. As this recreational pastime 
is very limited in South East Queensland yet increasing in popularity, every effort should 
be made to protect the few remaining sites where this activity can occur. Sapling Pocket 
contains some of the most significant sections of rapids that still exist along the river. 

• Impact on water quality during and after gravel extraction operations 

Although CSR Readymix would be required to take precautions to reduce the impact on 
water quality, considerable increased turbidity would still occur during and after the 
extractive operations. The likelihood of flooding would also contribute to the risk of 
diminished water quality down stream and siltation of the off-stream sections of any 
proposed lake. 

• Local ratepayers could suffer the long term consequence of maintaining an artificial lake 

Upon completion of gravel extraction, CSR Readymix would wish to dispose of the site. 
If the area were handed over to the Moreton Shire Council for recreational purposes, a 
large financial burden in development and maintenance would result. By reviewing the 
experience of the Colleges Crossing redevelopment, it is obvious that artificial lake 
environments, even with major funding, just do not work and have the potential to become 
stagnant cesspools with associated environmental and public health risks. Westlake in the 
Centenary suburb is another example where recurrent major expenditure is required to 
rectify nutrification and sedimentation problems. 

Conclusion 

It is clearly evident the Waterworks Licence Applications are not for the purpose of 
developing a recreational lake but are being promoted in this manner so as to placate the 
community concern that an extractive industry is occurring in a very sensitive section of 
the Brisbane River. As the adjoining land is presently held in freehold tenure and is not 
accessible to the public, there is no indication that the development would be of any 
benefit to the community or the environment. Although the river itself would remain 
accessible for public use and enjoyment, exploitation and modification of this natural 
resource by a private organisation should not be permitted as proposed. 

Your favourable consideration to the views expressed by this Association is therefore 
sought. 

Yours sincerely 

Lyn Livingstone 
PRESIDENT 

49-Sch4 - Signature
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