Scanes Melanie

— =
From: Bell Ewan
Sent: Thursday, 23 January 2014 12:31 PM
To: m.alam@earthpro.com.au
Cc: debbie.spann@sunshinecoast.qld.gov.au; Sale Ben; Scanes Melanie
Subject: Earthpro - sediment basin discharge following rain event 22 - 23 January 2014
Attachments: 20140123112250.pdf; 20140123112340.pdf
Hi Murshedel

Further to your telephone call earlier today regarding discharge from sediment basins at the site | have attached the
following pages from the appropriately qualified professionals that Earthpro engaged as per the requirements of the
EPO.

The first 2 pages are from the Contour audit dated 20 December 2013. This sets out the procedures to be followed
for Water Capture, Treatment, Use and Release. Please note the points in bold in thi cument in the 3 paragraphs
below the procedure. | have copied these below for your convenience:

NOTE: Should additional rain fall partway through the above process, the ro are to recommence the
process from the beginning. P

e (3) days. It is therefore considered that
ikely to be inadequate especially given that
ore factors, and is not assured.

We note that the likely minimum turnaround for the above proc
the previously advised design capture capacity of the ESC mea
the release of water after a rainfall event is dependent upon

We recommend that Earthpro have ready a continge, c;%f to safely remove the water from the site. The most
effective plan would be to have the contact details gwtors such as Transpacific, who have the capability and
experience to safely handle and transport cont ted liquids to registered disposal facilities.

The second attachment is the Environmeptal Management Plan (Contaminated Stockpile) - Duke Environmental,
October 2013. This page is titled the Egwi ntal Procedure EP0O05 and provides the release criteria to minimise
the impact of construction activities er quality in water bodies, external to the site, to within acceptable

limits. \

It is recommended that yo @ age with your consultants regarding any controlled discharge from this site. EHP will
advise Sunshine Coast Regiongl Council regarding Earthpro advice that they are proposing to discharge, and we look
forward to information from Earthpro regarding the testing and procedures followed by Earthpro for any discharge
from the site.

The Contour audit dated 20 December 2013, identified among other issues, that clean water diversion has not been
installed at the site, and that the decommissioning of Cell 9 sediment basin leaves the site without sufficient Type 1
treatment. These 2 rudimentary ESC measures are critical to diverting clean water around the site so that it does not
become contaminated and then have to be treated for discharge; and critical to allow sufficient storage and capture
of contaminated water. Given the approaching wet season, as these 2 measures are not in place, it is likely that
Earthpro will be dealing with significant volumes of water that need to be treated prior to discharge, and dealing
with an inundated site as stormwater has not been appropriately managed. The lack of these types of ESC measures
will be taken into account should further enforcement action be commenced as a result of uncontrolled discharge
from the site. The department will be providing a formal response to the Contour audit dated 20 December 2013 in
the near future.

Please contact me if you would like to discuss any of the above.

Regards
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Ewan Bell

Principal Environmental Officer

Environmental Services and Regulation, Southern Region
Department of Environment and Heritage Protection

PO Box 362 MAROOCHYDORE, QLD 4558

Telephone: (07) 5459 6128 Fax: (07) 5459 6190
ewan.bell@ehp.qgld.gov.au

www.ehp.gld.gov.au

Great state. A Queensland

Great opportunity,

| Government
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STORMWATER QUALITY

Objective To minimise the impact of construction activities on water quality in water
bodies, external to the site, to within acceptable limits.

2. | Management Strategy a) To avoid detrimental impact on the water quality and the aquatic
environment of downstream water bodies as a resuit of the discharge
of contaminated stormwater runoff from the site.

b) To comply with the Environmental Protection Act, and the subordinate
Environmental Protection Policy (Water).

3. | Actions a) Stockpiled contaminated material is to be contained within a bunded
area so as to limit the potential for contaminated materials to be
transported from the site. Existing ru paths will be diverted
around this stockpile location, and bun Qes shall be provided to
retain material.

b) Fuels and oils shall be stored%e locations (with bunds as
required by relevant Standards an® Guidelines) where stormwater
inundation is unlikely to oc Aﬁy spillages of fuel and oil within the
compound shall be atte to immediately to limit the potential for
off-site impacts.

c) As itis an offence e Environmental Protection Policy (Water),
the Contracto to deposit or release any of the following into, or
in a place wh js likely to wash into a water way, a roadside gutter
or a stor raln -

o
.
. aud
e , Rubbish
< Waste Water
e Solvents

sediment basin to contain runoff in a rainfall event. Where the
possibility exists that the rainfall event will cause the basin to overtop,
contingency measures shall be put in place to prevent water from
leaving the site.

&\ Oils, fuels
Q~ d) The contractor is to ensure that sufficient freeboard is available on the

Table 3.1
Release Criteria
Water Quality Parameter Release Criteria
pH 6.5108.5
Suspended Solids 50mg/L
Dissolved Oxygen Minimum 6mg/L (80-90% saturation)
Oil and Grease No visible film, no odour
Trigger Value 95% protection
Lead 0.0034mg/L + HMTV factor
Arsenic 0.024mg/L
Aluminium 0.055mg/L (pH >6.5)
AD1243FEMP Environmental Procedure - EP005 October 2013
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Queensland
Govemment

Department of
Environment and

Enquiries: Melanie Scanes Heritage Protection

‘Telephone : 07 5459 6132
Your reference:
Our reference:

Earthpro Pty Ltd

C/- Richard Ings Pty Ltd
Bermuda Point, Suite 1303

1 Lake Orr Drive

VARSITY LAKES QLD 4227

23 January 2014 @2‘
’
Dear Mr Davies, @

Re: Erosion and Sediment Control s&ﬁon conducted by Contour Consulting
Engineers on 20 December 2013.

1 refer to the inspection and repo Wundra Landfill, Earthpro Construction site, on 20
December 2013, by Contour ‘%g Engineers. The Department of Environment and
Heritage Protection (the dep&-‘ has reviewed the report and provides the following
comments.

The erosion and sedd Mntrol (ESC) audits are conducted as a requirement of
Environmental Progect rder CA28969/STAT811 for the purpose of reviewing if all
reasonable and ble measures are being implemented to demonstrate Earthpro Pty Ltd
(Earthpro) argapeehpg their general environmental duty under the Environmental Protection
Act 1994.

The department has reviewed the audit report and from the report identifies the following
concerns:

e the full extent of the site is subject to earthworks and the contaminated soil stock pile
is still yet to be placed within a monocell;

e 1o broad surface erosion controls were in place over the site;

e no effective clean water diversion has been constructed to protect the site from clean
water entering via the Westem or Southern boundaries;

Page 1 of 3 Level 6 Mike Ahern Centre
12 First Avenue Maroochydore
PO Box 362 Maroochydore
Queensland 4558 Australia
Telephone 07 5459 6132
Facsimile 07 5459 6190

Website www.ehp.ald.gov.au
ABN 46 640 294 485
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e die back of grass in table drain along Eastern boundary;

¢ decommissioning of Cell 9 sediment basin leaves the site without sufficient Type 1
treatment;

e no effective point of discharge from the site provides no opportunity to effectively
divert the substantial clean water catchments around the construction site;

e additional focus should be placed on documenting the installation, review, and
maintenance of ESC measures;

e the project has been severely delayed and the increased exposure is considered to
present an increased risk;

e pre-existing stockpiles were located directly adjacent to Northern cut off drain;
e pre-existing stockpiles have only limited sediment controls in place;

o stockpiles batters were typically higher and steeper than best pagctice;

e drainage control works were identified across the site as iring remediation and
maintenance;

e spray on liners show deterioration in the invert of the along the Northern extent
of disturbance; Vs

o seeding of the Eastern channel has not achietgd a suitable level of strike;

e insufficient formalized Type 1 control$*fcphain on-site (given the extent of the
earthworks) where site water can bezp 1ately treated;

e inlets to drainage structures previo
e the invert of the drain alon% hern boundary has been compromised.

place appear to have been removed,;

While the above mentiongd conz-ems reported by the auditor are not recorded as formal
corrective actions, it i ese and other issues remain part of the corrective actions
considered appropriate e implemented to demonstrate that Earthpro are meeting their

best practice as not been implemented at the site, and that Earthpro are not meeting
their general enVironmental duty by taking all reasonable and practicable measures to prevent
or minimise environmental harm from the activity. These issues will be taken into account
should further enforcement action be commenced as a result of uncontrolled discharge of
contaminated stormwater from the site.

general environm& duty.
The conccrns'@ﬁlb d in the ESC audit on 20 December 2013 and listed above, indicate that

Page 2 of 3
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If you wish to discuss this matter further please contact Ewan Bell on telephone (07) 5459
6132.

Yours sincerely.

sch4p4( 6) Personal information

Ben Sale
Manager — Sunshine Coast, Noosa and Gympie

Southern Region
Environmental Services and Regulation
Department of Environment and Heritage Protection

&
N
@’Qg/
AN
&

Page 3 of 3
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Scanes Melanie
_

From: Scanes Melanie

Sent: Wednesday, 18 December 2013 4:52 PM
To: m.alam@earthpro.com.au

Cc: roy@earthpro.com.au; Bell Ewan
Subject: Sediment on road

Hi Murshed

In addition to our phone conversation, | drove passed the site entrance today. | noticed there was some sediment
spilling on to the road. | hope that it is part of your daily duties to clean up any spill over at the end of the day or if a
rain event is expected.

Regards

Melanie

Q

Senior Environmental Officer
Environmental Services and Regulation, Southern Region
Department of Environment and Heritage Protection

PO Box 362 MAROOCHYDORE, QLD 4558 %@

Telephone: (07) 5459 6154 Fax: (07) 5459 6190
melanie.scanes@ehp.gld.gov.au

www.ehp.qgld.gov.au

Q-

to report littering
or Illegal dumping
)

Great state. s ane
Greal apportunity. ggi&m qlfpnn(%

1
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Enquiries Mclanie Scancs
Telephone (07) 54 59 6154
Your reference

Our reference CR59905

29 November 2013

Roy Davis

Earthpro Pty Ltd
P.O.Box 1954
CLEVELAND DC 4163

Dear Mr Davis, Q

Re: Alleged intentional release of leachate offsite at Sunshj ast Regional Council
(SCRC) Landfill Site located at Pierce Avenue, Bells Cree

The Department of Environment Heritage and Protecy) (EﬁP) has conducted an investigation
into the information provided by Earthpro Pty Ltd ) regarding the alleged release of
leachate from the Pierce Avenue, Bells Creek, La ite operated by Sunshine Coast Regional
Council (SCRC).

EHP has reviewed the evidence and pr vi& following response to the complaint. The

investigation outcomes are; @

1) The allegation of pumping from a leachate well into a water way
o The leachate well lo%e%on the batter of cell 8 (observed by Earthpro) is not connected
to the leachate p xtraction system as other wells are and cannot be accessed by a
vehicle for pump eachate from this well is pumped and reinjected into the eastern

disch: int.
¢ The lay fI4t pipes pumping both leachate and stormwater lay along the northern batter and
these pumps may in operation at the same time.

cell leachggv‘m.
e In addi%' stdmwater from the western areas of cell 8 was being pumped to the common

The investigation concluded that leachate was being pumped to a leachate well and the
stormwater to the release point. In response to your complaint EHP has required the pumping of
the stormwater into the waterway to cease as this water must be appropriately treated and
monitored prior to release.

Page 1 0of 2 Level 6 Mike Ahern Centre
12 First Avenue Maroochydore
PO Box 168 COTTON TREE
MAROOCHYDORE
Queensland 4558 Australia
Telephone (07) 54 586 132
Facsimile (07) 54 439 92759 6190
Email SunshineCoast.esr@ehp.qld.gov.au
Website www.epa.qld.gov.au

ABN 87 221 158 786
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2) The management of leachate seepage from the eastern batter wall from cell 3.

EHP has been advised of problems with leachate seepage from the eastern batter of cell 3. There
is currently a management program in place, including this area, to improve past capping of cells
to prevent leachate seepage. The improvements to the eastern batter of cell 9 are planned once
construction of the new cells is complete.

Council is currently managing the collection of the leaking leachate by directing it to a clay bund
from which it is transferred to onsite leachate storage system ready for transport offsite. Should
any breaches or leaks be observed by Earthpro, as part of your General Environmental Duty,it is
appropriate to, if possible, install a short term fix and advise SCRC, and consider advising EHP if
there is potential for environmental harm being caused.

EHP thanks you for bringing these issues to our attention. Should y ve any questions please
do not hesitate to telephone Melanie Scanes on (07) 5459 6132. % .

Vaure cinnaralu @

sch4p4( 6) Personal information 4

e Sale— Q/
Manager %
Sunshine Coast and Gympie

Southern Region
Environmental Services and Regulation
Environmental Heritage and Prot%

oVQ
N\
S

6§nvironmcmal Protection Agency ~ Reference: CR43817 § Page 2 of 2
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Government

Enquires Ewan Bell Department of

Eﬁ'??ﬁfﬁ?e’m %2333 o128 _ Environment and
Heritage Protection

27 November 2013

Earthpro Pty Ltd

C/- Richard Ings Pty Ltd
Bermuda Point, Suite 1303
1 Lake Orr Drive

VARSITY LAKES QLD 4227

Attn: Roy Davis
Re: Reissue of a Penalty Infringement Notice for offence un@g?Environmemal

Protection Act 1994 (the Act). g{

Penalty Infringement Notice 40013335 was issued to Earthp? Ltd on the 25 November
2013. It has been found there was an error on the notjge in relation to the date of the offence.
Penalty Infringement Notice 40013335 is being wi% nd you will receive official

withdrawal notice in the near future.
%?Kned and enclosed.

cerdof the Department of Environment and
arthpro earthworks site at 171 Pierce Avenue
3 (the premises), on 30 October 2013.

Penalty Infringement Notice 40013343 has

| refer to the inspection undertaken by
Heritage Protection (the departmen
BELLS CREEK, Lot 101 on Plan

During the inspection it was observed that sediment transported from the premises had been
deposited along Pierce Aveq m vehicles exiting the premises. Earthpro have an
exclusive entrance to thhworks site that is controlled and managed by Earthpro.
Sediment was obsepved dégosited on the road and in the gutter where it could reasonably be
expected to wash@ters, a roadside gutter, or stormwater drainage.

Under sectioan of the Act (attached) it is an offence for a person to unlawfully deposit a
prescribed watertontaminant in waters; or in a roadside gutter or stormwater drainage; or at
another place, and in a way, so that the contaminant could reasonably be expected to wash,
blow, fall or otherwise move into waters, a roadside gutter or stormwater drainage.

The department has determined that the facts and circumstances of the offence warrant the
issuing of a Penalty Infringement Notice (PIN) as an alternative to proceeding by way of
prosecution in Court.

Please find enclosed a PIN issued to you in the amount of $2200. Payment of this sum must
be made within 28 days. Payment options available to you include cheque, money order,
BPAY and BPOINT. For more information regarding your payment options please refer to the

Level 6, 12 First Avenue
MAROOCHYDORE QLD 4558
PO BOX 362
MAROOCHYDORE QLD 4558

Telephone (07) 5459 6132
Facsimlle (07) 5459 6190

Webslte: www.ehp.gld.gov.au

13-266 File A 13 of 241



reverse side of the PIN. Also contained in the PIN is information regarding your rights and
obligations.

If you have any questions about this letter or require more information about the
accompanying PIN please contact Melanie Scanes on (07) 5459 6154.

Youre cinreralv

sch4p4( 6) Personal information

Ben Sale
Manager (Sunshine Coast & Gympie)
Environmental Services and Regulation

Sy (&2?

&
N
&

Q\/
\
&

Page 2 of 2
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Queensland
Government
Enquires Ewan Bell
Telephone (07) 5459 6128 léepalnmem of 4
Our reference CA28969 | nv.ronment an i
Heritage Protection

25 November 2013

Earthpro Pty Ltd

C/- Richard Ings Pty Ltd
Bermuda Point, Suite 1303
1 Lake Orr Drive

VARSITY LAKES QLD 4227

Attn: Roy Davis

Re: Penalty Infringement Notice for offence under the Envi :al Protection Act
1994 (the Act).

| refer to the incident reported to the Department of Enyirongtent and Heritage Protection (the
department) and report provided by Earthpro Pty Ltd hpro) to the on 28 October 2013
regarding the release of turbid water from the sedi in at the Earthpro earthworks site
at 171 Pierce Avenue BELLS CREEK, Lot 101 on% P232333 (the premises), on 24

October 2013. ?\

A review of the evidence identified that jurb ter was released during a planned release of
treated stormwater offsite from the p here it could reasonably be expected to wash
into waters, a roadside gutter, or s r drainage.

Under section 440ZG of the Act (Stached) it is an offence for a person to unlawfully deposit a
prescribed water contamina®f in waters; or in a roadside gutter or stormwater drainage; or at
another place, and in a at the contaminant could reasonably be expected to wash,
blow, fall or othewvisx to waters, a roadside gutter or stormwater drainage.

The department Had\determined that the facts and circumstances of the offence warrant the
issuing of a P Infringement Notice (PIN) as an alternative to proceeding by way of
prosecution in Ggurt.

Please find enclosed a PIN issued to you in the amount of $2200. Payment of this sum must
be made within 28 days. Payment options available to you include cheque, money order,
BPAY and BPOINT. For more information regarding your payment options please refer to the
reverse side of the PIN. Also contained in the PIN is information regarding your rights and
obligations.

Level 6, 12 First Avenue
MAROOCHYDORE QLD 4558
PO BOX 362
MAROOCHYDORE QLD 4558
Telephone (07) 5459 6132
Facsimile (07) 5459 6190

Website: www.ehp.gld.gov.au
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If you have any questions about this letter or require more information about the
accompanying PIN please contact Melanie Scanes on (07) 5459 6154.

Yours sincerely,
N

sch4p4( 6) Personal information

(
Ben Sale
Manager (Sunshine Coast & Gympie)
Environmental Services and Regulation
Southern Region

<
v/
Q\/Qg’
N\
&

Page 2 of 2
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Assessment Report

Q Penalty Infringement Notice

This Assessment Report will assist officers to record information in supporting a decision to issue qfa ﬁ/ Infringement Notice (PIN) in a circumstance
under the State Penalties Enforcement Act 1999 regime. This includes the Environmental Protection 994, Nature Conservation Act 1992, Forestry Act
1959, Recreational Areas Management Act 2006, Marine Parks Act 2004 and the Waste Recygling&nd Reduction Act 2011.

Note: For information on writing and management of PIN’s piease refer to the PIN Man

1. Identifying details relating to the PIN VN
&9‘4
v

Reference details Release of Sediment laden water by Earthpro f{a indra Landfill Cell construction site;

ECOTrack Number if CA28969
used %

Licence/Permit number N/A

File number ISOR/114550 d\/

Name of alleged offender | Earthpro Pty Ltd \ v

Date of birth NA '& N

Address 4R;C2:I7-|ARD INGS lﬁaﬁurmuda Point, Suite 1303, 1 Lake Orr Drive, Varsity Lakes, Qid
P.O.Box 1954 Cleveland DC 4163

ACN/ABN 39 077 375 207

Contact details Roy Davies (07) 3829 1577

Page 1 of 9+ 120814

Department of Environment and Heritage Protection
www.ehp.qld.gov. au ABN 46 640 294 485
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Assessment Report
Penalty Infringement Notice (PIN)

2, Background details of incident

Please outline any historical information relevant to this incident. This information may assist with the reasoning for the decision and may be essential should

the matter be referred to the Magistrates Court. sch4pa( 6) Personal information

Date & time 24 October 2013; 42-38pt Approx 1180am. @

Day of the week Wednesday %v

Location Pierce Avenue, Bells Creek, at the release point from the Earthpro con%ﬁn site on the SE corner.

Vehicle/vessel details NA 4

Other information }On 28 August 2013 Earthpro Pty Ltd were issued an EPO s compliance with their general environmental duty, Refer

health risk to prevent releases offsite and had not n asonable and practicable measures to prevent sediment from

CA28969 — STAT811. Earthpro had not adequately cor‘iai il of a known contaminated risk to the environment and human
leaving the site and entering a waterway.

Earthpro are constructing new landfill cells for tfig expansion of the current landfill located at Pierce Avenue Caloundra. Bells
Creek which discharges to the Pumicest age is located immediately downstream of the development. The construction
site is located within the approved Ian@s orms part of Environment Authority SPDE03088111. The jurisdiction of this site
rests with EHP

N
\Y4
3. Alleged offence details

Please outline what offences are alleged to have ba&}niﬁed. Details inciude the legislation, section number, penalty units and limitation periods. Note:
es

If there are more than three separate PIN-able ing considered the matters should form the basis of a complaint and summons and be heard by a
Magistrate. PIN offence codes are found at: hitp: site2.dnr.ald.gov.au/compliance coordination/pins.himi#offence codes

No. | Section Legislation Penalty Units Statute Limitation

1 “40zG [Environmental Protection Act 1994 20 As per s.497 — 1 year and up to 2

years

Page 2 of 9 + 120814 Department of Environment and Heritage Pro  on
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Assessment Report

Penalty Infringement Notice (PIN)

4.

Elements and supporting evidence

Please outline the elements of each of the offences listed above. Detail what evidence is available to satisfy each and every element of the offence(s), the
source, how it is/'was obtained and when it will/was obtained.

Offence Elements Type of evidence Source of eviden Q How evidence was obtained
No.
1 A person must not LS p:jerson ‘ " |ASIC search — Orgam ‘Search completed using ASIC on line search
: nder  section 3 o the ;
unlawf.ully deposit 2 Environmental Protection Act 1994 — | Earthpro Pty Ltd is 9"89 stered company | €ngine-
prescribed water person is defined as a body of | under  Ausigdlia Securites  and
contaminant at persons, whether incorporated or Investments ission (ASIC) and is
another place, and in a | unincorporated. Section 32D of the | therefore under the definitions of
Acts Interpretation Act 1954 states “a | the Enyionmgttal Protection Act 1994 and
way, so that the h " tation Act 1954
contaminant could reference to a person generally | the retation Ac :
includes a reference to a corporation
reasonably be as well as an individual”.
expected to wash, N
blow, fall or otherwise
move into waters, a Unlawfully Q~
roadside gutter or Section 493A (2) of the
stormwater drainage ft’;‘t’é’:’t’g‘f';f\’/ ifo’ OleCAN J or“ The sediment laden water released is not | On 24 October 2013 Penny Houston (SCRC)
. related acts are uniewfuNfless it is ;utr:jqnsedtunclier any of (a) - (g) described | yotified EHP of an observation of Sediment
A rlelvt\a,\f/alnt ?Ct ls't . authorised to bp@on®under— In acjacent column. laden water releasing down a stormwater
uniawilll uniess i is (a) an enviropentgl protection drain
authorised to be done policy: or
under— (b) a transitional environmental
(a) an environmental program; or
protection _p_oltcy; o (c) an environmental protection
(b) a transitional order: or
environmental program; | 4) an environmental authority; or
or . tal (e) a development condition of a
(©) ta" ;;-nvxrozm_en . development approval; or
p(:o ection oraer, or | (f) a standard environmental
(d) an environmenta condition of a code of environmental
Page 3 of 9 » 120814 Department of Environment and Heritage Protection
13-266 File A
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Assessment Report

Penalty Infringement Notice (PIN)

authority; or compliance for a chapter 4 activity; or
(e) a development (g) an emergency direction.
condition of a
development approval;
or Deposit
(f) a standard Q
environmental condition 440ZE Meaning of depOSits for Earthpro are in the proc mcﬁng
of a code of Part 3_C of the Environmental | |andfill cells as part of a sion of Management plan submitted prior to the
envnro_nmental Protection Act 1994 - Offences Caloundra Landfill. An sissuedto | release of water from sediment dam.
compliance for a chapter | relating to water contamination. Earthpro on the 28" Augu®2013 on the
4 activity; or grounds that E rothad failed to meet its | Nofification report received from council
(g) an emergency (1) A person deposits a contaminant | GED obligati articular in relationto | including photographic evidence and water
direction.| in waters or at another place if the | the ESC nt and mismanagement | tesfing.
person— of Contam soil. The Contaminated
(a) drops, places or throws the | soj contains high concentrations | AdmissicsT&8(2) - Personal infdfi@dtidirelease
gf:::n:)l?ant in the waters or onto the rtar!ﬂléezi(st)i{aevr\gsﬁg{r?dua of | occurred and they measured the release to
' ifle r. .
(b) releases the contaminant, of o & londi aite. Under the EPO | e Suspended Solids (SS) 200mg/L. -
otherwise causes it to move, into Q'a r a rain event Earthpro were conducting | "€°°" ding
waters or onto the place. % mgnaged re]ease_of stormwater frorq a Report provided by Earthpro to EHP
sediment basin onsite. Earthpro submitted .
(2) A person deposits a contamMant | a management plan stating how the release explaining what had happened. The report
at a place if— will occur. The water of concern had been provides an admission of the release.
(a) the person is an 18f of the | flocced and tested. The water was to be Melanie Scanes has some concern that
place or the contagin under the | released under supervision in accordance | jnformation was omitted from the report as
person’s contro ) with the submitted plan in order to meet the admissiGAAR(2) - Personal infotiati
(b)  someghie eposits  the | Earthpros’ general environmental duty. The e admissicA o
contamin thé place in a way | management pian states that the release measurement of SS 200mg/L was not
mentioned M{subsection (1); and should be observed to be clear at all times | included in the report.
(c) the persont does not remove the | during the release.
contaminant from the place within @ | On the 24 October 2013 council notified
reasonable time after becoming | EHP by phone of a release of turbid water
aware that the contaminant has been | travelling down the internal stormwater
deposited at the place. release pathway that releases to a
waterway. Council investigated the source
and determined the release was coming
from the Earthpro construction site. Council
Page 4 of 9+ 120814 Department of Environment and Heritage Pro ‘on
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Assessment Report

Penalty Infringement Notice (PIN)

then rang EHP to advise of the event they
observed and provided photographic
evidence.

Melanie Scanes, EHP then rang Earthpro -
Roy and Murshed ph numbers not
answered so EHP contacted o head
office and asked to be o the
site foreman. Earthpro ce provided
s78B(2) - Personal inf@R@fénhnugnber.. EHP sooke to
s78B(b) - Personal infl conveszali@)s Personal information

stated he h ay from the release
point and hat someone had moved

the hos sediment laden release
o%n a subsequent conversation
adathm suspended solids for that

s78B(2) {Rerso
So(se was measured by Earthpro to be

Q/
@OmglL.
2 Council organised for a bund to be placed

\/ across the waterway to prevent further
Q release of sediment laden water to the

receiving environment. Earthpro did not

&\ request such a move be made. Water
according to council had been releasing for
Q‘ a significant period of time prior to Earthpro
turning off the pump after being contacted
by Council and EHP. Council conducted
insitu test and advised EHP the NTU
measured 600. Laboratory testing was later

conducted by council, results were SS
160mm/L. Which is in excess of 20NTU.

Page 5 of 9 » 120814 Department of Environment and Heritage Protection
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Assessment Report

Penalty Infringement Notice (PIN)

A prescribed water contaminant
Section 440ZD - prescribed water
contaminant means — in Schedule 9
of the EP Reg -

a liquid containing suspended or

dissolved solids

<

At another pl:ce, and in a way, so

that the contaminant could
reasonably be expected to wash,
blow, fall or otherwise move into
waters, a roadside gutter or
stormwater drainage

Under the Environmental Protection
Act 1994 a contaminant can be -

The release meets the definition mentioned
in subsection (1) in adjacent column.

The contaminant is water that ing
released from a sedime onsite and
was measured to have jped a SS

level above that detergine in the

management as a suitable release
level of <20 is considered a water
containing nded solids under

Sc@?s

v

The sediment laden water was a controlled
release from a sediment basin located on
the Earthpro site into a clean water
stormwater drain that then drains offsite
and leads to Bells Creek. An unknown
volume of contaminated water was
released to the waterway prior to the bund
being placed across the drain as directed
by council.

Incident Report by council including
photographic evidence and water testing.

state SS 160mg/L.

Verbal accounts by council and Earthpro
employees observing sediment laden water
that originated from Earthpro site.

Report by council including photographic
evidence and water testing.

state SS 160mg/L.

Verbal accounts by council and Earthpro
employees observing sediment laden water
that originated from Earthpro site.

Incident report by council including
photographic evidence and water testing
which state SS 160mg/L. .

Verbal accounts by council and Earthpro
employees observing sediment laden water
that originated from Earthpro site.

Page 6 of 9 + 120814
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Assessment Report

Penalty Infringement Notice (PIN)

(a) a gas, liquid or solid; or
(b) an odour; or

(c) an organism (whether
alive or dead), including a
virus; or

(d) energy, including noise,
heat, radioactivity = and
electromagnetic radiation; or
() a combination of
contaminants |

Q.
Q\/

Bells Creek is a waterway with protected
values under the EPP (Water) 2009
Pummicestone Passage environmental
values and water quality objectives. |

Report by council including photographic
evidence and water testing.

state SS 160mg/L.

Verbal accounts by council and Earthpro
employees observing sediment laden water
that originated from Earthpro site.

5. Other enforcement options

\
&

Please detail what other enforcement options have been considered for this matter.

Have other enforcement options No
been considered?
If yes, what are they and the reasons | N/A

Page 7 of 9 - 120814
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Assessment Report

Penalty Infringement Notice (PIN)

for using/not using them?

If no, please advise why no other Earthpro were served an EPO on the 28" August 2013 by EHP on the grounds of failing to meet its GED. Very
options have been considered? poor erosion and sediment control practices were observed on site by EHP authorised officers and Earthpro
had failed to appropriately manage stockpiles of Lead (Pb) contami @ soil onsite. Earthpro has engaged a
CPESC (to provide ESC advice) and an SQP (to provide advice origd \taminated soil management) as
required by the EPO. PINs are considered an appropriate nexplevgl o nforcement to bring about compliance
with the EPO. Q/

v

Y4

6. Recommendation %
The officer is required to make a recommendation in relation to the matter under invesﬁ@’

Recommendation:

iThe enforcement guidelines have been considered and it has been determine isSuing a penalty infringement notice is the most appropriate
enforcement action in this case. The breach is serious and the facts are indisputablé. Due to the low environmental risk and the overall sediment and
erosion control measures are being addressed under an EPO it is consi % this will ensure that the offence is remedied and reoccurrence is
deterred.

it is recommended that a PIN be issued under section 440ZG of @’nmemal Protection Act 1994 for the breach outlined above.

7. Endorsement Q/

The recommending officer and supervisor are require sigivénd date below. ‘
\/

1 1.
Recommending Officer S S‘upervisory Review m
Signature: schap4( 6) Personal information E Signature: sch4p4( 6) Personal information
Print Name: Melanie Scanes Print Name: Ewan Bell
Position: Senior Environmental Officer Position: 'Princip}al Environmental Officer

/
Date: Date:
s6\W\i3 2510 [(3
Page 8 of 9 » 120814 Department of Environment and Heritage Prc  ion
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Assessment Report

Penalty Infringement Notice (PIN)

8. Approval

The appropriate manager or supervisor is required to%é;‘dr\mision and sign and date below.

Decision for recommendation

Reasons for decision

| approve this decision for the reasons set out above. |

7

-y,
N

‘Q_
'Q/\e\

Signature:
sch4p4( 6) Personal information

Print Name: Ben Sale

Position: Manager (Sunshine Coast & Gympie)
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Queensland

& Government
Enquires Ewan Bell Department of
Telephone (07) 5459 6128 En?lronm ent and
Our reference CA28969 : N
Heritage Protection

25 November 2013

Earthpro Pty Ltd

C/- Richard Ings Pty Ltd
Bermuda Point, Suite 1303
1 Lake Orr Drive

VARSITY LAKES QLD 4227

Attn: Roy Davis

Re: Penalty Infringement Notice for offence under the Envir%;al Protection Act
1994 (the Act).

I refer to the inspection undertaken by officers of the Departgrent of Environment and
Heritage Protection (the department) at the Earthpro works site at 171 Pierce Avenue
BELLS CREEK, Lot 101 on Plan SP232333 (the p @7 on 30 September 2013.

During the inspection it was observed that sedi ansported from the premises had been
deposited along Pierce Avenue from vehic ing the premises. Earthpro have an
exclusive entrance to this earthworks site tief ig?controlled and managed by Earthpro.
Sediment was observed deposited ongh®groad and in the gutter where it could reasonably be
expected to wash into waters, a roadgj ter, or stormwater drainage.

Under section 440ZG of the Act (Aftached) it is an offence for a person to unlawfully deposit a
prescribed water contaminagt in waters; or in a roadside gutter or stormwater drainage; or at
another place, and in a wayzSethat the contaminant could reasonably be expected to wash,
blow, fall or otherwise ma to waters, a roadside gutter or stormwater drainage.

issuing of a P ringement Notice (PIN) as an alternative to proceeding by way of

The department ré%e rmined that the facts and circumstances of the offence warrant the
I
prosecution in SQurt.

Please find enclosed a PIN issued to you in the amount of $2200. Payment of this sum must
be made within 28 days. Payment options available to you include cheque, money order,
BPAY and BPOINT. For more information regarding your payment options please refer to the
reverse side of the PIN. Also contained in the PIN is information regarding your rights and
obligations.

Level 6, 12 Flrst Avenue
MAROOCHYDORE QLD 4558
PO BOX 362
MAROQQOCHYDORE QLD 4558

Telephone (07) 5459 6132
Facsimile (07) 5459 6190

Woebsite; www.ehp.gld.gov.au

13-266 File A 26 of 241
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If you have any questions about this letter or require more information about the
accompanying PIN please contact Melanie Scanes on (07) 5459 6154.

You;g_sjncerely,

schdp4( 6) Personal information

sen sae

Manager (Sunshine Coast & Gympie)
Environmental Services and Regulation
Southern Region

&
N
&

Q\/
\
&

Page2 of 2
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Assessment Report

Q Penalty Infringement Notice

hd

This Assessment Report will assist officers to record information in supporting a decision to issue gffa alty Infringement Notice (PIN) in a circumstance
under the State Penalties Enforcement Act 1999 regime. This includes the Environmental Protectio 1994, Nature Conservation Act 1992, Forestry Act
1959, Recreational Areas Management Act 2006, Marine Parks Act 2004 and the Waste Recyclingand Reduction Act 2011.

Note: For information on writing and management of PIN’s please refer to the PIN Man 'llsteps/steps/reflaunch.cfm?nw=true&ref=2291

1. Identifying details relating to the PIN I?“

Reference details lSediment deposition on Pierce Avenue at Eaﬁlqc@(td Site Entrance Gate

ECOTrack Number if CA28969 %V

used %

Licence/Permit number N/A ,

File number SOR/1145504 <)"

Name of alleged offender iEarthpro Pty Ltd &A\ -

Date of birth NA @‘

Address RICHARD INGS PTY LYD Bermuda Point 1303, 1 Lake Orr Drive, Varsity Lakes, Qld 4227
P.0.Box 1954 Cleveland DC 4163

ACN/ABN 39 077 375 207

Contact details Roy Davies (07) 3829 1577

Page 1 of 8 « 120814
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Assessment Report

Penalty Infringement Notice (PIN)

2. Background details of incident

Please outline any historical information relevant to thi
the matter be referred to the Magistrates Court.

sch4p4( 6) Personal information

is information may assist with the reasoning for the decision and may be essential should

\*CC
Date & time 30 October 2013; 12-30pm
Day of the week Wednesday
Location Pierce Avenue, Bells Creek at egress to Earthpro construction works

Vehicle/vessel details

NA\ /
yi

Y4

Other information

On 28 August 2013 Earthpro Pty Ltd were issued an EPO %?“ﬂ

with their general environmental duty, Refer CA28969 S
not adequately contained soil of a known contamin
and human health risk to prevent releases offsite
reasonable and practicable measure to preve

Earthpro are constructing new landfill cel expansion of the current landfill
located at Pierce Avenue Caloundra. B%ek which discharges to the
ediatély downstream of the development.
e approved landfill and forms part of
Envirgnment Authority SP% 11. The jurisdiction of this site rests with

Pumicestone Passage is located i
The construction site is locate

EHP.|

1. Earthpro had
the environment
not demonstrated all
nt from leaving the site.

compliance

3. Alleged offence details

o

Please outline what offences are alleged to have been committed. Details include the legislation, section number, penalty units and limitation periods. Note:
If there are more than three separate PIN-able offences being considered the matters should form the basis of a complaint and summons and be heard by a
Magistrate. PIN offence codes are found at: http://insite2.dnr.qld.gov.au/compliance coordination/pins.htmi#offence codes

No. | Section | Legislation Penalty Units | Statute Limitation
1 4407G [Environmental Protection Act 1994 20 As per 5.497 — within a year and
Pagd 3% - 120814 Department offimAironment and Heritage Pro  ‘on
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Assessment Report

Penalty Infringement Notice (PIN)

up to 2 years

4. Elements and supporting evidence

Please outline the elements of each of the offences listed above. Detail what evidence is available to satis

source, how it is/was obtained and when it will/was obtained.

V3

ﬁQh and every element of the offence(s), the

Offence
No.

Elements

Type of evidence

Source

nce

How evidence was obtained

&
N
o&(o
\
S
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Assessment Report

Penalty Infringement Notice (PIN)

A person must not unlawfully
deposit a prescribed water
contaminant at another
place, and in a way, so that
the contaminant could
reasonably be expected to
wash, blow, fall or otherwise
move into waters, a roadside
gutter or stormwater
drainage

A relevant act is unlawful
unless it is authorised to be
done under—

(a) an environmental
protection policy; or

(b) a transitional environmental
program; or

(c) an environmental protection
order; or

(d) an environmental authority;
or

(e) a development condition of
a development approval; or

(f) a standard environmental
condition of a code of
environmental compliance for
a chapter 4 activity; or

(g) an emergency direction.i

A person

Under section 39 of the
Environmental  Protection  Act
1994 — person is defined as a
body of persons, whether
incorporated or unincorporated.
Section 32D of the Acts
Interpretation Act 1954 states “a
reference to a person generally

includes a reference to a
corporation as well as an
individual”.

Unlawfully

Section 493A (2) of the

Environmental Protection Act o

1994 states that environmenta
harm or related acts are un
unless it is authorised to b
under—

(a)an environmenWion

policy; or

(b) a transitio mental
program; o&

(c)ane ntal protection
order, c%

(d) an envisonmental authority; or
(e) a development condition of a
development approval; or

(f) a standard environmental
condition of a code of
environmental compliance for a
chapter 4 activity; or

(g) an emergency direction.

ASIC search — Organisation Search

Earthpro Pty Ltd is a registered company
under Australian Securities and

Investments Commission (ASIC) and is
therefore a person under t
the Environmental Protect

the Acts lnterpretatio%

finitions of
ct 1994 and

Search completed using ASIC on line
search engine

Site visit conducted by EHP on 30"
October 2013 to inspect Erosion &
Sediment Control (ESC) measures in the
company of Earthpro employed CPESC
consultant, post EPO being issued
regarding poor ESC practices.

Site visit report dated 30 October 2013.

Pagd 3488 . 120814
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Assessment Report

Penalty Infringement Notice (PIN)

Deposit

440ZE Meaning of deposits for
Part 3C of the Environmental
Protection Act 1994 - Offences
relating to water contamination.

(1) A person deposits a
contaminant in waters or at
another place if the person—

(a) drops, places or throws the
contaminant in the waters or onto
the place; or

(b) releases the contaminant, or
otherwise causes it to move, into
the waters or onto the place.

(2) A person deposits AN
contaminant at a place if—

(a) the person is an occl

the place or the contam@"s
under the person’s cogtrol; an

(b) someone depodsi the
contaminant at th’ plade in a way
mentioned in se ; and

i
(c) the pe& s not remove
the con from the place
within Q«sonable time after
becoming™ aware that the
contaminant has been deposited
at the place.

A prescribed water
contaminant

Section 440ZD - prescribed water
contaminant means — prescribed

Earthpro have an exclusive entrance to
their site, therefore control and manage the

area where the contaminant was deposited.

The contaminant was clearly observed on

the road and in the gutter outside the
Earthpro site entrance. It ha n allowed

to deposit from truck move . The
deposition meets the fior*mentioned
in subsection (1) in aflja€ent column. The
exit and road was gen
accordance with begt practice. The rock
area Ieadin%}d from the cattle grid was
covered j in clay, preventing mud
drop off ehicles. The cattle grid itself

The contaminant observed would be
described as sediment coming from an
exposed construction site.

Photos taken

Site visit report dated 30 October 2013.
Photos taken
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Assessment Report

Penalty Infringement Notice (PIN)

water contaminant means —
Schedule 9 of the EP Reg -

ashes, clay, gravel, sediment,
stones and similar organic or
inorganic matter

At another place, and in a way,
so that the contaminant could
reasonably be expected to
wash, blow, fall or otherwise
move into waters, a roadside
gutter or stormwater drainage
Under the Environmental
Protection Act 1994 a
contaminant can be -

(a) a gas, liquid or solig;
or
(b) an odour; or Q
(c) an organism (@hﬂ
alive or dead), incl ga
vnrus or
s@ cluding
dioactivity

lectromagnetlc

nmse

r at
combination of

The contaminant (s@{)as deposited

along Pierce Avenu the stormwater
gutters, directly in £arthpro’s egress point

and approxi ly 30m up the road. The
material osited on public roads
which a unded or contained. The
roads utters and multiple stormwater

i s part of their infrastructure into

w e contaminant could reasonably be

cted to wash (in rain events), blow, fall

otherwise move. The roadside drains

release to Bells Creek and ultimately the
Pummicestone Passage.]

cOptaminants

Site visit report dated 30 October 2013.
Photos taken

5. Other enforcement options

Please detail what other enforcement options have been considered for this matter.

Have other enforcement options
been considered?

No

Pagd 6% « 120814
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Assessment Report

Penalty Infringement Notice (PIN)

If yes, what are they and the reasons | .N/A
for using/not using them?

If no, please advise why no other Earthpro were served an EPO on the 28" August 2013 by EHP on the
options have been considered? grounds of failing to meet its GED. Very poor erosion and sediment
control practices were observed on site by EHP authorised officer
Earthpro had failed to appropriately manage stockpiles of Le
contaminated soil onsite. Earthpro has engaged a CPESC @« e
ESC advice) and an SQP (to provide advice on contaminated S6il
management) as required by the EPO. PINs are co dereﬁ an
appropriate next level of enforcement to bring a%%pliance with the
EPO.

6. Recommendation @E

The officer is required to make a recommendation in relation to the matte@v’ﬂvestigation
y 2

Recommendation: %

’The enforcement guidelines have been considered and it has been de ined that issuing an infringement
notice is the most appropriate enforcement action in this case I\ bgeach is minor and the facts are
indisputable. Due to the low environmental risk and the overs liment and erosion control measures are being
addressed under an EPO it is considered that this will g, e thét the offence is remedied and reoccurrence is
deterred.

It is recommended that a PIN be issued under se@ﬂ ZG of the Environmental Protection Act 1994 for the
breach outlined above.

7. Endorsement

The recommending officer and supervisor are required to sign and date below.

Recommending Officer Supervisory Review
Signature: Signature:
Pada2668 + 120814 Department ofjfgnxironment and Heritage Protection
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Penalty Infringement Notice (PIN)

.ol

Z

Print Name: Melanie Scanes sch4p4( 6) Personal informatio

Position: Senior Environmental Officer

. sch4p4( 6) Personal information +

nPrint Name: Ewan Bell

Position: Principal Environmental Officet~/

Date: 250\ 12

Date:

25 (s

8. Approval

The appropriate manager or supervisor is required to

N4
slecision and sign ang below.

Decision for recommendation

Reasons for decision

| approve this decision for the reasons set out above. l

Signature: sch4p4( 6) Personal information

/’ Approve ) K ’v
R

<

Print Name: B av

Position: Manager (Sunshine Coast & Gympie)

Date:

(W[,

S
\
&

_ Page P8 - 120814
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Queensland

Government
Enquires Ewan Bell
Telephone (07) 5459 6128 Depalrtment of 4
Our reference CA28969 Environment an

Heritage Protection

25 November 2013

Earthpro Pty Ltd

Cl/- Richard Ings Pty Ltd
Bermuda Point, Suite 1303
1 Lake Orr Drive

VARSITY LAKES QLD 4227

Attn: Roy Davis

Re: Penalty Infringement Notice for offence under the Envir: h%ﬁal Protection Act
1994 (the Act).

| refer to the Environmental Protection Order (STAT 811) (EF®) issued to Earthpro Pty Ltd by
the Department of Environment and Heritage Protecti e department) on 21 August 2013.

Following a review of the information provided to t rtment by the Certified Professional
in Erosion and Sediment Control (CPESC) on 3 mber 2013, as per Requirement 9 of
the EPQO, the department considers that Ea oYhave contravened the following
requirement:

Requirement 8 - By no later l@@hrs Thursday 26 September 2013 Earthpro
must implement all correc; actibns and/or onsite modifications recommended by
the independent CPESC inNQe report identified in Requirement 7(b).

Under section 361(2) of t@wtached) it is an offence for the recipient not to comply with
an EPO.

The department h ﬁ?mined that the facts and circumstances of the offence warrant the
issuing of a Pe Inffingement Notice (PIN) as an alternative to proceeding by way of
prosecution in .

Please find enclosed a PIN issued to you in the amount of $2200. Payment of this sum must
be made within 28 days. Payment options available to you include cheque, money order,
BPAY and BPOINT. For more information regarding your payment options please refer to the
reverse side of the PIN. Also contained in the PIN is information regarding your rights and
obligations.

Level 6, 12 First Avenue
MAROOCHYDORE QLD 4558
PO BOX 362
MAROOCHYDORE QLD 4558

Telephone (07) 5459 6132
Facsimile (07) 5459 6190

Website: www.ehp.gld.gov.au
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If you have any questions about this letter or require more information about the
accompanying PIN please contact Ewan Bell on (07) 5459 6128,

Yours cinrarah,

sch4p4( 6) Personal information

Ben Sale
Manager (Sunshine Coast & Gympie)
Environmental Services and Regulation
Southern Region

<
A
&
Q
\
&
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s Department of Environment and Heritage Protection s

Report

Alleged Breach Report

This Alleged Breach Report in conjunction with the departments Enforcement Guidelines will assist officers in recording
information which supports a decision to take enforcement action i.e. issue a Penalty Infingement Notice (PIN) under the
State Penalties Enforcement Act 1999 regime. This includes offences under the Environmental Protection Act 1994, Nature
Conservation Act 1992, Forestry Act 1959, Recreation Areas Management Act 2006, Marine Parks Act 2004, Waste
Reduction and Recycling Act 2011, Chapter 3 of the Waler Act 2000 and the Queensland Heritage Act 2000, as listed within
the State Penalties Enforcement Regulation 2000.

Note: For information on writing and the management of PINs please refer to the PIN_Manual or contact
infringement.notices@ehp.qld.gov.au.

1. Identifying details ?Q

Issuing Officer Ewan Bell

v

Reference details CA28969 /. ’

EcoTrack Number if used

C)V
Licence/Permit number NA y
File number SOR114550P2 ‘\/
Name of alleged offender Earthpro%&v
Address RICHQ%IN S Pty Ltd Burmuda Point, Suite 1303, 1 Lake Orr Drive, Varsity

4227
\P. OMBox 1954 Cleveland DC 4163

:
ACN/ABN »39 077 375 207
Contact details Roy Davis (07) 3829 1577

2. Background details of incident

Please outline any historical information relevant to this incident. This information may assist with the reasoning
for the decision, assist in completing a review of the PIN and may be essential should the matter be referred to

the Magistrates Court.

Date the department 30 September 2013
became aware of the
offence.

Page 1 of 8 » 131021 EM1223 ABN 46 640 294 485
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Form

Alleged Breach Report

Date(s) & time of offence

11 September 2013 — 30 September 2013

Day of the week

Location Lot 101 on Plan SP232333
Permit/ Authority details | EPO - STAT811
Site activity Landfill cell construction for Sunshine Coast Regional Council

Vehicle/vessel details

NA

Compliance history

EPO issued to Earthpro Pty Ltd on 21 August 201

Contact with alleged
offender- have you
notified them that PINS
are being issued?

compliance with GED. The EPO related to sues and contaminated soil
management and included multiple requiym nts to engage appropriate qualified
professionals to improve ESC an taminated soil management at the site.

On 21 August 2103 EPO issued to Earthp%std on the grounds to secure

Requirement 5 required Eart gage an independent Certified Professional

in Erosion and Sediment tr PESC).
Requirement 6 requir; e\CPESC to carry out an audit of existing erosion and

sediment controls (ESC\fplace at the site, and develop and operational ESC
plan.

Requirem%gfred that the CPESC must provide the assessment and plan

referred to IMRequirement 6 above, to the department by 11 September 2013. 1t

aquired that the assessment include corrective actions or on-site

gqulid
xquirement 8 required that Earthpro must by 26 September 2013 implement all
corrective actions or on-site modifications referred to in Requirement 7.

Requirement 9 required that the CPESC must provide a second report to the
department by 30 September 2013 that provided an audit of the corrective actions
or on-site modifications required to be implemented in Requirement 8.

The audit completed as per Requirement 7 (Audit A) included 8 Corrective Action
Requests (CAR). The audit completed as per Regquirement 9 (Audit B) included an
audit assessing the implementation of the CAR'’s. The second audit identified the
following:

Of these 8 CAR's 4 were not completed as per Requirement 8 including

CAR 1 Remove built up sediment from the invert of the clean water diversion
drain. This CAR was not completed — the report identified that once the clean
water diversion drain is in place the built up sediment will be removed.

CAR 2 Install geotextile lining to the invert of the drain - This CAR was not
completed — the report identified that once the clean water diversion drain is in
place the geotextile will be installed to the invert.

Page 2 of 8 +131021 EM1223
13-266

Department of Environment and Herltage Protection
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Form

Alleged Breach Report

CAR 3 Included extending the installed spray-on protection for the full extent of
the stockpile; or overlay the stockpile adjacent to the drain with geotextile. This
CAR was not completed and the stockpile had neither spray-on protection
installed or overlayed with geotextile.

CAR 8 Establish clean water diversion — This CAR was not completed - page 15
of the audit clearly identified that no effective clean water diversion has been
constructed to protect the site from clean water entering via the Western or
Southern boundaries.

Correspondence from Eathpro to SCRC dated 19 November 2013 stated that
Earthpro implemented most of the corrective actions and plans as per CPESC
reports. This statement clearly indicates that Earth id not implement all of the

CAR as per Requirement 8 of the EPO. \

<

, ¢

Possible mitigating circumstances %w

P

Other information % NA

&

3 Alleged offence deta'ﬂ/
Please outline what offences a d to have been committed. Details include the legislation, section

number, penalty units and '%ti periods. Please also include the PIN offence code these can also be
located on insite and E ps?

Note: If there are m@w three separate PIN-able offences being considered the matters should form the
ta

basis of a complain summons and be heard by a Magistrate.
No. | Section PIN offence Legislation Penalty Units Statute
code Limitation
1 Section 361(2) | EPA08 The Environmental 20 S497 — within
Protection Act 1994 one year after

the commission
of the offence; or
within 1 year
after the offence
comes to the
complainants
knowledge, but
within 2 years
after the

) Department of Environment and Herltége Protection
File A 40 of 241
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Form

Alleged Breach Report

commission of
the offence.

4, Elements and supporting evidence

Please outline the

elements of each of the offences listed above. Provide in detail what evidence is available to

satisfy each and every element of the offence(s), the source, how it is/was obtained and when it will/was

obtained.
Offence Elements Type of evidence Source of evidence | How evidence was
No. obtained
1. 11 September 2013 - Erosion and Sediment | Audit report pr d | Submitted to the
Control Audit A—Sep | CPESC asp Q department by
2013 Caloundra require ﬁ%lhe CPESC
Landfill Cell 9 EPO i%
Queensland — Ref: Earthpro
CIV1098/ESC-02; Ver ’
A.1 - 11 September
2013
30 September 2013 Erosion and iment | Audit report provided '
Contr itB—Sep | CPESC as per Submitted to the
hdra requirement 9 of the | department by
ell 9 EPO issued to CPESC
Queensland — Ref: Earthpro
I\V1098/ESC-03; Ver
Q A.1 - 30 September
,&\ 2013
2. Caloundra Landfill Cell | Evidence that Earthpro Diary Notes, Multiple sources
o Queensland — site of | are undertaking the Inspection Reports,
earthworks being earthworks at correspondence from
undertaken by Earthpro | Caloundra Landfill Cell SCRC and
9 correspondence from
Earthpro
3. $361(2) The recipient S358 —the
must not contravene an | administering authority
environmental may issue an
protection order environmental
protection order
(EPO).

Prosd of 8 131021 EM1223
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Alleged Breach Report

EPO - STAT811 Copy on
The recipient A delegate of the issued to Earthpro departmental file.
administering authority Pty Ltd on 21 August
decided to issue an 2013.
EPO to Earthpro Pty
Ltd on 21 Aug 2013.
Earthpro Pty Ltd is the
recipient of an EPO.
Requirement 8
Must not contravene Audit report per
CPESC asp Submitted to the

Erosion and' Sediment require otthe | department by
Control AuditB—Sep | -5 i@o CPESC

2013 Caloundra Earthoro

Landfill Cell 9 y
Queensland - Ref: <
CIV1098/ESC-03; e
A1 -30 Septem

2013. This i ;port

documents th@t

Earth Wd have
e

nted all

PO

whe report provides
&\ evidence that Earthpro

have contravened
Q~ Requirement 8 of the
EPO.

Email sent to the
department by SCRC. | Email from SCRC to
The email included an | the department.
attached email from
Murshedul Alam from
Earthpro and attached
document titled
Update of EPO
requirement. ltem 8 of
this document states
that Earthpro
implemented most of
the corrective actions
and plans as per
CPESC report. From

Email sent from
Debbie Spann of
SCRC to officers of
the department on
20/11/20183.

Department of Environment and Heritage Protection

Page 5 of 8 +131021 EM1223
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Form

Alleged Breach Report

clear
CAR

this document it is

implemented.

that not all of the
were

5.

Please detail correspondence related to the alleged breach that has been rec
sent from the department to the alleged offender. Attach copies of the cor

file notes of phone conversations, efc.).

Alleged offender correspondence- relating to the alleged Jyreach

from the alleged offender, or

nce (including letters, emails,

2013

from Debbie Spann,
Project Coordinator,
Sunshine Coast Regional
Council to the Ewan Bell
of the department and
others.

included email from
Earthpro with attachment
titled Update of EPO
requirement.

Date Type of Brief description of ¥ | Which alleged Copy
Correspondence correspond% offence does the Attached?
correspondence
relate to?
11 Sep 2013 | Erosion and Sediment e@ EPAO08 Y - Appendix |
Control Management Plan | ESC -CAR
- Audit A 4 ement p'an, attached
ding CAR’s submitted
Q"’as per Requirement 7 of
\ the EPO.
yi
30 Sep 2013 | Erosion and S nt Assessment of EPAO8 Y
Control #ZAldit B — Sep implementation of CAR’s
201 & Audit A as per
Q~ Requirement 9 of the
EPO
20 November | Email correspondence Email from SCRC EPAO8 Y

6. Other enforcement options

Please detail what other enforcement options have been considered for this matter as per the departments
Enforcement Guidelines.

llag_%g of 8 4131021 EM1223
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Form

Alleged Breach Report

Have other enforcement options
been considered?

If yes, what are they and the reasons
for using/not using them?

deterrent.

It is considered that administrative response to the offence is not
appropriate given this enforcement action relates to an existing statutory
notice and the offence not to comply with an environmental protection
order. It is considered that an infringement notice is appropriate as it
appears an offence has been committed, the breach is apparently
indisputable, and can be easily remedied, and itis likely to actas a

If no, please advise why no other
options have been considered?

7. Recommendation

The officer is required to make a recommendation in relation to t

Q
Q%\'

e mafjer under investigation.

\3’

It is recommended that a penalty infringement notice be iss

hpro Pty Ltd for the offence s361(2) —

¢
Offence not to comply with an order. It is considered on t e%ce abave that the facts are indisputable.

&

V3 o

8. %v

The recommending officer ind s

Acknowledgement

isg are required to sign and date below.

«
Recommendi \e
scr&e) rsonal information =
Signature:

Print Name: Ewan Bell W

Supervisory Review/

Signature:

-

sch4p4( 6) Personal information

— ]

Print Name: Mel Scanes

Position: Principal Environmental Officer

Position: Senior Environmental Officer

Date: 22/11/13

Date: 35/:://3

9. Endorsement

The appropriate manager or supervisor is required to either support / not support the decision and sign and date

below,

-

Decision for recommendation

<INSERT detaiéupporﬁmt support>

£8 +131021 EM1223
4056501 8 " File A
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Form

Alleged Breach Report

Reasons for decision

/MWC{)JW,W\\M a,Qav\/\-g\

Signature: sch4p4( 6) Personal information Print Name: Ben Sale
Position: Manager, Environmental Services and Date:
Regulation, Sunshine Coast and Gympie 2—5/ \\/ { f

Please ensure that the PIN, cover letter and alleged bre &rt are saved into
Ecotrack. y

%
N
oVQ{O
N\
S
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Bell Ewan

From: Debbie Spann <Debbie.Spann@sunshinecoast.qld.gov.au>

Sent: Wednesday, 20 November 2013 8:22 AM

To: Scanes Melanie; Bell Ewan; Sale Ben

Cc: mab@bmce.com.au; Shanna Douglas; Steve Pollard

Subject: FW: Update Registry of EPO - Cell 9 Preparation Caloundra Landfill
Attachments: Update of EPO requirement.pdf

Good morning all,

| have received this attached EPO registry table from Earthpro, however, it really doesn’t give us any specific
information on how things are going with the EPO.

The Contour E&SC Plan has not been fully implemented and currently there are no sediment ponds to treat water on
site. We still to date, have not received any reports or results from Duke. Could EHP please provide an update to
SCRC on Earthpro’s progress regarding the EPO?

Kind Regards, &

Debbie Spann | Project Coordinator

Business & Major Project Services

Infrastructure Services | Sunshine Coast Regional Council %
Phone: 07 5420 8027

Email:  debbie.spann@sunshinecoast.qld.gov.au
Website: www.sunshinecoast.qld.gov.au

Mail:  Locked Bag 72 Sunshine Coast Mail Centre Q@E
Piease consider (he envirocnment befare printing this email @V

From: m.alam@earthpro.com.au [mai|to:m,£@earthpro.com.au]

Sent: Tuesday, 19 November 2013 1:1§ PM

To: Debbie Spann

Cc: Michael Blakeney; @L@e_anm@gm Shanna Douglas; Steve Pollard
Subject: Update Registry ofK— CeO Preparation Caloundra Landfill

Debbie,

’

Please find attached update'registry of EPO requirements as per your enquiry on last site meeting.
Regards

Murshedui Alam

Site Contract Administrator
EarthPro Pty Ltd

Mob#ehap4( 6) Personal information

Ta find out more about the Sunshine Coast Council, visit your local office at Caloundra, Mareochydore, Nambour or Tewantin or visit us online at
www.sunshinecoast.qld.gov.au. If correspondence includes personal information, please refer to Council's Privacy Policy

This email and any attachments are confidential and only for the use of the addressee. If you have received this email in error you are requested to notify the
sender by return email or contact council on 07 5475 7272, and are prohibited from forwarding, printing, copying or using it in anyway, in whole or part.

1
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Please note that some council staff utilise mobile devices, which may resultin information being transmitted overseas prior to delivery of any communication
to the device. In sending an email to Council you are agreeing that the content of your emall may be transmitted overseas.

Any views expressed in this email are the author’s, excepl where the emall makes it clear otherwise. The unauthorised publication of an email and any
altachments generated for the official functions of council Is strictly prohibited. Please note that council Is subject to the Right to Information Act 2009 (Qld)

and Information Privacy Act 2009 (Qld).

<
v/
Q\/Qg’
N\
&
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EPO REQUIREMENT REGISTRY

Item EPO Section EPO Item Due Date ion/Submission Date Comment
1 B {Requirements) 1 1200 hrs Tuesday 27 August 2013 1200 hrs Tuesday 27 August 2013, Mulch used to stabilise the contaminated stockpile
2 B (Requirements) 2 1200 Hrs Wednesday 28 August 2013 1200 Hrs Wednesday 28 August 2013 Engagement of Duke Environmental by Earthpro
Duke Envi I — . -
3 B (Requirements) 3 1200 hrs Thursday 26 September 2013 1200 hes Thursday 26 September 2013 uke Environmental conducted site inspection 3s per EPO requirement
3a, 3b, 3cand 3d
4 B (Requirements) 4 1200 hrs Thursday 26 September 2013 1200 hrs Thursday 26 September 2013 RuKeEgiorgiertal 's Submissiorfor docurments s per requirsment 4
3 f Contour Consulting Engi
3 8 (Requirements) 5 1200 Hrs Wednesday 28 August 2013 1200 Hrs Wednesday 28 August 2013 2 nsulting Engineers by Earthpro
C Iting Engi | i .
6 B (Requirements) 6 1200 hrs Wednesday 11 September 2013 1200 hrs Wednesday 11 September 2013 N 0P Consufting Engineers completed requirement 63 and 6
Contour Consulting Engineers submitted ired d t
7 B (Requirements) 7 1200 hrs Wednesday 11 September 2013 1700 hrs Monday 16 Septemiger 2013 , g Ene mittec required documents as pef
P tequirement 7
Earthpro implemented most of the corrective actions and plans as per
CPESC report. Due to change condition of site few items of CPESC plans
8 B (Requirements) 8 1200 hrs Thursday 26 September 2013 1200 hrs Thursday 26 Septergber 2013
were changed and marked out. The changed items were discussed with
. Contour and implemented on site.
9 B {Requirements) g 1200 hrs Menday 30 September 2013 1200 hrs av)U September 2013 Contour Consulting Engineers completed requirement 9
F 30 September 2013 to Practical Completion, i
10 B (Requirements) 10 rom N P p ngoing Ongoing
of the Project
From 30 September 2013 to Practical Completicn . .
i Ongo Ongol
11 B (Requirements) 11 of the Project going ngeing
. CPESC audit report was submitted for the month of temb d
12 B {Requirements) 12 10 business days after audit inspection Ongoing ctober - TP s subm BFHIESTISIT O SEEEEmosr an
The onsite fuel tank is no || d for fuel st d i f
13 B(Requirements) 13 1200 hrs 30 August 2013 x' 1200 hrs 30 August 2013 Yade onger used for fuel storage and refuelling o
13-266 File A
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Scanes Melanie
—

From: Scanes Melanie

Sent: Tuesday, 12 November 2013 12:26 PM
To: 'm.alam@earthpro.com.au’

Cc: roy@earthpro.com.au; Bell Ewan; Sale Ben
Subject: RE: Contaminated Soil Management

Hi Murshed

Can you advise if you have commissioned Duke to the testing of soil from the sediment basin as discussed in the
Duke Report and if so please the department requests these results be forwarded us.

Regards
Melanie
Sent: Monday, 11 November 2013 6:55 AM

To: Scanes Melanie; roy@earthpro.com.au
Cc: Sale Ben; Bell Ewan;  schap4( 6) Personal information

Subject: RE: Contaminated Soil Management
Hi Melanie, %@

Please find below comments regarding the managemen‘@ ment from the Sediment Basin in Cell 9.

From: m.alam@earthpro.com.au [mailto:m.alam@earthpro.com.au] %2

’

ke fegarding appropriate Corrective Actions regarding any
is'material.

1. Earthpro are consulting with Contour a
need for additional measures to man
2. From an ESC perspective, Earthpr ction staff generally followed the requirements of the Erosion
and Sediment Control Management®RJan (ESCMP) — Caloundra Landfill Cell 9 — Queensland, prepared for

Earthpro by Contour Consul 'h%E%gineers Pty Ltd, dated 11 September 2013. That is, the soil material,
being the sediment from Basin, was stockpiled in an area of the site used for stockpiling.

3. The soil material rempned fRefn the Sediment basin was stockpiled, with the stockpile treated in general
accord with the re%nts of the ESCMP.

4. The entire cons iorPsite is bunded-off so that rainfall runoff will not exit the site, and therefore zero
potential for a ré&ease of sediment laden waters to the receiving environment.

5. Ingeneral accord with the ESCMP, the management of the material considered the potential impacts of
forecast rainfall events.

6. Itis acknowledged that Earthpro advised Contour, Duke and EHP of a different management strategy at
the meeting of 30 October 2013. Notwithstanding this previous advice, Earthpro consider that they have
acted in general accord with the ESCMP.

7. Earthpro engaged a suitably qualified consultant to produce an ESCMP, with the day-to-day earthmoving
operations being carried out generally in compliance with the requirements of the ESCMP, and hence in
general accord with the requirements of the EPO.

8. Itis to be acknowledged by EHP that NILL Sediment is likely to discharge to the receiving environment.

9. Itis to be acknowledged by EHP that NILL Sediment has discharged to the receiving environment.

| also attached a response from Duke Environmental regarding the management of the contaminated material from
Cell 9 sediment basin with this email.

Should you have any question please don’t hesitate to contact mgmipa4( 6) Personal information
Regards

1
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Murshedul Alam
Site Contract Administrator

EarthPro Ptv Ltd
Mobsth4p4( 6) Personal information

From: Scanes Melanie [mailto:Melanie.Scanes@ehp.qald.gov.au]
Sent: Wednesday, 6 November 2013 4:30 PM

To: roy@earthpro.com.au; m.alam@earthpro.com.au

Cc: Sale Ben; Bell Ewan

Subject: Contaminated Soil Management

Roy and Murshed

The department reiterates that as the primary contractor responsible for the management of the
construction site Earthpro must demonstrate it is operating in a manner that meets its general

environmental duty under section 319 of the Environmental Protection Act (EP Act). The EPO requires
that Earthpro engage suitably qualified professionals to develop plans an e youin the
implementation of the civil works while discharging your environmen tion. The movement and
placement of the sediment from the Cell 9 sediment basin in the lo% scribed is not included within
the contaminated soil management plan developed by Duke Environ .

The placement of this material is not part of the CPESC plar@nted and EHP was not notified by Contour
Consulting (your ESC expert) or Earthpro while EHP was t Wednesday, that the soil would be

placed in this location. While it was known this mateg d be wet, Earthpro advised the department
that the material would be placed directly into thg’co inated soil pile which is being managed under an
environmental management strategy develope thpro’s SQP (Duke Environmental).

The department requests that by 1300hr®{November Earthpro provide the department with
supporting evidence to demonstrate @‘ decision was made in consultation with its consultants (as

required by the EPO) including the validagion of the deposition area and how the process fits in to the
current management strategy fo onstruction site.

The department would li @thus opportunity to highlight the following sections of the EP Act:

480 False or mis ing*documents

(1) A person must¥ot give to the administering authority or an authorised person a document
containing information that the

person knows, or ought reasonably to know, is false or misleading in a material particular.
Maximum penalty—1665 penalty units or 2 years imprisonment.

(2) Subsection (1) does not apply to a person who, when giving the document—

(a) informs the administering authority or authorised person of the extent to which the document is
false or misleading; and

(b) gives the correct information to the administering authority or authorised person if the person
has, or can reasonably obtain, the correct information.

(3) It is enough for a complaint for an offence against subsection (1) to state the person knew, or
ought reasonably to have known, the document was false or misleading, without specifying which of
the following applies—

(a) the person knew it was false;

(b) the person knew it was misleading;

(¢) the person ought reasonably to have known it was false;

(d) the person ought reasonably to have known it was misleading.

2
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480A Incomplete documents

(1) This section applies to a person who is required under this Act to give a document to the
administering authority or an authorised person.

(2) The person must not give to the administering authority or authorised person a document the
person knows, or ought reasonably to know, contains incomplete information in a material
particular.

Maximum penalty—1665 penalty units or 2 years imprisonment.

(3) Subsection (2) does not apply to a person who, when giving the document—

(a) informs the administering authority or authorised person of the extent to which the document is
incomplete; and

(b) gives the complete information to the administering authority or authorised person if the person
has, or can reasonably obtain, the information.

(4) It is enough for a complaint for an offence against subsection

(2) to state the person knew, or ought reasonably to have known, the document was incomplete,
without specifying whether the person knew it was incomplete or whether the person ought
reasonably to have known it was incomplete.

481 False or misleading information %Q

(1) A person must not—

(a) state anything to an authorised person that the person knows se or misleading in a material
particular; or Y4

(b) omit from a statement made to an authorised perso ing without which the statement is, to
the person’s knowledge, misleading in a material p
Maximum penalty—1665 penalty units or 2 yeargs

The department will review the information prow to assess whether the intent of EPO requirements is
currently being met and whether any additional e@w t action needs to be taken.

Regards Q~
Melanie Scanes \/

Senior Environmental Officer

Environmental Services and Regulation,\géuthern Region
Department of Environment angHefgge Protection

PO Box 362 MAROOCHYDOR, QLR 4558
Telephone: (07) 5459 615/%407) 5459 6190
melanie.scanes@ehp.gld.gov
www.ehp.gld.gov.au

https://report-littering-dumping.ehp.ald.gov.au/

The information in this email together with any attachments is intended only for the person or entity to which it
is addressed and may contain confidential and/or privileged material. There is no waiver of any
confidentiality/privilege by your inadvertent receipt of this material.

Any form of review, disclosure, modification, distribution and/or publication of this email message is prohibited,
unless as a necessary part of Departmental business.

I1f you have received this message in error, you are asked to inform the sender as quickly as possible and delete
this message and any copies of this message from your computer and/or your computer system network.
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RE: Contaminated Soil Management- Enterprise Vault Archived Item Page 1 of 5

From Bell Ewan Date Friday, 8 November 2013 4:34:41 PM
To m.alam@earthpro.com.au; Sale Ben

Cc roy@earthpro.com.au; Scanes Melanie

Subject RE: Contaminated Soil Management

[#]image002.jpg (7 kB HTML ) [alimage003.jpg (3 KB HTwmL )

Hi Murshedul

Thanks for your emails. As per previous emails, EHP have requested information from Earthpro relating
to the decision to place the sediment from Cell 9 sediment basin in that area, to demonstrate that
Earthpro have taken all reasonable and practicable measures to prevent or minimise environmental
harm.

Given that an EPO has been issued to Earthpro at this site relating to contaminated soil management,
EHP would have expected that Earthpro would have clear and accurate documentation available to
support the decision to place this material in that location; and that Earthpro would not need to
engage with consultants after the decision had been made, to provide the suQ‘ting evidence for the

decision. %
At this stage EHP is prepared to provide further time for Earthpro to @ he requested
information. As per you request EHP provide until 1000 on 11 Novembew2013.

Regards @

Ewan Bell %

Principal Environmental Officer

Environmental Services and Regulation, Southern j

Department of Environment and Heritage Protectio

PO Box 362 MAROOCHYDORE, QLD 4558 Q

Telephone: (07) 5459 6128 Fax: (07) 54
ewan.bell@ehp.qgld.gov.au Q~
www.ehp.gld.gov.au

‘ r)( ehp-email-signature Q_v |

From: m.alam@ear‘%o&m.au [mailto:m.alam@earthpro.com.au]

Sent: Friday, 8 November 2013 11:32 AM

To: Sale Ben

Cc: Bell Ewan; roy@earthpro.com.au; Scanes Melanie; Simpson Kara (EHP)
Subject: RE: Contaminated Soil Management

Hi Ben,

We would like to submit our response by 10 am Monday 11" November 2013.

sch4p4( 6) Personal information Roy is not available
this week to attend the meeting with Duke environmental and Contour Consulting Engineers.

Thanks for your understanding.
Regards

Murshedul Alam
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RE: Contaminated Soil Management- Enterprise Vault Archived Item Page 2 of 5

Site Contract Administrator
EarthPro Pty Ltd
Mobskth4p4( 6) Personal information

From: Sale Ben [mailto:Ben.Sale@ehp.qgld.gov.au]
Sent: Friday, 8 November 2013 9:17 AM

To: m.alam@earthpro.com.au
Cc: Bell Ewan; roy@earthpro.com.au; Scanes Melanie; Simpson Kara (EHP)

Subject: RE: Contaminated Soil Management

Hi Mushed
Thanks for the email.

| am ok with extending the time as requested — new deadline is 1500hrs todayQ

Regards &

Ben
V4

Ben Sale %
Manager (Sunshine Coast & Gympie) %

Environmental Services & Regulation | Southern Regjo

Ph: 07 5459 6136 | Fax: 07 5459 6190 | Mkhap4( G@al information

Department of Environment and Heritage Pro %‘Qn/
P.O Box 362, Maroochydore, QLD 4558

[x cid:image005,jpg@01l‘

From: m.alam@earthp%.com.au [mailto:m.alam@earthpro.com.au]
Sent: Friday, 8 November 2013 9:03 AM

To: Scanes Melanie

Cc: Sale Ben; Bell Ewan; roy@earthpro.com.au

Subject: RE: Contaminated Soil Management

Hi Melanie and Ben,

We would like to respond your below mentioned email by 3:00 pm today due to unavailability of Duke
Environmental and Contour Consulting Engineer for a meeting for last couple of days.

We would appreciate if you can extend the time limit by 2 hours to adequately respond your enquiry.
Thank you for your understanding.

Regards

Murshedul Alam
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RE: Contaminated Soil Management- Enterprise Vault Archived Item Page 3 of 5

Site Contract Administrator
EarthPro Pty Ltd
MOby&w4p4( 6) Personal information

From: Scanes Melanie [mailto:Melanie.Scanes@ehp.gld.gov.au]
Sent: Wednesday, 6 November 2013 4:30 PM

To: roy@earthpro.com.au; m.alam@earthpro.com.au
Cc: Sale Ben; Bell Ewan
Subject: Contaminated Soil Management

Roy and Murshed

The department reiterates that as the primary contractor responsible for the management of
the construction site Earthpro must demonstrate it is operating in a manner that meets its
general environmental duty under section 319 of the Environmental Protection Act 1994 (EP
Act). The EPO requires that Earthpro engage suitably qualified professionals to develop plans
and guide you in the implementation of the civil works while discharging your environmental
obligation. The movement and placement of the sediment from th Q sediment basin in
the location described is not included within the contaminated s@o gement plan
developed by Duke Environmental.

The placement of this material is not part of the CPESC plangubmitted and EHP was not
notified by Contour Consulting (your ESC expert) or pro while EHP was onsite last
Wednesday, that the soil would be placed in this % “While it was known this material
would be wet, Earthpro advised the departmegft e material would be placed directly into
the contaminated soil pile which is being a nder an environmental management
strategy developed by Earthpro’s SQP (D ronmental).

The department requests that by 1@4iday 8 November Earthpro provide the department
with supporting evidence to depiohsthete that the decision was made in consultation with its

consultants (as required by the ERO) including the validation of the deposition area and how
the process fits in to the ciygent management strategy for the construction site.

The department wayld o take this opportunity to highlight the following sections of the
EP Act:

480 False onhisteading documents

(1) A person must not give to the administering authority or an authorised person a
document containing information that the

person knows, or ought reasonably to know, is false or misleading in a material
particular.

Maximum penalty—1665 penalty units or 2 years imprisonment.

(2) Subsection (1) does not apply to a person who, when giving the document—

(a) informs the administering authority or authorised person of the extent to which the
document is false or misleading; and

(b) gives the correct information to the administering authority or authorised person if
the person has, or can reasonably obtain, the correct information.

(3) It is enough for a complaint for an offence against subsection (1) to state the person
knew, or ought reasonably to have known, the document was false or misleading,
without specifying which of the following applies—

(a) the person knew it was false;
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RE: Contaminated Soil Management- Enterprise Vault Archived [tem Page 4 of 5

(b) the person knew it was misleading;
(c) the person ought reasonably to have known it was false;
(d) the person ought reasonably to have known it was misleading.

480A Incomplete documents

(1) This section applies to a person who is required under this Act to give a document
to the administering authority or an authorised person.

(2) The person must not give to the administering authority or authorised person a
document the person knows, or ought reasonably to know, contains incomplete
information in a material particular.

Maximum penalty—1665 penalty units or 2 years imprisonment.

(3) Subsection (2) does not apply to a person who, when giving the document—

(a) informs the administering authority or authorised person of the extent to which the
document is incomplete; and

(b) gives the complete information to the administering authorigy=gr authorised person
if the person has, or can reasonably obtain, the information.

(4) It is enough for a complaint for an offence against sub %n\

(2) to state the person knew, or ought reasonably to ha n, the document was

incomplete, without specifying whether the person kney itvas incomplete or whether
the person ought reasonably to have known it w@omplete.

&

481 False or misleading information ?*

(1) A person must not—

(a) state anything to an authorise rsglf that the person knows is false or misleading
in a material particular; or Q

(b) omit from a statement me n authorised person anything without which the
statement is, to the person’s khowledge, misleading in a material particular.
Maximum penalty— alty units or 2 years imprisonment.

The department BSW w the information provided to assess whether the intent of EPO
requirements is curre &n met and whether any additional enforcement action needs to be taken.
Regards é

Melanie Scanes

Senior Environmental Officer

Environmental Services and Regulation, Southern Region
Department of Environment and Heritage Protection

PO Box 362 MAROOCHYDORE, QLD 4558

Telephone: (07) 5459 6154 Fax: (07) 5459 6190
melanie.scanes@ehp.gld.gov.au

www.ehp.gld.gov.au
https://report-littering-dumping.ehp.gld.gov.au/

The information in this email together with any attachments is intended only for the person or entity
to which it is addressed and may contain confidential and/or privileged material. There is no waiver

of any confidentiality/privilege by your inadvertent receipt of this material.
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RE: Contaminated Soil Management- Enterprise Vault Archived Item Page 5 of 5

Any form of review, disclosure, modification, distribution and/or publication of this email message is

prohibited, unless as a necessary part of Departmental business.
If you have received this message in error, you are asked to inform the sender as quickly as possible
and delete this message and any copies of this message from your computer and/or your computer system

network.
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Scanes Melanie

From: Scanes Melanie

Sent: Wednesday, 6 November 2013 4:30 PM

To: roy@earthpro.com.au; m.alam@earthpro.com.au
Cc: Sale Ben; Bell Ewan

Subject: Contaminated Soil Management

Roy and Murshed

The department reiterates that as the primary contractor responsible for the management of the
construction site Earthpro must demonstrate it is operating in a manner that meets its general
environmental duty under section 319 of the Environmental Protection Act 1994 (EP Act). The EPO requires
that Earthpro engage suitably qualified professionals to develop plans and guide you in the
implementation of the civil works while discharging your environmental obligation. The movement and
placement of the sediment from the Cell 9 sediment basin in the location described is not included within
the contaminated soil management plan developed by Duke Environmenta

The placement of this material is not part of the CPESC plan submitte @P was not notified by Contour
Consulting (your ESC expert) or Earthpro while EHP was onsite last @ day, that the soil would be
placed in this location. While it was known this material would be wet,*arthpro advised the department
that the material would be placed directly into the contaminated sﬁil pile which is being managed under an
environmental management strategy developed by Eart %P (Duke Environmental).

The department requests that by 1300hrs Friday 8 N r Earthpro provide the department with
supporting evidence to demonstrate that the de%n‘ as made in consultation with its consultants (as

required by the EPO} including the validation of t position area and how the process fits in to the
current management strategy for the con u%ﬁWsite.

The department would like to take tthﬂ unity to highlight the following sections of the EP Act:

480 False or misleading d S

(1) A person must not give administering authority or an authorised person a document
containing informatio ?%th
person knows, or o asonably to know, is false or misleading in a material particular.
Maximum penalt penalty units or 2 years imprisonment.

(2) Subsection (1) does not apply to a person who, when giving the document—

(a) informs the administering authority or authorised person of the extent to which the document is
false or misleading; and

(b) gives the correct information to the administering authority or authorised person if the person
has, or can reasonably obtain, the correct information.

(3) It is enough for a complaint for an offence against subsection (1) to state the person knew, or
ought reasonably to have known, the document was false or misleading, without specifying which of
the following applies—

(a) the person knew it was false;

(b) the person knew it was misleading;

(c) the person ought reasonably to have known it was false;

(d) the person ought reasonably to have known it was misleading.

480A Incomplete documents
(1) This section applies to a person who is required under this Act to give a document to the

administering authority or an authorised person.

1
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currently being met and whether any additional enforceme

(2) The person must not give to the administering authority or authorised person a document the
person knows, or ought reasonably to know, contains incomplete information in a material
particular.

Maximum penalty—1665 penalty units or 2 years imprisonment.

(3) Subsection (2) does not apply to a person who, when giving the document—

(a) informs the administering authority or authorised person of the extent to which the document is
incomplete; and

(b) gives the complete information to the administering authority or authorised person if the person
has, or can reasonably obtain, the information.

(4) 1t is enough for a complaint for an offence against subsection

(2) to state the person knew, or ought reasonably to have known, the document was incomplete,
without specifying whether the person knew it was incomplete or whether the person ought
rcasonably to have known it was incomplete.

481 False or misleading information

particular; or

(b) omit from a statement made to an authorised person anythi

the person’s knowledge, misleading in a material particular.
Maximum penalty—1665 penalty units or 2 years imprisQnﬁlt.

(1) A person must not—
(2) state anything to an authorised person that the person knows is %g misleading in a material
1

ut which the statement is, to

whether the intent of EPO requirements is

The department will review the information provided t%n
cti eeds to be taken.

Regards %

Melanie Scanes @l

Senior Environmental Officer
Environmental Services and Regulation, Southe¥ Region
Department of Environment and HeritagesProtection

Telephone: (07) 5459 6154 Fax: (07)

PO Box 362 MAROOCHYDORE, QLD @
6190

melanie.scanes@ehp.qld.gov \
www.ehp.gld.gov.au

https://report-littering-duma' g.ehp.qld.gov.au/
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Scanes Melanie

= ——-—-=-
From: Scanes Melanie
Sent: Friday, 25 October 2013 4:05 PM
To: 'm.alam@earthpro.com.au’
Subject: RE: Response of water discharge - 171 Piercer Avenue Caloundra Landfill
Ok Murshed have it in by then
From: m.alam@earthpro.com.au [mailto:m.alam@earthpro.com.au]
Sent: Friday, 25 October 2013 11:30 AM
To: Scanes Melanie
Cc: roy@earthpro.com.au
Subject: Response of water discharge - 171 Piercer Avenue Caloundra Landfill
Hi Melanie,
The reported turbid water was captured in downstream in a sump. We organised E er truck to offload the

concerned water yesterday so that no reported turbid water mixed in downst; .

We still gathering information regarding yesterday’s incident. We would like tdw€nd our response by COB Monday.

V4
Please let us know if you are happy with this timeframe.

&

Murshedul Alam

Site Contract Administrator @\/@

EarthPro Pty Ltd
Molsilie4p4( 6) Personal information

Q.

1
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Scanes Melanie
—

From: Scanes Melanie

Sent: Thursday, 24 October 2013 3:04 PM

To: roy@earthpro.com.au; m.alam@earthpro.com.au
Subject: Duty to Notify information

Hello Roy

As discussed this is the info on your environmental duty to notify

hitp://www.ehp.gld.gov.au/licences-permits/business-industry/pdf/guide-duty-notify-environmental-harm-
em467.pdf

Regards

Melanie Scanes Q
Senior Environmental Officer %
Environmental Services and Regulation, Southern Region
Department of Environment and Heritage Protection

PO Box 362 MAROOCHYDORE, QLD 4558
Telephone: (07) 5459 6154 Fax: (07) 5459 6190

melanie.scanes@ehp.qld.gov.au @
www.ehp.gld.gov.au %

Q\/
\
&

’

1
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Scanes Melanie

From: Scanes Melanie

Sent: Friday, 18 October 2013 11:03 AM

To: roy@earthpro.com.au

Subject: FW: Pumping water from Cell 9 Sediment Basin - Caloundra Landfill

Email sent to Michael Blakeney FYI. | should have cc’d you sorry.

From: Scanes Melanie

Sent: Friday, 18 October 2013 10:57 AM

To: 'mab@bmce.com.au’

Cc: Sale Ben

Subject: RE: Pumping water from Cell 9 Sediment Basin - Caloundra Landfill

Michael as | notified you yesterday they are releasing from the sediment basin. | understand he is saying the pipe is
blocked can you have someone removed the blockage as it is outside of the Earthprg/Sie.

suitable to then put the sediment in the contaminated soil stockpile
Regards

Melanie %@
From: Michael Blakeney [mailto:mab@bmce.com.au] 0

Sent: Friday, 18 October 2013 10:48 AM
To: m.alam@earthpro.com.au

Cc: roy@earthpro.com.au; 'Debbie Spann'; 'Shanrfafouglas'’; 'Steve Pollard'; Scanes Melanie
Subject: RE: Pumping water from Cell 9 Sedigfeg

Please have someone take a look and determine the appropriate action. Th(@@s could contain Pb. It maybe

Murshed, V
| am unclear as to what you actuall r@. Could you please explain what you mean by “make arrangement with the
adjoining site owners and opera %t at we can discharge water as a matter of urgency.” Are you requesting that
the Superintendent notify thes ie8 of the intended release?

Regards,

Michael Blakeney
Superintendent

From: m.alam@earthpro.com.au [mailto:m.alam@earthpro.com.au]
Sent: Friday, 18 October 2013 10:22 AM

To: Michael Blakeney

Cc: roy@earthpro.com.au; Debbie Spann; Shanna Douglas; Steve Pollard
Subject: Pumping water from Cell 9 Sediment Basin - Caloundra Landfill

Michael,

Duke Environmental made representation, on behalf of Earthpro, to DEHP to release the water from Cell 9
sedimentation basin.

DEHP made a conditional approval to release the water from Cell 9 Sediment Basin.
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As per DEHP requirement the water release need to be monitored at outside the Earthpro’s work area within the
downstream receiving environment.

The silted state of the existing stormwater pipe, which Earthpro has access within working area, has minimum of
500 mm of silt and unsuitable for releasing water as per DEHP conditional approval.

As such in order to maintain general environmental duty to discharge the water from Earthpro working area we
requesting you to make arrangement with the adjoining site owners and operators so that we can discharge water
as a matter of urgency.

Your earliest response will be greatly appreciated.

Regards

Murshedul Alam

Site Contract Administrator

EarthPro Pty Ltd
Mobuﬁ4p4( 6) Personal information

No virus found in this message.
Checked by AVG - www.avg.com
Version: 2012.0.2242 / Virus Database: 3222/6260 - Release - 16/17/ 13
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Scanes Melanie
—

From: Paula Duke <Paula@dukenviro.com.au>

Sent: Thursday, 17 October 2013 1:14 PM

To: Scanes Melanie

Cc: Sale Ben; Bell Ewan; brett@contource.com.au; david@contource.com.au;
roy@earthpro.com.au; m.alam@earthpro.com.au; Julie Schubert

Subject: RE: DE1243 - Pierce Ave, Caloundra

Hi Melanie

It is my opinion that the risk to the environment has not changed since we submitted our original report and
requested release of the waters. The water acidity is close to neutral as reported previously. We do not want to be
in the same position as last Friday (11/10/13) where EHP were not satisfied with the release of the water from the
sediment basin.

We need a decision from EHP today that they approve release of the water from th iment basin or at least use
the waters for dust suppression on site. We consider that use of the water for du pression will not constitute a

risk to the environment on site. %

We advise again that rainfall is forecast and Earthpro need to release the wateMrom the sediment basin so that
there is sufficient capacity for the forecast rainfall event. %’

| have left a message for Ben Sale to return my call, but he is no% le.

Regards, @V

P k
aula Duke @/

MEngSc BAppSc(Chem) PGDipEd CEnvP ME

Director &\
Q&

i.
DUke / Sunshin! Coast

EnVirQ nmenta l Business Awards 2012

Environmental Management Consultants celebrating buiiness on the panshine const

WINNER

P: 07 5493 3322

F: 07 5493 3422
M: schdp4( 6) Personal information

E: paula@uuxenvnru.com.au

Al 2 / 6 Innovation Parkway, Birtinya 4575
PO Box 78, Wurtulla 4575

W: dukenviro.com.au

Members of:

1
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Cleantech
8 5]

INDUSTRIES
Sunshine Coast

MEMBER

This email and any attached files are intended for the named recipient(s) only. If you have received this message in error
inform the sender immediately and delete all copies of this email and any attachments from your computer system and
network. Unless otherwise stated, the views expressed in this email and/or attachments may not reflect the views of Duke
Environmental. Duke Environmental accepts no responsibility for possible viruses associated with this email and attached files.

From: Scanes Melanie [mailto:Melanie.Scanes@ehp.qgld.gov.au]
Sent: Thursday, 17 October 2013 11:51 AM

To: Paula Duke

Cc: Sale Ben; Bell Ewan

Subject: RE: DE1243 - Pierce Ave, Caloundra

&

Can you provide us with the other metal results, the hardness pH and tem re etc?

We are seeking you to put forward your summary of the environm@sk based on the all the data, with
reference to trigger values and local environment. It is not our r@! ovide permission, but for you to provide the
lead in assessing the environment impact and risk and insitu V‘-\ ment strategy to manage remaining risk..

Regards &
Melanie %

From: Paula Duke [mailto:Paula@dukenyiro.comtau]
Sent: Thursday, 17 October 2013 10:

To: Scanes Melanie

Subject: FW: DE1243 - Pierce&\Ca
From: Paula Duke

Sent: Thursday, 17 October 2013 10:51 AM

To: melanie.scanes@ehp.qgld.gov

Cc: benjamin.sale@derm.ald.gov.au; Julie Schubert
Subject: DE1243 - Pierce Ave, Caloundra

Hi Melanie
As discussed Monday, we have received some preliminary results from the laboratory for the water sampled in the
sediment pond.

The preliminary aluminium concentrations reported are still above ANZECC trigger values (total aluminium 0.86mg/L
at 0.1 m depth, 0.84mg/L at 0.5 m depth and 4.0 mg/L at 1.0 m below depth).

There is an 80 % chance of receiving rain up to 20 mm on Friday (tomorrow) and the basin is close to capacity.
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If EHP are not able to approve the release of the water to the receiving environment, are EHP amenable for the
water being used for dust suppression? If so, are there any dust suppression trigger values or is it acceptable to use
the irrigation trigger values from ANZECC (refer Section 4.2.6, Table 4.2.10). This would allow Earthpro to obtain
greater capacity in the sediment basin, in the event that it does rain tomorrow.

Thanks

Regards,

Paula Duke

MEngSc BAppSc(Chem) PGDipEd CEnvP MEIANZ

’

|
DUKe . / Sunst!!ec a Q/

EnVironmenta Business Awgr 12

Environmental Management Consultants celebrating business bhe Gonsl

07 5493 3322 Q@

P:
Fi 07 5493 3422
M sch4p4( 6) Personal information V
E: paula@aukenviro.com.au
A: 2 / 6 Innovation Parkway, Birtinya@
PO Box 78, Wurtulla 4575
Wi dukenviro.com.au

Members of: Q‘
R Cleantech
EN nano

INDUSTRIES
Sunshine Coast

MEMBER

This email and any attached files are intended for the named recipient(s) only. If you have received this message in error
inform the sender immediately and delete all copies of this email and any attachments from your computer system and
network. Unless otherwise stated, the views expressed in this email and/or attachments may not reflect the views of Duke
Environmental. Duke Environmental accepts no responsibility for possible viruses associated with this email and attached files.
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The information in this email together with any attachments is intended only for the person or entity to which it
is addressed and may contain confidential and/or privileged material. There is no waiver of any
confidentiality/privilege by your inadvertent receipt of this material.

Any form of review, disclosure, modification, distribution and/ox publication of this email message is prohibited,
unless as a necessary part of Departmental business.

If you have received this message in error, you are asked to inform the sender as quickly as possible and delete
this message and any copies of this message from your computer and/or your computer system network.

£
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Scanes Melanie
[~

— =" ————————————— ]

From: Scanes Melanie

Sent: Monday, 14 October 2013 12:22 PM

To: roy@earthpro.com.au

Cc: m.alam@earthpro.com.au; Sale Ben; Bell Ewan

Subject: FW: Pierce Avenue - Dust Suppression with Contaminated Groundwater
Attachments: DSC08343.JPG; DSC08350.JPG

Hi Roy

In regards to the below. Are you using the said groundwater for dust suppression? If so please provide the advice
from your SQP that this is a suitable use for this water.

Regards
Melanie

Sent: Monday, 14 October 2013 12:14 PM
To: Roy Davis

From: Michael Blakeney [mailto:mab@bmce.com.au] &

Cc: Murshedul Alam; Debbie Spann; Steve Pollard; Shanna Douglas; né Melanie; Penny Houston

Subject: Pierce Avenue - Dust Suppression with Contaminated Gro er

Roy, %

As advised by email from Murshed Alam on Friday 11 O r,2013 and indicated verbally by yourself at our meeting

on site on Thursday 10 October 2013, there is an issug of amination of groundwater at the site. Please find
attached photos taken on site this morning showin L\MNater being used for dust suppression on site. Could you
please confirm that this groundwater has been jately tested to confirm it is free of contamination or otherwise
prior to being used for dust suppression on si ted that the Principal and Superintendent have yet to receive
any comprehensive water testing and reporting lformation whatsoever from the Contractor to date. SCRC is currently
arranging to obtain groundwater testing résults, for this site from Waste Operations as per Murshed’s email request of
Friday 11 October 2013.

Regards, &\
Michael Blakeney
Superintendent
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Scanes Melanie
#

From: Scanes Melanie

Sent: Friday, 11 October 2013 5:56 PM

To: 'Roy Davis'; m.alam@earthpro.com.au

Cc: Paula Duke (Paula@dukenviro.com.au); Brett Thomson (Brett@contource.com.au);
Sale Ben

Subject: RE: Emailing: AG1243L RE SED BASIN, Cover letter to DEHP, 01098-02-Earthpro

Hi Roy

Based on the submission provided your consultants have not provided assurance that a release can occur without
causing harm. You must be taking that guidance from your SQP at all times. We understand there are operational
constraints that require the sediment basin to be released. Until the SQPs are satisfied the water quality is suitable
for a releases to environment and not require an alternative treatment you should not be considering a release.

eekend under the EP Act
ted to the pollution hotline

Should an event or potential event that may cause environmental harm occur over @
you have a requirement to report such incidents to the department. These can be %PQ

on 1300 130 372 . @

Regards P

Melanie Scanes

Senior Environmental Officer

Environmental Services and Regulation, Southern Regjon
Department of Environment and Heritage Protectio eg\/
PO Box 362 MAROOCHYDORE, QLD 4558

Telephone: (07) 5459 6154 Fax: (07) 5459 GIQ~

melanie.scanes@ehp.gld.gov.au
www.ehp.gld.gov.au

From: Roy Davis [mailto:ro@ea'rthpro.com.au]
Sent: Friday, 11 October 2013 4:05 PM

To: Scanes Melanie
Subject: Emailing: AG1243L RE SED BASIN, Cover letter to DEHP, 01098-02-Earthpro

Hi Melanie
Please find attached correspondence regarding cell 9

Regards
Roy Davis

€wctﬂpw Civil Contractors

Mabh4p4( 6) Personal information
Ph (Ur) 3829 157/

Fax (07) 3829 1477
www.earthpro.com.au
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Scanes Melanie

From: Scanes Melanie

Sent: Thursday, 10 October 2013 5:04 PM

To: roy@earthpro.com.au

Cc: m.alam@earthpro.com.au; Paula Duke (Paula@dukenviro.com.au); Sale Ben
Subject: Sediment Dam Water

Hi Roy

In discussion with Debbie from Duke Environmental, we have been advised that groundwater is entering the
sediment dam and site in general. She also advised there are concerns that due to the groundwater incursion the
sediment dam may be at risk of breach in a new rain event. Previously Earthpro stated there was a large catchment
on site and the site would back fill rather than release. Please advise if there is any change to the storage capacity on
site.

Based on the analysis of the water provided by Duke Environmental, the preferred ay would be to retest the
water once the water column is stabilised at a lower pH. This may result in a dela\% he fate of the water till next

week. @
Regards

Q,'
Melanie Scanes %
Senior Environmental Officer @

Environmental Services and Regulation, Southern Region
Department of Environment and Heritage Protectio \/
PO Box 362 MAROOCHYDORE, QLD 4558 %
Telephone: (07) 5459 6154 Fax: (07) 5459 er_

melanie.scanes@ehp.gld.gov.au

www.ehp.gld.gov.au \/
&\Q
Q.
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Enquiries Melanie Scancs
Telephone (07) 54596154
Your reference

Our reference CA28969

Roy Davis CC Sunshine Coast Regional Council
Earthpro Pty Ltd Locked Bag 72

P.O.Box 1954 Sunshine Coast Mail Centrc Qld 4560
CLEVELAND DC 4163

23 Scptember 2013

Dear Mr Davis, §

RE: Outcomes of Meeting held at EHP offices o September 2013 regarding
Environmental Protection Order (EPO) issfigd to Earthpro Pty Ltd with respect to
the activities of Earthpro at Bells Cr and described as Lot 101 on Plan
SP232333, 171 Pierce Avenue, Bells C e site).

I refer to the meeting held at the Dep n{ of Environment Heritage and Protection (the
department) office in Maroochydore eptember 2013, attended by representatives of
Earthpro Pty Ltd (Earthpro), Con sulting engineers (Contour), Duke Environmental
(Duke) and EHP. The meeting to discuss the Environmental Protection Order (EPO)
issued to Earthpro Pty Ltd wi ct to the activities of Earthpro at Bells Creek on land
described as Lot 101 on Plan SP232333, 171 Pierce Avenue, Bells Creek. The meeting discussed
how the range of issue straints on the site can bc managed to achicve the required
environmental improve@ on site. As a result of the discussions, the department would like to
bring your attentio %1; bllowing to ensure that Earthpro discharges its general environmental
duty. It is strongl ended that Earthpro:

Identify®pvironmental risks onsite and implement best practice management;
Seck advice from the CPESC and SQP engaged under the EPO and implement their
advice;

o take advice from these consultants to determine a suitable suite of analytes for testing
prior to release of waters collected on the site;

e Ensure that no dewatering of any water stored occurs without appropriate testing and
approval given by the SQP engaged by Earthpro;

e Develop a strategy for contingency situations, such as wet season rainfall levels;

Page 10of 2 Level 8 Mike Ahem Centre
12 First Avenue Maroochydore
PO Box 362 Maroochydore
Queensland 4558 Australia
Telephone (07) 54 506 132
Facsimile (07) 54 439 92759 6190
Emall SunshineCoast@ehp.cld.gov.2au
Website www.epa.qid.gov.au

ABN 87 221 158 786
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The department reminds Earthpro that under section 320 of the Environment Protection Act 1994
you have a duty to notify the department of environmental harm. A person has a duty to notify
while carrying out an activity when the person becomes aware an event has happened that causes
or threatens to cause environmental harm. Attached is a guideline on this duty to further explain
your obligations.

Should you have any questions please do not hesitate to telephone Melanie Scanes of the
department on (07) 5459 6132.
Yours-sincerelv

sch4p4( 6) Personal information

Environmental Services and Regulation
Southern Region
Department of Environmental Heritage and Protc@/

Bén Sale Q
Manager (Sunshine Coast and Gympie) &

(Enc)
Copy of Guideline: The duty to notify of en‘ﬁ 0 tal harm

&
N
&

Q\/
\
&

é‘)epanment of Environmental Protection Agency ~ Refcrenoc:F (_iRAXJSI 7 Page 2 of 2
ile
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Department of Environment and Heritage Protection

Guideline

Environmental Protection Act 1994

The duty to notify of environmental harm

This guideline outlines the duty to notify of certain events, including those that may cause serious and material
environmental harm, under ss. 320 to 320G of the Environmental Protection Act 1994.

Table of contents
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Guideline
The duty to notify of environmental harm

1. Introduction

This guideline outlines the duty to notify under the Environmental Protection Act 1994 (EP Act). The duty to
notify under the EP Act does not negate any notification requirements in other Queensland legislation or the
common law. Similarly, because a person has met the notification requirements under other Queensland
legislation does not mean the EP Act's notification requirements have been met.

Many activities may cause environmental harm. Pollution incidents and activities that cause or threaten serious
or material environmental harm must be reported quickly to the administering authority, as well as to local
governments so appropriate action can be taken to prevent or limit possible environmental harm. In some
cases, the owner or occupier of the land must also be notified.

2. Summary of this guideline
The duty to notify requires a person or company to give notice where serious or Qal environmental harm,
that is not authorised under the EP Act, is caused or threatened. ;

There is an additional duty to notify for resource activities other than mini petroleum, gas, geothermal
or greenhouse gas activity licensed by an environmental authority) wher;the activity:

« causes or threatens a negative impact on the water quality ol@:ifer that is not authorised under the EP

Act; or %
« causes the connection of two or more aquifers that is v rised under the EP Act.
e

Where notification is required, notice must be given% nt, its nature and the circumstances in which the

event happened.
Notification will be verbal, written or by publi c\épending on who is notifying and being notified.

Where the duty to notify arises, a perso
their obligations (see Appendix A for sum

» their employer or the perso contracted or engaged their services;
« the administering authon%‘ or
e oOwnersor occupieré(f ed land.

Employees are no ired to notify owners or occupiers.

e a duty to notify one or more of the following, depending on
of the different obligations):

Notification is required to be given by a person who carries out an activity where either:
« their activities have caused or threatened the harm

« activities carried out by another person which are associated with their activities, have caused or threatened
the harm.

Notification must be made within the timeframes outlined in the EP Act, unless the person has a reasonable
excuse for not meeting these timeframes.

Note: It is necessary to read the full guideline to understand the detail of the duty to notify.

i carrying out an environmentally relevant activity, the administering authority may be either the Department of
Environment and Heritage Protection (EHP), the Department of Agriculture, Fisheries and Forestry {DAFF) (for intensive
agriculture) or the relevant local council. As a matter of good practice, both the local council and EHP should be notified. For
any other activities, the administering authority is EHP.

Page 2 of 13 » 130418 « EM467 + Version 3 Department of Environment and Heritage Protection
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Guideline
The duty to notify of environmental harm

3. When is there a duty to notify?

The duty to notify does not apply to an event that is authorised under EP Act. An event is authorised under the
EP Act if it is authorised to be caused under:

e an environmental protection policy

¢ a transitional environmental program

« an environmental protection order

« an environmental authority

« adevelopment condition of a development approval

« a prescribed condition for carrying out a small scale mining activity

« an emergency direction Q
« an accredited environmental risk management plan. %

3.1 The duty to notify of serious or material environmental har

’
A person has a duty to notify when—while carrying out any activ@a person becomes aware that an event
2
e

has happened that causes or threatens serious environment material environmental harm® (an
environmental harm event). The environmental harm ev caused by:

« the act or omission of the person or another persg ng out the activity; or

« the act or omission of another person carrying out er activity, that is being carried out in association
with the activity being carried out. \/

3.2 Additional duty to notify wh ng out resource activities other than mining

There is an additional duty to notify,for a petson who carries out a resource activity other than mining (such as a
coal seam gas activity). That pe W notify the administering authority where:

o the activity negatively a(%ts reasonably likely to negatively affect) the water quality of an aquifer; or
the

« the activity has cau nauthorised connection of two or more aquifers.

For the purposes a@.ﬂpcumem such events are referred to as an aquifer event.
There may be a duty t& notify an environmental harm event for a resource activity other than mining even if

there is no aquifer event.

2 serious environmental harm is defined in the Environmental Protection Act 1994 as environmental harm (other than
environmental nuisance)—

(a) thatis irreversible, of a high impact or widespread; or

(b) caused to an area of high conservation value or special significance; or

(c) that causes actual or potential loss or damage to property of an amount of, or amounts totalling, more than
$50 000); or

(d) that results in costs of more than $50 000 being incurred in taking appropriate action to—
(i) prevent or minimise the harm; and
(i) rehabilitate or restore the environment to its condition before the harm.

3 Material environmental harm is defined in the Environmental Protection Act 1994 as environmental harm (other than
environmental nuisance)—

(a) thatis not trivial or negligible in nature, extent or context; or

(b) that causes actual or potential loss or damage to property of an amount of, or amounts totalling, more than $5000
but less than $50 000; or

(c) that results in costs of more than $5000 but less than $50 000 being incurred in taking appropriate action to—
(i) prevent or minimise the harm; and
(i) rehabilitate or restore the environment to its condition before the ham.
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3.3 How does the duty to notify arise?

The duty to notify of an environmental harm event applies to all persons, including:

« holders of environmental authorities

« persons who carry out an activity for which an environmental approval is not required.

The duty to notify an aquifer event only arises where a person is carrying out a resource activity other than
mining.
Events that give rise to a duty to notify—whether an environmental harm event or an aquifer event—are

referred to in this document as a notifiable event. The duty to notify that arises from a notifiable event is
referred to as the duty to notify harm.

A condition of an environmental authority or other type of environmental approval proval condition) may
include a separate requirement to notify the administering authority in certain circ nces. This is separate
and in addition to the duty to notify harm. An approval condition that require t%ator to notify the
administering authority will generally be more prescriptive and may requir@ t information to be provided

to that required under the duty to notify harm.
v
The notification requirement under an approval condition may alsgagise in circumstances that do not trigger the

duty to notify harm (that is notification may be required under rofal condition for an event that does not
trigger the duty to notify harm). %

Where a person has a duty to nofify harm under ss. 3 f the EP Act, they may also be required to give
notice under an approval condition.

Where notice is required to be given for both t notify harm and for a notification requirement under an

approval condition, it may be possible to pr a single notice to the administering authority. In order to
comply with both requirements the writte@g ust:

« include relevant information to satisfy th&necessary requirements of the duty to notify harm and the relevant
approval condition V

o clearly indicate that the rittegice is given in compliance with ss. 320-320G and the relevant approval
condition \

« be given within t rliest expiring timeframe.

While the EP Act doeSyot contain a duty to notify the relevant local government, unless it is also an owner or an

occupier, as a matter of good practice, notification is encouraged, especially for large scale events.

4. The duty to notify employers and the administering authority

41 The duty of a person who is an employee, contractor, or agent to notify their employer

A person who is an employee" and causes or becomes aware of a notifiable event must notify their
employer"’ within 24 hours of becoming aware of the event.

The notice given to the employer does not have to be in writing but must contain sufficient details to provide
notice of the event, its nature, and the circumstances in which it happened. An employee should always keep a
record of when and to whom they gave notice of an environmental harm event.

“Thatisa person who carries out an activity as part of their employment, as a contractor, or as an agent under the
engagement of another person.
That is the person who has engaged them as an employee.
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If notice is given to the employer it is then the employer's responsibility to report the matter in writing to the
administering authority no later than 24 hours after becoming aware of the event.

If the employer cannot be contacted, then the employee must notify the administering authority directly in writing
no later than 24 hours after first becoming aware of the event.

4.2 The duty of an employer to notify the administering authority

If an employee reports a notifiable event to their employer, then the employer has a duty to provide written
notice of the event to the administering authority no later than 24 hours after becoming aware of the event.

4.3 The duty of persons other than an employee to notify the administering authority

A person who is carrying out an activity may be neither an employer nor an employeg., For example, they could
be self employed (and not working as a contractor), or carrying out an activity as y, outside of their work
duties. In this case, if the person causes or becomes aware of a notifiable evgn must notify the

administering authority within 24 hours of becoming aware of the event. %
4.4 Reasonable excuse for failing to give written notice to tye atfiministering authority
A person will not be guilty of an offence for failing to comply with@ty to notify, where they have a

reasonable excuse. %

Whether an excuse is a reasonable excuse is a legal poi ecided by a Judge or Magistrate. It will
depend on the circumstances and facts of each case ghd e considered on a case by case basis. A concem
that notification might tend to incriminate the person tsglo}d reasonable excuse for not complying with the duty

to notify. V
An example of a reasonable excuse could %e incident occurred in an isolated area of the state and it
was not physically possible to provide ice to the administering authority within 24 hours.

5. The duty to notify ownﬁv occupiers of affected land

5.1 The duty to notify,ow or occupiers of affected land

In addition to notifying Eﬂ)r AFF and/or the local council, a person may also be required to notify owners®
or occupiers’ of a d 1ahd® where they are:

« an employer who Rgs been given notice of a notifiable event; or

« aperson who had a duty to notify the administering authority because they caused or became aware of a
notifiable event (e.g. people who are self employed or carrying out the activity as a hobby).

The person must notify owners or occupiers as soon as reasonably practicable after becoming aware of the
event.

The duty to notify is necessary to ensure that any potentially affected persons have notice of the occurrence of
an event which exposes them or their land to potentially adverse impacts. This gives these persons an
opportunity to take the appropriate action to respond to any adverse impacts of an event.

Section 5.2 outlines how owners or occupiers can be identified and given notice.

S An owner is either the registered owner of the land under the Land Title Act 1994 or the lessee of the land under the Land
Act 1994.

" An occupier is a person who lives or works on the affected land.

8 Affected land is land on which an event has caused or threatens serious or material environmental harm. This may
include the land on which an incident has occurred, or it may be land next to, abutting or even remote from the land on which
the incident has occurred, €.g. where an incident causes contamination to water downstream of the incident.
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5.2 How to give notice to owners or occupiers

Where the notifiable event occurs on the person's own land and does not spread beyond that land, there will
be no owners or occupiers to notify under ss. 320-320G of the EP Act.

Where the notifiable event occurs on land which is not owned by the person, or spreads beyond the boundary
of that land (e.g. enters a watercourse and flows downstream to your neighbour), there will be owners or
occupiers to notify under ss. 320-320G of the EP Act.

In many cases, you will know your neighbours who are owners or occupiers and can choose any written form of
communication to notify them of the notifiable event. However, where you do not know the owners or
occupiers, you may choose to notify them by any of the following means:

« leaving the written notice with someone who is apparently an adult living or working on the affected land

« where there appears to be no-one present on the affected land, or the perso een denied access to the
affected land, leaving the written notice at the affected land in a position jSreasonably likely to come

to an occupier's attention @
« posting the written notice to the affected land (the notice may be address&g’simply to ‘The Occupier’)
« doing a search of the Titles Registry9 to identify the owner re@i{n the title, and notifying the registered

owner.
In addition, the owners or occupiers can be notified via p Iie (e.g. a radio or television broadcast). The
decision to give written notice or to give public notice considered from a commonsense approach
keeping in mind the intention of the provision. The i orpis to ensure persons likely to be exposed to any
adverse impacts of a notifiable event have adequate tifie to respond to the event.

In circumstances where it is reasonable to béi t there are large numbers of registered owners or
occupiers of affected land, or there is u intyas to whom the registered owners or occupiers of affected
land may be, it would be appropriate to givg public notice.

Public notice has not been defingeg ommonsense approach should be adopted when deciding to give
public notice. A public notice @ erally be a radio or television broadcast to ensure there is rapid
communication of the infosrhation Mublic notice may also include the publishing of a written notice of the event
in a newspaper or the n@:f appropriately sized signs in the vicinity of the affected area.

5.3 Reasonabl se for failing to give notice to owners or occupiers

Notice must be given to owners or occupiers (gither by written notice or public notice) as socn as reasonably
practicable after becoming aware of an event. However, a person will not be guilty of an offence for failing to
comply with the duty to notify, where they have a reasonable excuse.

Whether an excuse is a reasonable excuse is a legal point to be decided by a Judge or Magistrate. It will
depend on the circumstances and facts of each case and will be considered on a case by case basis. A concern
that notification might tend to incriminate the person is not a reasonable excuse for not complying with the duty
to notify.

An example of a reasonable excuse could be that the harm was threatened (not caused) and the person was
able to quickly take action to remove the threat of harm, so no harm was actually caused.

® See www.dnrm.gld.gov.au for more information on how to search the Titles Registry.
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6. What information is required in a written notice or in a public notice?

Where a written notice of an event that has caused or threatened serious or material environmental harm is
required to be given to the administering authority or owners or occupiers the notice must contain details of:

e the event
e its nature
o the circumstances in which it happened.

The administering authority's standard notice Duty to notify of environmental harm (EM468) may be used for
providing written notice to the administering authority. The notice may also be used where a person is required
to given written notice to owners or occupiers. The notice is available at www.qld.gov.au using the publication
number EM468 as a search term.

Use of the administering authority’s standard notice is not required by law, howe oviding the information
specified in the template will ensure that the written notice requirements of sg. —320G are satisfied.
Where a decision is made to give public notice the notice should as a mini@ontain the same information as

required in a written notice.

/
7. Penalties for failing to notify

There are significant penalties that apply where a person fail@mply with the duty to notify. These penalties

are listed in Appendix A. ?\

7.1 Defence to failing to notify owners Xo( ers
I

It is a defence to a charge of failing to notify occupiers to prove that the person or employer made
reasonable efforts to identify the affectecg give written notice to each owner or occupier.

Whether the person’s efforts are considerey reasonable is a legal point to be decided by a Judge or Magistrate.
It will depend on the circumstancesvcts of each case and will be considered on a case by case basis. In
the past, courts have consider t&¢s such as the capacity of the person to comply with the obligations and
the physical or practical dw ompliance in deciding whether a person had a reasonable excuse.

7.2 A written nofice not be used as evidence in court proceedings

Where a written notie€ advising of an incident is provided to the administering authority pursuant to the
provisions of ss. 3220-320G, s. 320G prevents the use of the notice as evidence in any court proceedings under
the Environmental Protection Act 1994 against a person in relation to the event about which the notice is given.
However, the section does not prevent the use of other evidence obtained because of the written notice in legal
proceedings against the person or the employer.

8. How to tell if activities are likely to cause or threaten environmental harm

It is not possible to comprehensively list all activities or events that are likely to cause or threaten serious and
material environmental harm. However, the following information and the scenarios at Appendix B may be used
as a guide for people to know when an activity is likely to give rise to the duty to notify.

Emergency incidents such as those involving the release of hazardous materials from fires, vehicle accidents,
and spillage of explosive, flammable or toxic chemicals often involve public safety matters and require an
immediate response from emergency services. These types of incidents may also threaten or cause serious or
material environmental harm.
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In some circumstances these events may not represent a widespread threat to life and property, and are
therefore categorised at a lower level than more serious incidents that require an immediate response. Incidents
that are categorized at a lower level may still cause or threaten serious or material environmental harm.

Whether an act or omission leading to an incident or event is likely to cause or threaten serious or material
environmental harm will depend on the scale and nature of the impacts on the receiving environment.

The scale and nature of the impacts from these incidents will depend on the type, toxicity and quantity of
materials released and specific circumstances of the location such as terrain, proximity to residences and the
sensitivities of the receiving environment.

Short and long term impacts need to be considered including contamination of land and waters, toxic effects on
biota, such as plants and animals, and public health risks from exposure to chemicals.

Where a person is in doubt as to whether their activities or the activities of another. o@ on are likely to have
caused or threatened serious or material environmental harm, it is better to be cabfioNs and provide notice in
accordance with this guideline, and be in compliance with the duty to notify,

Sometimes the full impact of an event is not known until some time after thé@ughit. In these circumstances, the
duty to notify will trigger as soon as the person becomes aware that the gent is now threatening serious or
material environmental harm.

9. Action not limited to when environmental h caused or threatened
Where a person undertakes an activity or becomes revk actions of another person that have caused
environmental harm which falls short of serious or % nvironmental harm, they may still be reguired to
take action to prevent the continuance of environeyrit arm or mitigate the environmental harm.

The requirement to take such further action aris€ because of a condition of an environmental authority,
development approval, code of environ pliance or other type of environmental approval—or may
arise under the general environmental d

the threshold at which it would Bg sidered to have caused or threatened serious or material environmental

harm. \

10. More infor non how to notify
Where local governm@gt is the administering authority, written notice is to be provided to the relevant local
government by email, fax or registered post to the appropriate email address, fax number or postal address.

Actions taken at an early stagee to an incident may result in the environmental harm falling short of

Where written notice is required to be given to EHP, the written notice should be clearly marked ‘Duty to notify
of environmental harm' if EHP’s standard notice is not used.

Written notification to EHP may be given by one of the following methods:

« Email: pollutionhotline@ehp.qld.gov.au Include ‘Duty to notify of environmental harm’ in the subject

« Fax: (07) 3330 5875 line and mcludn.'ug de.talls of the event, its nature and tpe
circumstances in which the event happened or attaching a
completed copy of the notice Duty to notify of environmental
harm (EM468).

Page 8 of 13 = 130418 « EM467 « Version 3 Department of Environment and Heritage Protection

13-266 File A 120 of 241



Guideline
The duty to notify of environmental harm

« By registered post of a written notice with details of the event, its nature and the circumstances in which the
event happened or a completed copy of the notice Duty to notify of environmental harm to:

Permit and Licence Management

Implementation and Support Unit

Department of Environment and Heritage Protection
Level 3, 400 George Street

Brisbane QLD 4000

10.1 Jointly providing notice to the administering authority or notice to registered owners or
occupiers of affected land

In some circumstances the duty to notify may arise for a number of different people concerning the same event.
In such circumstances a number of persons may comply with their individual duty ify by jointly issuing one
notice advising of the event where this can be done within the timeframes. To co ith the duty to notify the
notice should clearly state on whose behalf the notice is given.

If the notice does not clearly state by whom the notice is given, then it may Hgt & sufficient to verify at a later
date that a person has complied with their statutory requirement to give wtice.

10.2 Phoning the pollution hotline

In addition to the written notice, if a person becomes aw; (@vent which has caused or threatened to
cause serious or material environmental harm, the pegso d immediately call the pollution hotline on

1300 130 372 and report the matter. This allows for priate response to be initiated for matters involving
serious or material environmental harm.

It is also good practice to always notify the r@n\éal government area in which the event occurs.

10.3 Notification by emergency seNices

For major incidents that require sg from emergency services such as the Queensland Palice Service or
Queensland Fire and Rescue s'(QFRS), procedures are in place for QFRS to notify the administering
authority through the poll ‘X:O e. Where notification is given by QFRS, officers of the administering
authority then provide & appropriate response actions and make decisions on whether it is necessary
iste

for officers of the a% g authority to attend.
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Further information

The latest version of this publication can be found at www.qld.gov.au using the publication number EM467 as
a search term.

Disclaimer

While this document has been prepared with care it contains general information and does not profess to offer
legal, professional or commercial advice. The Queensland Government accepts no liability for any external
decisions or actions taken on the basis of this document. Persons external to the department should satisfy
themselves independently and by consulting their own professional advisors before embarking on any proposed
course of action.

Approved by: Enquiries:

Omar Ameer Permi nce Management

Director, Environmental Regulatory Practice and Support Ph:13Q (1374 68)

Department of Environment and Heritage Protection ax: 67) 3330 5875

Date: 18 April 2013 il; palm@ehp.qgld.gov.au
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Appendix A—Table summarising the duty to notify

notice.

Notification Penalty (penalty units)
vant -
tion E?‘:';"‘:‘,Z:?I Aquifer event
By: To: Within In writing?
y g @ (s.320a(1)(@)) | (S-320A(N(D)
24 hours of becoming
Employee Employer aware of the event™ No. Can byve’rbal, 320B 100 100
Administering authority |, . V
. : ours of becoming
Employee (if employer is not 10 Yes. % 320B 100 100
available) aware of the event
. ; . 24 hours of becoming ? -
Employer Administering authority awara:of the:evant™ \ 320D 500 100
As soon as reasonabl .
Employer Owners or occupiers practicable of becg, 4 ot? czndl or by public 320D 500" 100"
aware of the even S ’
e ; 24 hours of b, i
Another person Administering authority aware of the SNt Yes. 320C 500 100
As soonas reasochably .
Another person Owners or occupiers practi Wewming Yes and/or by public 320C 5002 100"
W. event

&a\ of

Q.

10 Unless there is a reasonable excuse for not meeting the timeframe. A concern that notification might tend to incriminate the person is nota reasonable excuse.

" Unless there is a reasonable excuse.
"2}t is a defence to a charge of failing to notify owners or occupiers ta prove the person or employer made reasonable efforts to identify the affected land and give written notice to each

owners or occupiers. What would be accepted as reasonable efforts would depend on the circumstances and facts of each case and will be considered on a case by case basis.
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Appendix B—Scenarios involving the duty to notify

Determination of whether an activity has caused or threatened serious or material environmental harm will be
dependant on a wide range of variable factors including:

» chemical characteristics

« toxicity and reactivity

« amount or volume of release
o extent of area impacted

 pathways for contaminant release and spread

temperature

e proximity of urban areas
« proximity, size, value and sensitivity of adjacent environmental areas.

The following scenarios may be used as a general indication of n ac{vities are likely to cause or threaten
serious or material environmental harm, when the duty to not'%‘ ely to arise and what steps are required to

« weather conditions at the time of the event or incident including exacerbating Qﬁgating factors like rain or

ensure a person has discharged their duty to notify.

Scenario 1

A local government sewage treatment plant locafgd
unknown quantity of untreated effluent is relegSe
In such a scenario it is highly likely that th
harm, and consequently the duty to noti

if an urban area fails during a major flood and an
he surrounding environment including a local waterway.
ould cause or threaten serious or material environmental

Under the circumstances, there may be a large number of owners or occupiers of affected land and it may be
difficult to identify them. In suc Mnces a decision to give notice to registered owners and occupiers of
affected land by way of public @wuld be appropriate. It would be appropriate to give public notice through
a series of local press ngiite$, radio and television broadcasts. Best practice would also include the use of
temporary signs erec! e immediate vicinity providing notice of the event, its nature and the circumstances
around the event.

If the local water supply for a downstream town was sourced from the impacted waterway, then best practice
would require additional measures be taken to ensure appropriate public notice is given to occupiers of affected
land. Appropriate notice in such circumstances would include providing written notices to the operator of the
water treatment plant and other water users, in addition to press notices, public broadcasts and use of signs.

Scenario 2

A truck carrying a container of regulated waste has arrived at its destination and the truck driver has become
aware that a substantial volume of waste has leaked from the transported container along the route from the
point of origin. The nature of the material and volume lost is such that it is likely to cause or threaten serious or
material environmental harm.

At the point at which the driver becomes aware of the event (the leakage of the material) the driver is under a
duty to notify. If the driver is an employee he/she must notify his/her employer no later than 24 hours after
becoming aware of the event. If the driver is another person he/she would have a duty to notify the
administering authority in writing no later than 24 hours after becoming aware of the event and an additional
duty to notify owners or occupiers as soon as practicable.
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If the driver is an employee, the employer will have a duty to notify the administering authority in writing no later
than 24 hours after becoming aware of the event and an additional duty to notify owners or occupiers as soon
as practicable.

In such a scenario it may be difficult to identify and notify all registered owners or occupiers of potentially
affected land and consequently a decision may be made to provide public notice. In the circumstances an
appropriate public notice may consist of a radio and/or television broadcast. The decision to broadcast the
notice locally or to a larger audience would depend on factors including the scope of the spill; area over which
registered owners and occupiers of affected land are likely to be affected; and the nature of the material that
was lost. If the material has leaked into the roadside drains, and pedestrians and the owners and occupiers of
properties adjacent to the road are potentially affected, it may also be necessary to erect temporary signs and
undertake a doorknock and letterbox drop along the route where the material was lost.

Scenario 3

An explosion and subsequent fire occurs at a chemical factory resulting in t f a large volume of
noxious odours, fumes and gases causing or threatening serious or mate@ nmental harm. In such
circumstances the duty to notify the administering authority and duty to notify ers or occupiers will arise. The
contaminants would be initially airborne and likely to disperse ove
large number of potential owners or occupiers to whom notice wi required to be given. The employer
must, as soon as reasonably practicable after becoming awafe event (unless the person has a
reasonable excuse), give public notice of the event, inclu Is of its nature and the circumstances in
which it happened, to owners or occupiers in the are@%xch circumstances it would be appropriate to

wid( area—subsequently resulting in a

give public notice by press notices, and radio and te i roadcasts to provide notice to the widest possible

audience in the shortest possible timeframe. @V

Scenario 4

A vessel is tied up at a wharf in a port area\gnd awaiting refuelling. A road tanker has arrived at the wharf to
refuel the vessel. A second vehicle ®guipped with a pump specifically designed for pumping fuel is also onsite to
pump the fuel from the tanker @ sel. During the refuelling the fuel hose comes away from the fuel inlet
coupling and a large amouny of pumped directly into the river.

There are mangroves the¥ sensitive marine and estuarine environments nearby exacerbating the effect of
the incident and di ion 8f contaminants. The effect of the incident will be influenced by factors such as
prevailing currents, tigs, and weather and amount of fuel lost. A fuel pump delivering fuel at a rate of 1000 litres
per minute is likely to dispense a substantial amount of fuel within a short time and will likely cause or threaten
serious or material environmental harm.

In such circumstances the duty to notify the administering authority and owners or occupiers will arise.

The crew of the vessel supervising the refuelling, the pump operator and the tanker driver could all be
employees and so have a duty to notify their respective employers within 24 hours of becoming aware of the
event. Their respective employers would have 24 hours from when they were notified of the event to notify the
administering authority and an additional duty to notify owners or occupiers as soon as practicable.

Depending on the state of the tide, how quickly booms can be put in place and other factors, it may be possible
to individually identify and notify owners or occupiers. Alternatively a decision may be made to provide public
notice by erecting temporary signs, placing press notices and making public broadcasts.

Page 13 of 13+ 1304187- EM467 « Version 3 Department of Environment and Heritage Protection

13-266 File A 125 of 241



Scanes Melanie

From: Scanes Melanie

Sent: Monday, 23 September 2013 9:54 AM
To: 'm.alam@earthpro.com.au’

Subject: RE: Fridays meeting outcome

Sorry yes thrusday is correct

From: m.alam@earthpro.com.au [mailto:m.alam@earthpro.com.au]
Sent: Monday, 23 September 2013 9:52 AM

To: Scanes Melanie; roy@earthpro.com.au
Subject: RE: Fridays meeting outcome

Hi Melanie,

Thanks for your email. Can you advise us whether the inspection will be on WednesQZS"‘ of September 2013 or

Thursday 26" of September as per EPO. %

Regards

Murshedul Alam @
Site Contract Administrator %

EarthPro Pty Ltd

MObidB4p4( 6) Personal information @E
From: Scanes Melanie [mailto:MeIanie.Scanes@mm_.gM]
Sent: Monday, 23 September 2013 9:29 AM

To: roy@earthpro.com.au; m.alam@e m.au

Subject: Fridays meeting outcome
Hi Roy and Murshedul &\

Just letting you know, we’vegecided to summarise a few key points from Fridays meeting and put it in a letter to
Earthpro. You should receive it today or tomorrow. Please keep the department updated on any work plans.

’

The department would like to visit the site on Wednesday at 2.00PM to review the requirements of the EPO. We
would appreciate the presence of Contour during the inspection.

Regards

Melanie Scanes

Senior Environmental Officer

Environmental Services and Regulation, Southern Region
Department of Environment and Heritage Protection

PO Box 362 MAROOCHYDORE, QLD 4558

Telephone: (07) 5459 6154 Fax: (07) 5459 6190
melanie.scanes@ehp.qld.gov.au

www.ehp.gld.gov.au
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The information in this email together with any attachments is intended only for the person oxr entity to which it
is addressed and may contain confidential and/or privileged material. There is no waiver of any
confidentiality/privilege by your inadvertent receipt of this material.

Any form of review, disclosure, modification, distribution and/or publication of this email message is prohibited,
unless as a necessary part of Departmental business.

If you have received this message in error, you are asked to inform the sender as quickly as possible and delete
this message and any copies of this message from your computer and/or your computer system network.

£
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RE: Fridays meeting outcome- Enterprise Vault Archived Item Page 1 of 2

From m.alam@earthpro.com.au Date Monday, 23 September 2013 9:52:44 AM
To Scanes Melanie; roy@earthpro.com.au
Cc

Subject RE: Fridays meeting outcome

Hi Melanie,

Thanks for your email. Can you advise us whether the inspection will be on Wednesday 25" of
September 2013 or Thursday 26" of September as per EPO.

Regards

Murshedul Alam

Site Contract Administrator
EarthPro Ptv Ltd

Mobilgh4p4( 6) Personal information

From: Scanes Melanie [mailto:Melanie.Scanes@ehp.gld.gov.au] @

Sent: Monday, 23 September 2013 9:29 AM ’
To: roy@earthpro.com.au; m.alam@earthpro.com.au @
Subject: Fridays meeting outcome

Hi Roy and Murshedul @Q
e

Just letting you know, we’ve decided to sumpnaNge a few key points from Fridays meeting and put it in
a letter to Earthpro. You should receive i % tomorrow. Please keep the department updated on
any work plans.

EPO. We would appreciate thefuresgnce of Contour during the inspection.

Regards ,g\
&

The department would like to vii e site on Wednesday at 2.00PM to review the requirements of the

Melanie Scanes

Senior Environmental Officer

Environmental Services and Regulation, Southern Region
Department of Environment and Heritage Protection

PO Box 362 MAROOCHYDORE, QLD 4558

Telephone: (07) 5459 6154 Fax: (07) 5459 6190
melanie.scanes@ehp.qld.gov.au

www.ehp.gld.gov.au

The information in this email together with any attachments is intended only for the person or entity
to which it is addressed and may contain confidential and/or privileged material. There is no waiver

of any confidentiality/privilege by your inadvertent receipt of this material.

Any form of review, disclosure, modification, distribution and/or publication of this email message is

prohibited, unless as a necessary part of Departmental business.
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RE: Fridays meeting outcome- Enterprise Vault Archived Item Page 2 of 2

If you have received this message in error, you are asked to inform the sender as quickly as possible
and delete this message and any copies of this message from your computer and/or your computer system

network.
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Scanes Melanie

From: Scanes Melanie

Sent: Monday, 23 September 2013 9:29 AM

To: roy@earthpro.com.au; m.alam@earthpro.com.au
Subject: Fridays meeting outcome

Hi Roy and Murshedul

Just letting you know, we’ve decided to summarise a few key points from Fridays meeting and put it in a letter to
Earthpro. You should receive it today or tomorrow. Please keep the department updated on any work plans.

The department would like to visit the site on Wednesday at 2.00PM to review the requirements of the EPO. We
would appreciate the presence of Contour during the inspection.

Regards

Q

Senior Environmental Officer
Environmental Services and Regulation, Southern Region
Department of Environment and Heritage Protection

PO Box 362 MAROOCHYDORE, QLD 4558

Telephone: (07) 5459 6154 Fax: (07) 5459 6190 @
melanie.scanes@ehp.gld.gov.au ‘

www.ehp.gld.gov.au

\
&
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Enquiries Melanie Scanes
Telephone (07) 54 59 6154
Your reference

Our reference CA28969

Roy Davis CC Sunshine Coast Regional Council
Earthpro Pty Ltd Locked Bag 72

P.0.Box 1954 Sunshine Coast Mail Centre Qld 4560
CLEVELAND DC 4163

19 September 2013

Dear Mr Davis, @

RE: Environmental Protection Order (EPO) issued to Barthpro Pty Ltd in respect to
the activities of Earthpro at Bells Creek on 14hd described as Lot 101 on Plan
SP232333, 171 Pierce Avenue, Bells Creil@

t

from Sunshine Coast Regional Council 11), as the holder of Environmental Authority
EPPR00978713 (formerly SPDE0308811 e 19 September 2013 advising of an intended
release of stormwater from Pierce A ells Creek Landfill by Earthpro Pty Ltd (Earthpro).
The email stated that Earthpro in @o ly monitor the water quality parameters of NTU and
pH prior to release.

The Department of Environment Heritage and% on (the department) has received an email

The EPO (attached), issye®\by,the department on the 21 August 2013, placed a number of
requirements on Earth nsure the environmental risks associated with the activity are
clearly identified pragerly managed. This included the requirement to engage suitably
qualified professj%to provide technical advice and guidance to Earthpro on how the

environmentaQia ociated with the construction activity must be managed.

It is the department’s view that, in order to comply with the intent of the EPO, Earthpro must take
advice from its consultants to determine a suitable suite of analytes for testing prior to release of
waters collected on the construction site. If Earthpro choses to disregard this advice and dewater
construction water collected on site without knowledge of its quality the department will consider
taking additional enforcement action.

A written response to this letter outlining proposed measures discussed above is requested
by 1500hrs Thursday 20 September 2013. Should you have any questions please do not
hesitate to telephone Melanie Scanes of the department on (07) 5459 6132.

Page 1 0of2 Level 6 Mike Ahem Centre
12 First Avenue Maroochydore

PO Box 362 Maroochydore
Queensland 4558 Australia

Telephone (07) 54 586 132
Facsimile (07) 54 439 92759 6190
Email SunshineCoast@ehp.qld.gov.au
Website www.epa.qld.gov.au

ABN 87 221 158 786
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sch4p4( 6) Personal information

Ben Sale o

Manager (Sunshine Coast and Gympie)
Environmental Services and Regulation

Southern Region

Department of Environmental Heritage and Protection

(Enc)
Copy of EPO issued to Earthpro by the department on 21 August 2013

Environmental Protection Agency ~ Reference: CR43817
File A
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T e Department of Environment and Heritage Protection B

Notice

Environmental Protection Act 1994

Environmental Protection Order

This environmental protection order is issued by the administering authority pursuant to section 358 of the En vironmental
Protection Act 1994.

Earthpro Pty Ltd

ACN: 077 375 207

C/- Richard Ings Pty Ltd
Bermuda Point

Suite 1303, 1 Lake Orr Drive
VARSITY LAKES QLD 4227

Attn: Director, Roy Davis %Q

Your reference:
Our reference: CA28969 %
21 August 2013 ?“

Dear Mr Davis
Take notice: that under the provisions of irgnmental Protection Act 1994 (the Act) this environmental
protection order (EPO) is served on you ministrating authority. The administrating authority is the Chief

Executive of the Department of Environment and Heritage Protection (the department).

es of Earthpro Pty Ltd (Earthpro) at Bells Creek on land described as
rce Avenue Bells Creek (the premises).

The EPO is issued in respect to
at Lot 101 on Plan SP232333, ¥

A. Grounds &\

This EPO is issued@ﬂoﬂowing grounds:
« Secure complidnce with the general environmental duty provision of the Act.

The facts and circumstances forming the basis for these grounds are:

« On 7 August 2013 the department attended at the premises with Sunshine Coast Regional Council
(SCRC) officers. The department and SCRC officers carried out an inspection of the premises with
Earthpro representatives.

« During the inspection the department observed a large stockpile of soil that was identified as soil
extracted from Lot 101 SP232333, which is registered on the Environmental Management Register
(EMR). The soil had been subject to a contamination investigation and found to have Lead (Pb)
contamination levels that pose a potential risk to human and environmental health.

Page 1 of 5 + 130306 EM1020 * ABN 46 640 294 485
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Notice
Environmental Protection Order

« The Lead (Pb) contaminated soil (the contaminated soil) stockpile was observed to be exposed to the

environment. The bunding and containment around the contaminated soil was poorly maintained,
broken, and in places non-existent. Evidence indicated the bunding had been breached at multiple
locations. The contaminated soil stockpile had evidence of rill erosion across the surface. It was evident
from the inspection, and confirmed by Earthpro staff present during the inspection, that runoff from the
contaminated soil that breached the bunding, did not report to any appropriate retention basin and
discharged directly to stormwater drains leading to a wetland adjoining the Pumicestone Passage.

Earthpro staff advised that the contaminated soil was placed on suitable impermeable barrier, but that
the contaminated soil was not fully contained on the impermeable barrier.

In regards to Erosion and Sediment Control (ESC) measures implemented on the premises the
department observed the following key points that do not meet the require s of best practise ESC,

o No effective clean water diversion in place. %
o Soil stockpiles not stabilised and actively eroding. @
o Limited erosion control measures in place.

o Sediment fences not installed appropriately. @
o Concentrated flow paths not effectively stabi

’

o No effective staging of works to minimise nt release to waters.
o No stabilisation of sediment basin i structure.

o Sediment basin has never be Wed, and had not been constructed as per the
recommended design.

o The culvert where all w%‘ucharge from the premises is heavily silted and it is evident that
large volumes of sediment have been transported from this site.

In relation to the desig el fuelling area the following observations were made:

o No apron or spill containment was observed for the vehicle refuelling area.

« On the basis of these observations the department has reasonable grounds to believe the fuelling area

does not meet the requirements of the relevant Australian Standard.

B. Requirements

In accordance with this EPO, you are required to do the following:

1. By no later than 1200hrs Tuesday 27 August 2013, Earthpro must stabilise the contaminated soil using

an impermeable protective cover to prevent erosion of the contaminated soil.

By 1200hrs Wednesday 28 August 2013 Earthpro must provide written evidence to the department at
sunshinecoast.esr@ehp.qld.gov.au or PO Box 362 MAROOCHYDORE, QLD 4558 to demonstrate it
has engaged a suitably qualified professional (SQP), who meets the requirements of Part 4, Section 3
of the department's "Guideline for Contaminated Land Professionals”
(http_:/lwww.ehp,g!g.ggy.ag/licgnces-germitslcontaminated-land/documents/guideline-contgminated-

land-professionals.pdf last accessed 20/08/1 3).

PagTz of 5+ 130306 EM1029 Department of Environment and Heritage Protection
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Notice
Environmental Protection Order

3. By no later than 1200hrs Thursday 26 September 2013 the SQP must:
a. Have conducted an investigation to determine the extent of the distribution of the contaminated
soil within the constraints of the construction site; and

b. establish if contaminants from the contaminated soil have been transported off site; and

c. develop a management plan to manage the contaminated soil until the final completion of the
construction works; and

d. confirm the environmental fate of the Lead (Pb) contaminated soll to landfill.

4. By no later than 1200hrs Thursday 26 September 2013 the SQP must provide the department with the
relevant documents required to demonstrate compliance with requirement 3(2), (b), (c), and (d) to
sunshinecoast.esr@ehp.qld.gov.au or PO Box 362 MAROOCHYDORE, {Qfss.

5. By no later than 1200hrs Wednesday 28 August 2013 Earthpro must gr itten evidence to
demonstrate to the department that it has engaged an independe jed Professional in Erosion
and Sediment Control (CPESC) to sunshinecoast.esr@ehp.qld.gowg@u gr PO Box 362
MAROOCHYDORE, QLD 4558. P

8. The CPESC must: @

a. Complete an assessment of the existing g[os nd sediment controls in place at the
premises; and

b. develop an operational ESC ma%g‘ plan that meets best practise requirements.

7. By no later than 1200hrs Wedne ptember 2013 the independent CPESC must provide the
assessment and ESC plan refer 6) above to sunshinecoast.esr@ehp.qld.gov.au or PO Box
362 MAROOCHYDORE, QLD 4558, The assessment and ESC plan must:

a) Include an assess \U{h must be presented as an audit of the existing erosion and sediment
controls in place at emises, including but not limited to clean water diversion, erosion control
e stab

ilisation, stabilised concentrated flow paths, sediment control devices,

b) include mmendations and timeframes for corrective actions and/ or onsite modifications
required as pér best practice erosion and sediment control guidelines, and to achieve compliance
with section 319 of the Act; and

¢) include ESC measures that must be implemented throughout the program of works until the final
completion of the construction works; and

d) must include certification by the independent CPESC, that it is true, accurate and complete, to the
best knowledge and belief of that person.

8. By no later than 1200hrs Thursday 26 September 2013 Earthpro must implement all corrective actions
and/or onsite modifications recommended by the independent CPESC in the report identified in
requirement 7(b).

9. By no later than 1200hrs Monday 30 September 2013 the independent CPESC must provide a 2nd
report to the department at sunshinecoast.esr@ehp.qld.gov.au or PO Box 362 MAROOCHYDORE,
QLD 4558. This 2nd report must be presented as an audit of the corrective actions and/ or onsite
modifications identified in requirement 8.

Page 3 of 5 « 130306 EM1029 Department of Environment and Heritage Protectlon
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Notice
Environmental Protection Order

10. From Monday 30 September 2013 until the final completion of the construction works Earthpro must
comply with the erosion and sediment control management plan referred to in requirement 6(b).

11. From Monday 30 September 2013 until the final completion of the construction works the CPESC must
complete monthly audits against the erosion and sediment control management plan in 6(b).

12. The audits required by requirement 11 must determine whether Earthpro has complied with the erosion
and sediment control management plan in requirement 6(b). Within 10 business days of each audit the
CPESC must submit an audit report to sunshinecoast.esr@ehp.qld.gov.au or PO Box 362
MAROQOCHYDORE, QLD 4558.

13. By no later than 1200hrs 30 August 2013 Earthpro must ensure fuel storage and refuelling area is
compliant with the relevant Australian standard for storage and handling of mable and combustible
liquids. This standard mustbe maintained until final completion of the % ion works.

C. Obligations %
If you propose to dispose of the place or business to which the EPO relates, must advise the buyer of the
existence of this EPO. ’

If you cease to carry out the activity to which this EPO relate t give written notice of ceasing to carry
out the activity to the department within 10 days of ceasing thes&c

Take notice:
1. the requirements of this order take effect i iately upon service of the order;

2. failure to comply with this order is@n e under the Act;
3. this order remains in force ur@ notice from the administrating authority.

D. Penalty y
Failure to comply with an EPO ence.

1. The maximu \{Ity or an individual is 2,000 penalty units, totalling $220,000 or 2 years
imprison t.
2, The ma nalty for a corporation is 10,000 penalty units, totalling $1,100,000.
Failure to provide written notice to the buyer is an offence.
1. The maximum penalty for an individual is 50 penalty units, totalling $5,500.
2, The maximum penalty for a corporation is 250 penalty units, totalling $27,500.
Failure to provide written notice within 10 business days of ceasing the activity to the department is an offence.
3. The maximum penalty for an individual is 50 penalty units, totalling $5,500.
4. The maximum penalty for a corporation is 250 penalty units, totalling $27,500.

E. Reviews and appeals
The provisions regarding review of decisions and appeals may be found in sections 519 to 539 of the Act.

A person who is dissatisfied with certain decisions of the department, may be able to apply to have the
department review that original decision.

Generally, a request to have a decision reviewed must be made:

'Page 4 of 5+ 130306 EM1029 Department of Envir;nent an_d;-umage Protection
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Notice
Environmental Protection Order

1. within 10 business days of the decision being notified to the person;

2. be supported by enough information to enable the department to decide the application for review;,
and :

3. be made using the application for review of an original decision form (EM709)."

Where an application has been made for a decision to be reviewed, the applicant may also apply to the relevant
court for a stay of the decision to secure the effectiveness of the review.

Once the original decision has been reviewed, a person who is dissatisfied with the review decision may be able
appeal against that decision to the relevant court within 22 business days after receiving notice of the review
decision.

A person whose interests are or would be adversely affected by a decision of the ment may also be able
to request a statement of reasons for a decision or a statutory order review unde udicial Review Act 1991.

For further information about reviews and appeals see the information sheg¥- iftgrnal review and appeal to the
Planning and Environment Court (EM1866). You may have other legal rightgforebligations and should seek
your own legal advice.

Y4
Should you have any queries in relation to the notice, please co@ven Bell on telephone number 5459 6128

_ &
schap4( 6) Personal information 0 2\ / Qg/ _i
i Signature T @N - Date o

Enquiries:

Ben Sale @y Department of Environment and Heritage
Kd ie

Manager — Sunshine Coast Protection
Delegate of the Chief Exécutive 12 First Ave, Maroochydore
Department of Envir@&and Heritage Protection PO Box 362, Maroochydore QLD 4558

Environmental Protectioh Act 1994 Ph: (07) 5459 6132
Email: sunshinecoast.esr@ehp.qld.gov.au

' This i the publication number. The publication number can be used as a search term to find the latest version of a publication at
<www.ehp.qld.gov.au>,

Page 5 of 5 « 130306 EM1029 7 Department of Environment and Heritage Protection
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Release of stormwater on Earthpro construction site - Caloundra Landfill- Enterprise ... Page 1 of 1

From Scanes Melanie Date Thursday, 19 September 2013 11:56:00 AM

To m.alam@earthpro.com.au; roy@earthpro.com.au; Debbie.Spann@sunshinecoast.qld.gov.au;
(penny.houston@sunshinecoast.gld.gov.au); Garry Reeve
(Garry.Reeve@sunshinecoast.qld.gov.au)

Cc Sale Ben; Butcher Paul
Subject Release of stormwater on Earthpro construction site - Caloundra Landfill

fX]Earthpro EPO Stormwater release 190913.pdf (1.5 MB HTML )

Morning

EHP received an email this morning from Sunshine Coast Regional Council regarding Earthrpos intent to
release stormwater from the Pierce Ave construction site. Please find attached EHPs response
regarding this matter

Regards

Melanie Scanes

Senior Environmental Officer Q
Environmental Services and Regulation, Southern Region %
Department of Environment and Heritage Protection @

PO Box 362 MAROOCHYDORE, QLD 4558
Telephone: (07) 5459 6154 Fax: (07) 5459 6190

melanie.scanes@ehp.gld.gov.au

www.ehp.gld.gov.au %@

&
N
o\fzg/
AN
&

13-266 File A 138 of 241
http://archivehost/Enterprise Vault/ViewMessage.asp?Vaultld=1175BASE6A516C5479... 4/02/2014



RE: Diesel storage - 171 Pierce Ave Caloundra Landfill- Enterprise Vault Archived It... Page 1 of 3

From Scanes Melanie Date Monday, 16 September 2013 10:07:00 AM
To m.alam@earthpro.com.au
Cc roy@earthpro.com.au; Bell Ewan; Sale Ben

Subject RE: Diesel storage - 171 Pierce Ave Caloundra Landfill
Morning Murshedul

It is a requirement that all the fuels, oils and chemical stored onsite are stored and managed in
accordance with the Australian Standard and in their use all reasonable and practicable measures are
implemented to prevent a release to the environment. It is not restricted to just the fuel tank.

Regards

Melanie

From: m.alam@earthpro.com.au [mailto:m.alam@earthpro.com.au]
Sent: Monday, 16 September 2013 9:54 AM

To: Scanes Melanie Q
Cc: roy@earthpro.com.au %
Subject: RE: Diesel storage - 171 Pierce Ave Caloundra Landfill @

Good Morning Melanie, p 4
Can you clarify the requirements as per Paragraph 1in yo ifbelow? My understanding is that the
SQP need to do the assessment of the fuel storage areggn vide supporting evidence that we are

not using the onsite fuel tank for refuelling.

We will provide all the documents as per Par, h,2"of your email enquiry by COB today.

Regards Q~

Murshedul Alam \/
Site Contract Administrator Q
EarthPro Pty Ltd

Molsidrap4( 6) Personal inforfidtion

From: Scanes Melanie [mailto:Melanie.Scanes@ehp.qgld.gov.au]
Sent: Friday, 13 September 2013 2:46 PM

To: m.alam@earthpro.com.au; roy@earthpro.com.au

Cc: Bell Ewan; Sale Ben

Subject: RE: Diesel storage - 171 Pierce Ave Caloundra Landfill

Dear Murhedul

Thankyou for your response to the request that Earthpro demonstrate they are in compliance with
Requirement 13 of EPO CA28969. Under Requirement 13 Earthpro is to ensure they are in compliance
with the relevant Australian Standard for storage and handling of flammable and combustible liquids.
EHP requests that in support of your advised changes you have notified us of, that you provide
supporting evidence that you are operating in accordance with the Australian Standard. This should be
in the form of a suitably qualified person providing an assessment and statement to this fact.
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RE: Diesel storage - 171 Pierce Ave Caloundra Landfill- Enterprise Vault Archived It... Page 2 of 3

In regard to the change to the use of mobile refuelling units, it remains a requirement under the EP Act
that Earthpro is operating in accordance with your general environmental duty by implementing all
reasonable and practicable measures to prevent any contaminants from releasing to the environment
during refuelling. EHP requests Earthpro clearly outline the measures in place for mobile refuelling to
demonstrate you are operating in accordance with your environmental duty. EHP A written response

to this request is requested by close of business Monday 16 September.

Regards

Melanie Scanes

Senior Environmental Officer

Environmental Services and Regulation, Southern Region
Department of Environment and Heritage Protection

PO Box 362 MAROOCHYDORE, QLD 4558

Telephone: (07) 5459 6154 Fax: (07) 5459 6190

melanie.scanes@ehp.gld.gov.au

wwu.ehp.qid.gov.au Q/\zg

From: m.alam@earthpro.com.au [mailto:m.alam@earthpro.com.au]

Sent: Thursday, 12 September 2013 4:44 PM 4
To: Scanes Melanie @

Cc: roy@earthpro.com.au
Subject: Diesel storage - 171 Pierce Ave Caloundra LVI\

Hi Melanie, @
Please find below our management in Diié@\ag/e area.

e  The fuel tank will be emptied by Yemorrow. We will not use any more diesels from the fuel
tank. The trailer will sta itepwithin the bunded area for the use of greasing and pumping up
flat tyres.

e Ground area aro stdge is clear of vegetation or waste for a distance of at least 3 m.

e  We will buy agedcontrol kit tomorrow for the site.

e Three fire extipguishers are installed in storage area.

e We have ordered signage/sticker for the storage area and will be erected by next week.

e We already bunded the area of 110% volume of liquid stored in fuel tank. As we will not use
the fuel tank anymore for refuelling we believe bund to drain to pit is not required.

e Wedon't require bund to drain to pit as no fuel will be stored in the oil tanker.

e The tank and the container both are padlocked.

e Because we will be no more refuel from the tank anymore we are not required to maintain
three metre distance between tank and filler point.

e  We will have a signage on tank isolating valve by next week.

Regards

Murshedul Alam

Site Contract Administrator
EarthPro Pty Ltd

Modit@pa( 6) Personal information
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RE: Diesel storage - 171 Pierce Ave Caloundra Landfill- Enterprise Vault Archived It... Page 3 of 3

The information in this email together with any attachments is intended only for the person or entity to which it is addressed and may contain confidential

and/or privileged material. There is no waiver of any confidentiality/privilege by your inadvertent receipt of this material.

Any form of review, disclosure, modification, distribution and/or publication of this email message is prohibited, unless as a necessary part of

Departmental business.

If you have received this message in error, you are asked to inform the sender as quickly as possible and delete this message and any copies of this

message from your computer and/or your computer system network.

&
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S
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Scanes Melanie
—

From: Scanes Melanie

Sent: Monday, 16 September 2013 11:45 AM

To: ‘m.alam@earthpro.com.au’

Cc: roy@earthpro.com.au; Sale Ben; Bell Ewan

Subject: RE: Diesel storage - 171 Pierce Ave Caloundra Landfill

Thanks Murshedul for your response to paragraph 2.

EHP has requested in paragraph 2 that Earthpro’s demonstrate they are operating in accordance with best practice
management and demonstrating their environmental duty. Engaging a responsible and suitably licenced contactor is
one part of the requirement. What are your procedures and requirements to ensure the activity is able to meet best
practice environmental managemen. These will need to be general and site specific. It is not my role to advise you
on what are the requirements for best practice environmental management, it is E ro’s role to be aware of their
legal obligations and implement all reasonable and practicable measures to me@

EHP will still require a response from Earthpro by close of business today or@ action will be considered.

Regards @,

Melanie Scanes

Senior Environmental Officer
Environmental Services and Regulation, Southern Region

Department of Environment and Heritage Protectio \/
PO Box 362 MAROOCHYDORE, QLD 4558 %
Telephone: (07) 5459 6154 Fax: (07) 5459 61
melanie.scanes@ehp.qgld.gov.au

www.ehp.qgld.gov.au

From: m.alam@earthpro.com>au [mailto:m.alam@earthpro.com.au]
Sent: Monday, 16 September 2013 11:07 AM

To: Scanes Melanie

Cc: roy@earthpro.com.au

Subject: FW: Diesel storage - 171 Pierce Ave Caloundra Landfill

Good Morning Melanie,

Please find attached documents, from mobile refuelling subcontractor, as per your enquiry in Paragraph 2 of your
email below.

Regards
Murshedul Alam
Site Contract Administrator

EarthPro Pty Ltd
Mobi:lelp4( 6) Personal information

1
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From: Scanes Melanie [mailto:Melanie.Scanes@ehp.gld.gov.au}
Sent: Friday, 13 September 2013 2:46 PM

To: m.alam@earthpro.com.au; roy@earthpro.com.au

Cc: Bell Ewan; Sale Ben

Subject: RE: Diesel storage - 171 Pierce Ave Caloundra Landfill

Dear Murhedul

Thankyou for your response to the request that Earthpro demonstrate they are in compliance with Requirement 13
of EPO CA28969. Under Requirement 13 Earthpro is to ensure they are in compliance with the relevant Australian
Standard for storage and handling of flammable and combustible liquids. EHP requests that in support of your
advised changes you have notified us of, that you provide supporting evidence that you are operating in accordance
with the Australian Standard. This should be in the form of a suitably qualified person providing an assessment and
statement to this fact.

In regard to the change to the use of mobile refuelling units, it remains a requirement under the EP Act that
Earthpro is operating in accordance with your general environmental duty by implementing all reasonable and
practicable measures to prevent any contaminants from releasing to the environment during refuelling. EHP
requests Earthpro clearly outline the measures in place for mobile refuelling to demgfistrate you are operating in
accordance with your environmental duty. EHP A written response to this requcvgquested by close of business

Monday 16 September.
Regards @

Q,'
Melanie Scanes %
Senior Environmental Officer 0

Environmental Services and Regulation, Southern Region
Department of Environment and Heritage Protection \/
PO Box 362 MAROOCHYDORE, QLD 4558

Telephone: (07) 5459 6154 Fax: (07) 5459 61

melanie.scanes@ehp.qgld.gov.au

www.ehp.gld.gov.au \/

From: m.alam@earthpro.co &lailto:m.alam@earthpro.com.au]
Sent: Thursday, 12 Septe 13 4:44 PM

To: Scanes Melanie

Cc: roy@earthpro.com.au
Subject: Diesel storage - 171 Pierce Ave Caloundra Landfill

Hi Melanie,
Please find below our management in Diesel storage area.

e The fuel tank will be emptied by tomorrow. We will not use any more diesels from the fuel tank. The trailer
will stay onsite within the bunded area for the use of greasing and pumping up flat tyres.

Ground area around store is clear of vegetation or waste for a distance of at least 3 m.

We will buy spillage control kit tomorrow for the site.

Three fire extinguishers are installed in storage area.

We have ordered signage/sticker for the storage area and will be erected by next week.

We already bunded the area of 110% volume of liquid stored in fuel tank. As we will not use the fuel tank
anymore for refuelling we believe bund to drain to pit is not required.

We don’t require bund to drain to pit as no fuel will be stored in the oil tanker.

e The tank and the container both are padlocked.
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e Because we will be no more refuel from the tank anymore we are not required to maintain three metre
distance between tank and filler point.
e We will have a signage on tank isolating valve by next week.

Regards

Murshedul Alam

Site Contract Administrator
EarthPro Ptv Ltd

Molsiliep4( 6) Personal information

The information in this email together with any attachments is intended only for the person or entity to which it is addressed and may contain confidential and/or privileged
material. There is no waiver of any confidentiality/privilege by your inadvertent receipt of this material.

Any form of review, disclosure, modification, distribution and/or publication of this email message is prohibited, unless as a necessary part of Departmental business.

If you have received this message in error, you are asked to infonm the sender as quickly as possible and delete this mes Qﬂy copies of this message from your

computer and/or your computer system network.

No virus found in this message. 4
Checked by AVG - www.avg.com %
%t 709/14/13

Version: 2013.0.3392 / Virus Database: 3222/6666 - Relea,
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Scanes Melanie

_—_—_,_—— e e ———m————— ———————

From: Scanes Melanie

Sent: Friday, 13 September 2013 2:46 PM

To: 'm.alam@earthpro.com.au’; ‘Roy Davis (roy@earthpro.com.au)’
Cc: Bell Ewan; Sale Ben

Subject: RE: Diesel storage - 171 Pierce Ave Caloundra Landfill

Dear Murhedul

Thankyou for your response to the request that Earthpro demonstrate they are in compliance with Requirement 13
of EPO CA28969. Under Requirement 13 Earthpro is to ensure they are in compliance with the relevant Australian
Standard for storage and handling of flammable and combustible liquids. EHP requests that in support of your
advised changes you have notified us of, that you provide supporting evidence that you are operating in accordance
with the Australian Standard. This should be in the form of a suitably qualified person providing an assessment and

statement to this fact.
Qnder the EP Act that

nting all reasonable and

In regard to the change to the use of mobile refuelling units, it remains a require
Earthpro is operating in accordance with your general environmental duty by j
practicable measures to prevent any contaminants from releasing to the en nt during refuelling. EHP
requests Earthpro clearly outline the measures in place for mobile refuellm emonstrate you are operating in
accordance with your environmental duty. EHP A written response@ quest is requested by close of business

Monday 16 September.
Melanie Scanes @

Senior Environmental Officer
Environmental Services and Regulation, Souther glon

Department of Environment and Herlta e

PO Box 362 MAROOCHYDORE, QLD 4

Telephone: (07) 5459 6154 Fax: 6190
melanie.scanes@ehp. lo) 4»{

www.ehp.gld.gov.au 2

From: m.alam@earthpro.com.au [mailto:m.alam@earthpro.com.au]
Sent: Thursday, 12 September 2013 4:44 PM

To: Scanes Melanie

Cc: roy@earthpro.com.au

Subject: Diesel storage - 171 Pierce Ave Caloundra Landfill

Regards

Hi Melanie,
Please find below our management in Diesel storage area.

e The fuel tank will be emptied by tomorrow. We will not use any more diesels from the fuel tank. The trailer
will stay onsite within the bunded area for the use of greasing and pumping up flat tyres.

e Ground area around store is clear of vegetation or waste for a distance of at least 3 m.

e We will buy spillage control kit tomorrow for the site.

e Three fire extinguishers are installed in storage area.

e We have ordered signage/sticker for the storage area and will be erected by next week.
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e We already bunded the area of 110% volume of liquid stored in fuel tank. As we will not use the fuel tank
anymore for refuelling we believe bund to drain to pit is not required.

e We don’t require bund to drain to pit as no fuel will be stored in the oil tanker.

e The tank and the container both are padlocked.

e Because we will be no more refuel from the tank anymore we are not required to maintain three metre
distance between tank and filler point.

e We will have a signage on tank isolating valve by next week.

Regards
Murshedul Alam
Site Contract Administrator

EarthPro Ptv Ltd
Mob#eh4p4( 6) Personal information
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Scanes Melanie
#

From: Scanes Melanie

Sent: Thursday, 12 September 2013 4:25 PM

To: 'David McDougall'

Cc: 'Roy Davis (roy@earthpro.com.au)’; 'm.alam@earthpro.com.au’; '‘Brett Thomson’;
Sale Ben; Bell Ewan

Subject: RE: 1098 - Caloundra Landfill - EHP Ref CA28969 - Erosion and Sediment Control

Plan - EPO Requirement 7

Roy, Murshedul and David

In response to a phone discussion between myself and David McDougall this afternoon regarding the erosion and
sediment control plan. | was advised aspects of the plan are incomplete due to time constraints. Contour advised
they have put forward a plan that Earthpro can act upon with the completed plan to be submitted. Compliance with
Requirement 7 of the EPO was to be submitted at 1200hrs 11Spetember 2013. EHP has agreed to a timeframe for
submission of the completed plan of 1600hrs Monday 16 September. If this extend bmission date is not met
the department will consider further compliance action. In the meantime Earthpr Q;roceed with the actions
outlined in the plan submitted on the 11 September 2013. @q\

EHP reminds Earthpro that any non-compliance with an EPO requirement is ca¥$e for further compliance action.
This may be in the form of a Penalty Infringement Notice (PIN) or pr cutfon by court. Earthpro has been provided
with the departments Enforcement Guidelines to inform you of the ments enforcement policy. You may
contact EHP if you have any questions in regard to the requirem%) your EPO.

This extension does not change any other due dates noted'i Ee EPO. It is expected that Earthpro will be
implementing the current plan, an additional requiremen be taken as soon as the they become available.

Regards V
&

vetanie Scanes Q\’

Senior Environmental Officer

Environmental Services and R tiom, Southern Region
Department of Environmen itage Protection

PO Box 362 MAROOCHYDC%(D 4558

Telephone: (07) 5459 6154 Fax: (07) 5459 6190
melanie.scanes@ehp.qgld.gov.au

www.ehp.gld.gov.au

From: Scanes Melanie On Behalf Of ESR - Sunshine Coast

Sent: Thursday, 12 September 2013 1:58 PM

To: 'David McDougall'

Cc: Roy Davis (roy@earthpro.com.au); m.alam@earthpro.com.au; Brett Thomson; Sale Ben; Bell Ewan

Subject: RE: 1098 - Caloundra Landfill - INFORMATION - DEHP Ref CA28969 - Erosion and Sediment Control Plan

David

We acknowledge receipt of your report at 6.14pm 11/09/13. On initial review its found Appendices C, D G, H are
missing. EHP requests these are provided by close of business today.

1
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We will conduct a complete review of the plan and respond shortly.

Regards

Melanie Scanes

Senior Environmental Officer

Environmental Services and Regulation, Southern Region
Department of Environment and Heritage Protection

PO Box 362 MAROOCHYDORE, QLD 4558

Telephone: (07) 5459 6154 Fax: (07) 5459 6190
melanie.scanes@ehp.gld.gov.au

www.ehp.gld.gov.au

From: David McDougall [mailto:David@contource.com.au]
Sent: Wednesday, 11 September 2013 6:14 PM
To: ESR - Sunshine Coast Q

Cc: Roy Davis (roy@earthpro.com.au); m.alam@earthpro.com.au; Brett Thomson
Subject: 1098 - Caloundra Landfill - INFORMATION - DEHP Ref CA28969 - EVQ and Sediment Control Plan

To whom it may concern,

V4
Please find attached in accordance with Item 6 and 7 of require the EPO ref CA28969 an Erosion and
sediment Control Management Plan and Audit Assessment whi e downloaded via the attached link.

https://www.dropbox.com/s/sjb4vcve2ny9d70/1098%201%0911%20ESC%20Plans.zip

Please do not hesitate to contact me should you Wther information.
Regards, Q~

\%
Regards, &\Q
David McDougall Q‘

Senior Engineer
For and on behalf of:
CONTOUR Consulting Engineers Pty Ltd

CONTOUR

Phone (07) 5493 9777 Fax (07) 5493 6888

Email david@ContourCE.com.au

Website www.ContourCE.com.au
PO Box 474, Buddina 4575, QId. Suite 2 Level 1,
6 Innovation Parkway, Birtinya 4575, Sunshine Coast, Qld.

2
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CONFIDENTIALITY: The contents of this email, including any attachm ents, are confidential and protected by profe
The contents are intended only for the intended recipient of this email. If you are not the intendedrecipient you a
use, reproduction, disclosure or distribution of the information contained in the email is prohibited. If you have rec
please reply to us imm ediately and delete this email and any copies from your computer.

LIABILITY: Liability limited by a scheme approved under professional standards legislation.

=4 Please consider the ervironment before printing this message

Members of:

AUSTRALIAN INSTITUTE '
of COMPANY DIRECTORS Dalby Chamber of Commerce & Industry Inc

TSBE ¢ cvcivee s G 1ECAC® (QELA #
I—XA iA k ‘._‘.g LL.....J...W *‘“‘Au‘ ORI | m“,““::om‘?::

&lthﬁnlw
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RE: 1098 - Caloundra Landfill - EHP Ref CA28969 - Erosion and Sediment Control P... Page 1 of 3

From Scanes Melanie Date Thursday, 12 September 2013 4:24:00 PM

To David McDougall

Cc Roy Davis (roy@earthpro.com.au); m.alam@earthpro.com.au; Brett Thomson; Sale Ben; Bell
Ewan

Subject RE: 1098 - Caloundra Landfill - EHP Ref CA28969 - Erosion and Sediment Control Plan - EPO
Requirement 7

[=]image001.jpg (11 KB H1ML ) [=)image002.jpg (71 KB HraL )

Roy, Murshedul and David

in response to a phone discussion between myself and David McDougall this afternoon regarding the
erosion and sediment control plan. | was advised aspects of the plan are incomplete due to time
constraints. Contour advised they have put forward a plan that Earthpro can act upon with the
completed plan to be submitted. Compliance with Requirement 7 of the EPO was to be submitted at
1200hrs 11Spetember 2013. EHP has agreed to a timeframe for submission of the completed plan of
1600hrs Monday 16 September. If this extended submission date is not met the department will
consider further compliance action. In the meantime Earthpro can proceed wjgghe actions outlined in
the plan submitted on the 11 September 2013.

EHP reminds Earthpro that any non-compliance with an EPO requirer@se for further
compliance action. This may be in the form of a Penalty Infringement e (PIN) or prosecution by
court. Earthpro has been provided with the departments Enfor;emeﬁt Guidelines to inform you of the

departments enforcement policy. You may contact EHP if yo any questions in regard to the
requirements of your EPO.

This extension does not change any other due dat oEd in the EPO. It is expected that Earthpro will
be implementing the current plan, an additional rebyiiggments will be taken as soon as the they
become available.

Y
&
V%

Melanie Scanes Q
Senior Environmental Offi x
Environmental Services &f ulation, Southern Region

Department of Envir nt and Heritage Protection
PO Box 362 MAROOCMNDORE, QLD 4558

Telephone: (07) 5459 6154 Fax: (07) 5459 6190
melanie.scanes@ehp.qld.gov.au
www.ehp.gld.gov.au

From: Scanes Melanie On Behalf Of ESR - Sunshine Coast

Sent: Thursday, 12 September 2013 1:58 PM

To: 'David McDougall'

Cc: Roy Davis (roy@earthpro.com.au); m.alam@earthpro.com.au; Brett Thomson; Sale Ben; Bell Ewan
Subject: RE: 1098 - Caloundra Landfill - INFORMATION - DEHP Ref CA28969 - Erosion and Sediment
Control Plan

David

We acknowledge receipt of your report at 6.14pm 11/09/13. On initial review its found Appendices C,
D G, H are missing. EHP requests these are provided by close of business today.
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RE: 1098 - Caloundra Landfill - EHP Ref CA28969 - Erosion and Sediment Control P...

We will conduct a complete review of the plan and respond shortly.
Regards

Melanie Scanes

Senior Environmental Officer

Environmental Services and Regulation, Southern Region
Department of Environment and Heritage Protection

PO Box 362 MAROOCHYDORE, QLD 4558

Telephone: (07) 5459 6154 Fax: (07) 5459 6190
melanie.scanes@ehp.gld.gov.au

www.ehp.qgld.gov.au

Sent: Wednesday, 11 September 2013 6:14 PM
To: ESR - Sunshine Coast
Cc: Roy Davis (roy@earthpro.com.au); m.alam@earthpro.com.au; Br son

From: David McDougall [mailto:David@contource.com.au] Q

Page 2 of 3

Subject: 1098 - Caloundra Landfill - INFORMATION - DEHP Ref CA28969/~ Erosion and Sediment

’

Control Plan @
To whom it may concern, %

Please find attached in accordance with Item 6 an@n equirement B of the EPO ref CA28969 an

Erosion and sediment Control Management Plan a
the attached link.

https://www.dropbox.com/s/sjb4vcyv 0/1098%20130911%20ESC%20PIlan

Please do not hesitate to conthld you require further information.
Regards, &\

David McDougall

Senior Engineer

For and on behalf of:

CONTOUR Consulting Engineers Pty Ltd

{%| Description:
‘ cid:image003.jpg@01CE94 1A.DA7563F(

Regards,

Phone (07) 5493 9777 Fax (07) 5493 6888

Email david@ContourCE.com.au

Website www.ContourCE.com.au

PO Box 474, Buddina 4575, Qld. Suite 2 Level 1,

6 Innovation Parkway, Birtinya 4575, Sunshine Coast, Qld.

13-266 File A
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RE: 1098 - Caloundra Landfill - EHP Ref CA28969 - Erosion and Sediment Control P... Page 3 of 3

: E] Description: cid:image005.jpg@01CES510.0B219A50
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RE: EPO CA28969- Enterprise Vault Archived Item Page 1 of 2

From m.alam@earthpro.com.au Date Wednesday, 11 September 2013 3:13:09 PM
To Scanes Melanie; roy@earthpro.com.au
Cc Sale Ben; Bell Ewan

Subject RE: EPO CA28969

Hi Melanie,

Contour consulting engineers is still working on Requirement 7 as per EPO CA28969. They will submit
by COB today. Due to their office fire drill they were unable to submit by 1200 hrs today.

We cleaned the fuel storage area last week. We put all the contaminated material in contaminated
stockpile and put mulch on top of it. We engage Duke environmental to give us direction which will
comply with the relevant Australian Standard in accordance with Requirement 13. We will submit our
onsite methodology regarding management of fuel storage area once we got direction from Duke
Environmental Management.

Regards

Murshedul Alam &

Site Contract Administrator
EarthPro Ptv itd y

Mobikeh4p4( 6) Personal information @

From: Scanes Melanie [mailto:Melanie.Scanes@e ov.au]
Sent: Wednesday, 11 September 2013 8:26

To: roy@earthpro.com.au; m.alam@earthp@ﬁl

Cc: Sale Ben; Bell Ewan

Subject: EPO CA28969

Dear Roy Q\/

This is a reminder that i&cc}dance with Requirement 7 an ESC assessment and plan is to be
da

submitted by 1200hq~
Also Earthpro have not iemonstrated that the fuel storage area is compliant with the relevant
Australian Standard in accordance with Requirement 13. Please advise immediately on this matter.

Regards

Melanie Scanes

Senior Environmental Officer

Environmental Services and Regulation, Southern Region
Department of Environment and Heritage Protection

PO Box 362 MAROOCHYDORE, QLD 4558

Telephone: (07) 5459 6154 Fax: (07) 5459 6190
melanie.scanes@ehp.qgld.gov.au

www.ehp.gld.gov.au
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RE: EPO CA28969- Enterprise Vault Archived Item Page 2 of 2

The information in this email together with any attachments is intended only for the person or entity
to which it is addressed and may contain confidential and/or privileged material. There is no waiver

of any confidentiality/privilege by your inadvertent receipt of this material.

Any form of review, disclosure, modification, distribution and/or publication of this email message is

prohibited, unless as a necessary part of Departmental business.
If you have received this message in error, you are asked to inform the sender as quickly as possible

and delete this message and any copies of this message from your computer and/or your computer system

network.
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Scanes Melanie
“

From: Scanes Melanie

Sent: Wednesday, 11 September 2013 8:26 AM

To: roy@earthpro.com.au; m.alam@earthpro.com.au
Cc: Sale Ben; Bell Ewan

Subject: EPO CA28969

Dear Roy

This is a reminder that in accordance with Requirement 7 an ESC assessment and plan is to be submitted by 1200hrs
today

Also Earthpro have not demonstrated that the fuel storage area is compliant with the relevant Australian Standard
in accordance with Requirement 13. Please advise immediately on this matter.

Regards

X

Senior Environmental Officer

Environmental Services and Regulation, Southern Region
Department of Environment and Heritage Protection

PO Box 362 MAROOCHYDORE, QLD 4558

Telephone: (07) 5459 6154 Fax: (07) 5459 6190 @
melanie.scanes@ehp.qld.gov.au ‘

www.ehp.gld.gov.au

\
&
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RE: Show Cause Notice- Enterprise Vault Archived Item Page 1 of 2

From m.alam@earthpro.com.au Date Friday, 6 September 2013 3:19:15 PM
To Scanes Melanie; roy@earthpro.com.au
Cc Bell Ewan; Sale Ben

Subject RE: Show Cause Notice

fRistat dec.pdf (402 KB L )

Hi Melanie,

Please find stat dec for the qualification of Duke Environmental as a SQP. We believed Duke
Environmental already sent to you like Contour did. Sorry for miscommunication.
Just wondering whether we still need to reply the show cause notice as per your email below.

Regards
Murshedul Alam

Site Contract Administrator
EarthPro Pty Ltd

Sent: Friday, 6 September 2013 2:30 PM
To: roy@earthpro.com.au p

Cc: Bell Ewan; Sale Ben; m.alam@earthpro.com.au
Subject: Show Cause Notice %

Mobilsch4p4( 6) Personal information q
From: Scanes Melanie [mailto:Melanie.Scanes@ehp.gld.gov.au] @

Dear Roy ?\

In relation to the Environmental Protection Or r&issued to Earthpro on the 21 August, EHP is yet
to receive written evidence that a Suitably i Professional has been engaged for the
contaminated land investigation. This is i Requirement 2 of the EPO. This is in breach of your
EPO. See the attached is a Show Cause ]

O

Melanie Scanes

Senior Environmental @ffic

Environmental Servi Regulation, Southern Region
Department of Environthent and Heritage Protection

PO Box 362 MAROOCHYDORE, QLD 4558

Telephone: (07) 5459 6154 Fax: (07) 5459 6190
melanie.scanes@ehp.qgld.gov

www.ehp.qgld.gov.au

The information in this email together with any attachments is intended only for the person or entity
to which it is addressed and may contain confidential and/or privileged material. There is no waiver

of any confidentiality/privilege by your inadvertent receipt of this material.

Any form of review, disclosure, modification, distribution and/or publication of this email message is

prohibited, unless as a necessary part of Departmental business.
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RE: Show Cause Notice- Enterprise Vault Archived Item Page 2 of 2

If you have received this message in error, you are asked to inform the sender as quickly as possible
and delete this message and any copies of this message from your computer and/or your computer system

network.

13-266 File A 157 of 241
http://archivehost/EnterpriseVault/ViewMessage.asp?Vaultld=134132AF349AF534D8... 4/02/2014



Declaration by a suitably qualified person (SQP)

A statutory declaration is a written statement that is sworn under the Oaths Act 1867. This statutory
declaration should be completed and forwarded to the administering authority by a person who
satisfies section 564 of the Environmental Protection Act 1994 (EP Act). In accordance with section
566 of the EP Act, a site investigation report submitted to the administering authority must be
accompanied by a declaration by the investigator of that site (a SQP), containing the information
stated in section 566(2) of the EP Act.

The information provided in this declaration must be true and correct to the best of the declarant's
knowledge. It is an offence under sections 480A and 480 of the EP Act to give the administering
authority, or an authorised person, a document containing information that the declarant knows is
false, misleading or incomplete in a material particular.

I Paula Duke make this declaration as a person
who

(Name of person who will make the declaration)
may conduct a site investigation pursuant to section 565 of the EP Ac:a anta person who:

e is a current member of a prescribed organisation under Schedule 8@f e Environmental
Protection Regulation 2008 pursuant to section 564; and

e has qualifications and experience relevant to the regula%ction pursuant to section 564.

On the basis of my compliance with section 564 of the N/am a SQP for the purposes of section
565 of the EP Act for the investigation of contaminated s&fl infresponse to ltem B3 of the

%ﬁ 2
i

Environmental Protection Order CA28969, dated 21 013, issued to Earthpro Pty Ltd.
| make this declaration with the understanding t ig%site investigation will be performed in

accordance with the ‘Guideline for contaminated | professionals’ (EHP, 2012) and that the
conclusions and recommendations made JA t ort may be relied upon by the administering

authority in making its decisions under ct.
And | make this solemn declaration c8gscientiously believing the same to be true, and by virtue of

the provisions of the Oaths Act %

Taken and declared before @ Birtinya
\ Insert location

this 28th Q~ day of August in the year 2013

g

sch4p4( 6) Personal information
Signed O Signed

(Person making this declaration) (Cross out whichever is not applicable) Justice of
the Peace/Commissioner for
Declarations/Notary
Public/Solicitor/Barrister/Conveyancer

Julie Schubert

Print name and registration number (if applicable)
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Enquiries Melanic Scanes
Telephone (07) 54 59 6154
Your reference

Our reference CR59905

06 September 2013

Roy Davis

Earthpro Pty Ltd
P.O.Box 1954
CLEVELAND DC 4163

Dear Mr Davis, Q

Re: Alleged intentional release of leachate offsite at Sunshi ast Regional Council
Landfill Site located at Pierce Avenue, Bells Creek

The Department of Environment Heritage and Proteci# (lﬁiP) has received your information
regarding the alleged release of leachate from the % enue, Bells Creek, landfill Site.
e

The role of EHP is to investigate this matter ar?ns that where a genuine problem is found to

exist, action is taken to remedy the problegf.

your email on 15 August 2013. Since receiving your
s responsible for the landfill site in regard to the

ocess of investigating your complaint and will advise you
hen the investigation is complete or of progress should the

EHP registered your complaint on redej
information, EHP has contacted t
information you provided. E
of the outcome of the investigatio
complaint be on-going.

EHP trusts that this 'hg ion is of assistance to you. Should you have any questions please do
not hesitate to tell&n Melanie Scanes of the EHP on (07) 5459 6132.

Youzs. sincerel

schdp4( 6) Personal information

en dale
Manager

Sunshine Coast and Gympie

Southern Region

Environmental Services and Regulation
Environmental Heritage and Protection

Page 1 0f 1 Level 6 Mike Ahern Centre
12 First Avenue Maroochydore
PO Box 168 COTTON
TREEMaroochydore
Queensland 4558 Australia
Telephone (07) 54 596 132
Facsimile (07) 54 439 92759 6190
Email SunshineCoast@ehp.qld.gov.au
Website www.epa.qld.gov.au

ABN 87 221 158 786
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Complaint response letter- Enterprise Vault Archived Item Page 1 of 1

From Scanes Melanie Date Friday, 6 September 2013 10:28:00 AM
To roy@earthpro.com.au
Cc Bell Ewan; m.alam@earthpro.com.au

Subject Complaint response letter

TRICR59905.pdf (47 kB HTmL )

Dear Roy
Complaint acknowledgement letter

Regards

Melanie Scanes

Senior Environmental Officer

Environmental Services and Regulation, Southern Region
Department of Environment and Heritage Protection

PO Box 362 MAROOCHYDORE, QLD 4558

Telephone: (07) 5459 6154 Fax: (07) 5459 6190

melanie.scanes@ehp.gld.gov.au %Q

www.ehp.qgld.gov.au

&
N
@’Qg/
AN
&
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13-266

Government

Department of
Environment and

Enquiries: Melanie Scanes
Telephone : 07 5459 6154 Heritage Protection
Your reference:

Our reference: CA28969/SOR/113550

Earthpro Pty Ltd

C/- Richard Ings Pty Ltd
Burmuda Point, Suite 1303

1 Lake Orr Drive

VARSITY LAKES QLD 4227
Attn: Roy Davis

6 September 2013 8

Dear Sir,

Earthpro for activities undertaken at 171 Pierce npe Bells Creek, Lot 101 on Plan
SP232333.

I refer to identified non-compliance against je ents of the Environmental Protection
Order (EPO), issued to Earthpro Pty Ltd hpro) by the Department of Environment and
Heritage Protection (the department) og 21 %afgust 2013 for 171 Pierce Avenue Bells Creek,
Lot 101 on Plan SP232333 (the prepfi

Re: Non-compliance with Environmental Protect%lﬁer (CA28969) issued to

The department considers that Q,(o has not complied with the following EPO
requirement:

Requirement 2. Writtce has not been provided to the department by Earthpro to
demonstrate enga; ent Wf a suitably qualified professional (SQP), who meets the requirements of
Part 4, Section 3 e department’s “Guideline for Contaminated Land Professionals”

I draw your z%ﬂbn to section 361 the Environmental Protection Act 1994 (attached), which
states the offence provisions for non-compliance with an EPO. The department has a
responsibility to respond to any non-compliance with legislative requirements. In the event of
non-compliance with the legislation and the environmental performance standards, the
department has the ability to use a number of enforcement tools including warning notices,
statutory orders requiring certain actions to be taken, Penalty Infringement Notices (PINs),
Environmental Protection Orders and prosecution. Please note that a PIN can be issued for
each breach of an EPO requirement.

Page 1 of 3 Level 6 Mike Ahern Centre
12 First Avenue Maroochydore
PO Box 362 Maroochydore
Queensland 4558 Australia
Telephone 07 5459 6147
Facsimile 07 5459 6190

Website www.ehp.qgld.gov.au

ABN 46 640 294 485

File A 161 of 241



13-266

The department requests Earthpro show cause as to why enforcement action should not be
taken by submitting a response by 12.00 pm Tuesday 10 September 2013. The department
will consider this submission before deciding an appropriate response to the non-compliances
identified.

If you have any queries or wish to discuss this matter further, please contact Melanie Scanes
on (07) 5459 6132.

Vanre cincerelv

sch4p4( 6) Personal information

Ben Sale
Manager (Sunshine Coast and Gympie)
Environmental Services and Regulation - Southern Region

Department of Environment and Heritage Protection g

@’(o
&v@
oVQ{O
N\
S
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Attachment 1.

361 Offence not to comply with order
(1) The recipient must not wilfully contravene an environmental protection order.

Maximum penalty—2000 penalty units or 2 years imprisonment.

(2) The recipient must not contravene an environmental protection order.

Maximum penalty—1665 penalty units.

(3) In a proceeding for an offence against subsection (1), if the court is not satisfied the
defendant is guilty of the offence charged but is satisfied the defendant is guilty of an offence
against subsection (2), the court may find the defendant guilty of the offence against

subsection (2).

&
N
oVQ{O
N\
S
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Scanes Melanie
e e e —— —————=———=

From: Scanes Melanie

Sent: Thursday, 29 August 2013 11:46 AM

To: ‘roy@earthpro.com.au’

Subject: FW: Environmental Protection Order - Lot 101 on Plan SP232333, Pierce Avenue
Caloundra

Hi Roy

Sorry for another email, in regard to the engagement of SQP in Requirement 2 and a CPESC in Requirement 5. We
require the written evidence from the consultants that they meet these qualification requirements. Please provide
this as soon as possible

Regards

Melanie

From: Scanes Melanie 2
Sent: Thursday, 29 August 2013 11:33 AM

To: 'roy@earthpro.com.au’

Subject: FW: Environmental Protection Order - Lot 101 on Plan SP232333,,Pie e Avenue Caloundra

&

In regards to the below email. Can you please clarify what co?ﬁ s have been engaged for the Contaminated
Lands work (EPO Requirement 2) and the CPESC works ( uirement 5). The information below does not reflect
the type of discussion | had with Duke Environmental yes y. That was about the contaminated land, but below it
states ESP. It also states Contour are test consulta@@se clarify this.

Also Roy have you implemented the improve@s f the southern side of the southern Contaminated Soil profile.
EHP requires improved cover in this area be instated prior to the next rain event.

Regards Q
Melanie &\
Melanie Scanes

Senior Environmental Officer

Environmental Services and Regulation, Southern Region
Department of Environment and Heritage Protection

PO Box 362 MAROOCHYDORE, QLD 4558

Telephone: (07) 5459 6154 Fax: (07) 5459 6190
melanie.scanes@ehp.qgld.gov.au

www.ehp.gld.gov.au

From: ESR - Sunshine Coast

Sent: Wednesday, 28 August 2013 10:55 AM

To: Scanes Melanie

Subject: FW: Environmental Protection Order - Lot 101 on Plan SP232333, Pierce Avenue Caloundra
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Tina Boss

A/Environmental Support Officer

Environmental Services & Regulation, Southern Region
Department of Environment and Heritage Protection

Ph: 07 5459 6161, Fax: 07 5459 6190

Email: tina.boss@ehp.gld.gov.au
PO Box 362 MAROOCHYDORE QLD 4558

From: Roy Davis [mailto:roy@earthpro.com.au]

Sent: Wednesday, 28 August 2013 10:45 AM

To: Bell Ewan

Cc: ESR - Sunshine Coast

Subject: RE: Environmental Protection Order - Lot 101 on Plan SP232333, Pierce Avenue Caloundra

Hi Ewan,
Earthpro Pty Ltd has engaged the following to work with use in relation to Pier%Ze Caloundra Landfill :

Contour Consulting Engineers as test consultants @
Contact: Brett Thomson p

Suite 2 Level 1, @
6 Innovation Parkway, %
Birtinya 4575, Sunshine Coast, Qld. ?\

PO Box 474, Buddina 4575, Qld. @

$¢hapa( 6) Personal information

PH: 07 5493 9777 \/

FAX:07 5493 6888

EMAIL: admi nto . Q‘

Duke Environmental to conduct ESP @ement.
Contact: Julie Schubel &\

Level 1 Building A QT
6 Innovation Parkway Birtiny®»4575

P.O Box 78 Wurtulla 4575
P: 07 5493 3322
F: 07 5493 3422

Please don't hesitate to contact me if you require any further information.
Regards

Roy Davis

Eafdﬁpw Civil Contractors

MOQ0h4p4( 6) Personal information
Ph (07) 3829 1577
Fax (07) 3829 1477
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From: Bell Ewan [mailto:Ewan.Bell@ehp.gld.gov.au]

Sent: Wednesday, 21 August 2013 4:25 PM

To: roy@earthpro.com.au

Subject: FW: Environmental Protection Order - Lot 101 on Plan SP232333, Pierce Avenue Caloundra

Hi Roy

In regard to previous advice the department has now decided to issue Earthpro Pty Ltd an EPO for the activities at
Lot 101 SP232333. Please find attached the EPO, a copy of the review and appeal provisions, and a copy of the
departments enforcement guidelines.

This information has also been sent via registered mail to the ASIC current registered office, as per the service of
documents provisions in Acts Interpretation Act 1954.

Please contact me if you would like to discuss this matter further.

Regards

Ewan Bell g
Principal Environmental Officer
Environmental Services and Regulation, Southern Region

Department of Environment and Heritage Protection V4

PO Box 362 MAROOCHYDORE, QLD 4558

Telephone: (07) 5459 6128 Fax: (07) 5459 6190

ewan.bell@ehp.qld.gov.au

www.ehp.gld.gov.au

From: Bell Ewan @

Sent: Monday, 12 August 2013 1:11 PM

To: 'roy@earthpro.com.au' %
Subject: Environmental Protection Order - tha Plan SP232333, Pierce Avenue Caloundra

by Sunshine Coast Regional C RC) to conduct works to construct an extension of the current landfill. On the
7 August 2013 EHP officer B&ll and Melanie Scanes conducted an inspection at the site with council staff
Debbie Spann and Michael Bigkeney and Earthpro staff Lance Carey, Murshedul Alam and George Mumford. The
inspection was brought about by concerns raised by SCRC in relation to Earthpro Pty Ltd not conducting operations
onsite using all reasonable and practicable measures in regard to management of contaminated soil and erosion and
sediment control.

Dear Mr Davis
| refer to the site 171 Pierce A%;;Creek Lot 101 on plan SP232333 for which Earthpro Pty Ltd is contracted

During the inspection the department observed a stockpile known to be contaminated soil, exposed to the
environment with evidence of rill erosion across the stockpile surface. Bunding surrounding the stockpile was poorly
constructed, poorly maintained, in some places non-existent, and evidence indicated that the bunding had been
breached at multiple locations. In addition, it was confirmed during the inspection that stormwater run-off from this
stockpile did not report to any form of retention basin, and discharged directly off-site. EHP was advised that the
contaminated soil was placed on a suitable impermeable barrier but the volume of soil now extended beyond the
extent of the impermeable barrier.

In the course of the inspection EHP officers made observations of the erosion and sediment control measures at the
site. EHP officers are of the opinion that all reasonable and practicable measures have not been implemented to
demonstrate that Earthpro Pty Ltd are operating in accordance with the general environmental duty obligations
under the Environmental Protection Act 1994 (the Act). EHP officers observed that effective clean water drains had
not been established and maintained, concentrated flow paths were poorly maintained, sediment fences not
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properly installed, large volumes of soil and soil stockpiles exposed with no effective erosion protection measures,
and no clarity around sediment basin sizing for catchment area reporting to the basin.

EHP officers also observed diesel fuel and chemical storage area bund to be near full of contaminated water and
poorly constructed, and no spillage containment for refuelling areas.

EHP propose to issue Earthpro Pty Ltd an Environmental Protection Order (EPO) under s358 of the Act to secure
compliance with the general environmental duty to address the above mentioned issues.

Prior to deciding to issue an EPO, EHP now provide Earthpro Pty Ltd a period of natural justice to provide the
department with any information relating the above. Any information provided by Earthpro Pty Ltd must be
received at EHP at sunshinecoast.esr@ehp.ald.gov.au or PO Box 362, MAROOCHYDORE QLD 4558 by 1700hrs 15
August 2013.

For your information | have attached a link to the Act, and a copy of EHP’s enforcement guidelines. Please note
sections 358 and 361 of the Act relating to issuing an EPO and offence not to comply with the order.

Please contact me if you would like to discuss any of the matters raised in this email.

https://www.legislation.qld.gov.au/LEGISLTN/CURRENT/E/EnvProtA94.pdf %Q

Regards
V4

Ewan Bell %@ '

Principal Environmental Officer

Environmental Services and Regulation, Southern Region ?
Department of Environment and Heritage Protection

PO Box 362 MAROOCHYDORE, QLD 4558

Telephone: (07) 5459 6128 Fax: (07) 5459 6190 \/
ewan.bell@ehp.qld.gov.au @
www.ehp.gld.gov.au Q~

The information in this email together with any attachments is intended only for the person or entity to which it
is addressed &nd may contain confidential and/or privileged material. There is no waiver of any
confidentiality/privilege by your inadvertent receipt of this material.

Any form of review, disclosure, modification, distribution and/or publication of this email message is prohibited,
unless as a necessary part of Departmental business.

If you have received this message in error, you are asked to inform the sender as quickly as possible and delete
this message and any copies of this message from your computer and/or your computer system network.
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Scanes Melanie

From: Scanes Melanie

Sent: Thursday, 29 August 2013 11:33 AM

To: ‘roy@earthpro.com.au’

Subject: FW: Environmental Protection Order - Lot 101 on Plan SP232333, Pierce Avenue
Caloundra

Roy

In regards to the below email. Can you please clarify what consultants have been engaged for the Contaminated
Lands work (EPO Requirement 2) and the CPESC works (EPO Requirement 5). The information below does not reflect
the type of discussion | had with Duke Environmental yesterday. That was about the contaminated land, but below it
states ESP. It also states Contour are test consultants, please clarify this.

Also Roy have you implemented the improved cover of the southern side of the southern Contaminated Soil profile.
EHP requires improved cover in this area be instated prior to the next rain event. Q

Regards &
Melanie

’

Melanie Scanes

Senior Environmental Officer

Environmental Services and Regulation, Southern Region
Department of Environment and Heritage Protectio \/
PO Box 362 MAROOCHYDORE, QLD 4558 %

Telephone: (07) 5459 6154 Fax: (07) 5459 6
melanie.scanes@ehp.gld.gov.au

www.ehp.ald.gov.au Q\/
Q

From: ESR - Sunshine CoaQ~

Sent: Wednesday, 28 August 2013 10:55 AM

To: Scanes Melanie

Subject: FW: Environmental Protection Order - Lot 101 on Plan SP232333, Pierce Avenue Caloundra

Tina Boss

A/Environmental Support Officer

Environmental Services & Regulation, Southern Region
Department of Environment and Heritage Protection

Ph: 07 5459 6161, Fax: 07 5459 6190
Email: tina.boss@ehp.qgld.gov.au
PO Box 362 MAROOCHYDORE QLD 4558

From: Roy Davis [mailto:roy@earthpro.com.au]
Sent: Wednesday, 28 August 2013 10:49 AM
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To: Bell Ewan
Cc: ESR - Sunshine Coast
Subject: RE: Environmental Protection Order - Lot 101 on Plan SP232333, Pierce Avenue Caloundra

Hi Ewan,
Earthpro Pty Ltd has engaged the following to work with use in relation to Pierce Avenue Caloundra Landfill :

Contour Consulting Engineers as test consultants
Contact: Brett Thomson

Suite 2 Level 1,

6 Innovation Parkway,

Birtinya 4575, Sunshine Coast, Qld.
PO Box 474, Buddina 4575, Qld.
$oh4p4( 6) Personal information

PH: 07 54939777

FAX:07 5493 6888

EMAIL: admin@contource.com.au

Duke Environmental to conduct ESP management. &

Contact: Julie Schubel

Y4
Level 1 Building A @
6 Innovation Parkway Birtinya 4575 %
P.O Box 78 Wurtulla 4575

P: 07 5493 3322 ;
F: 07 5483 3422 V

Please don't hesitate to contact me if you requirgany further information.

Regards O\/
Roy Davis ,Q

Wﬁpw Civil Contracgs

Mobsch4p4( 6) Personal information
Ph (07) 3829 1577

Fax (07) 3829 1477
www.earthpro.com.au

From: Bell Ewan [mailto:Ewan.Bell@ehp.gld.gov.au]

Sent: Wednesday, 21 August 2013 4:25 PM

To: roy@earthpro.com.au

Subject: FW: Environmental Protection Order - Lot 101 on Plan SP232333, Pierce Avenue Caloundra

Hi Roy
In regard to previous advice the department has now decided to issue Earthpro Pty Ltd an EPO for the activities at

Lot 101 SP232333. Please find attached the EPO, a copy of the review and appeal provisions, and a copy of the
departments enforcement guidelines.
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This information has also been sent via registered mail to the ASIC current registered office, as per the service of
documents provisions in Acts Interpretation Act 1954.

Please contact me if you would like to discuss this matter further.
Regards

Ewan Bell

Principal Environmental Officer

Environmental Services and Regulation, Southern Region
Department of Environment and Heritage Protection

PO Box 362 MAROOCHYDORE, QLD 4558

Telephone: (07) 5459 6128 Fax: (07) 5459 6190
ewan.bell@ehp.gld.gov.au

www.ehp.qld.gov.au

From: Bell Ewan

Sent: Monday, 12 August 2013 1:11 PM

To: 'roy@earthpro.com.au’

Subject: Environmental Protection Order - Lot 101 on Plan SP232333, Pierce AveanIoundra

Dear Mr Davis %

| refer to the site 171 Pierce Avenue Bells Creek, Lot 101 on plan SP232333}or hich Earthpro Pty Ltd is contracted
by Sunshine Coast Regional Council (SCRC) to conduct works to cons#fuct an extension of the current landfill. On the
7 August 2013 EHP officers Ewan Bell and Melanie Scanes condu fhspection at the site with council staff
Debbie Spann and Michael Blakeney and Earthpro staff Lance C urshedul Alam and George Mumford. The
inspection was brought about by concerns raised by SCRC in n to Earthpro Pty Ltd not conducting operations
onsite using all reasonable and practicable measures in o management of contaminated soil and erosion and

sediment control. \/

During the inspection the department observe %(pile known to be contaminated soil, exposed to the
environment with evidence of rill erosion acr stockpile surface. Bunding surrounding the stockpile was poorly
constructed, poorly maintained, in some places fon-existent, and evidence indicated that the bunding had been
breached at multiple locations. In adas confirmed during the inspection that stormwater run-off from this

stockpile did not report to any form o ntion basin, and discharged directly off-site. EHP was advised that the
itable impermeable barrier but the volume of soil now extended beyond the

contaminated soil was placed o
extent of the impermeable bafri

In the course of the inspectiod EHP officers made observations of the erosion and sediment control measures at the
site. EHP officers are of the opinion that all reasonable and practicable measures have not been implemented to
demonstrate that Earthpro Pty Ltd are operating in accordance with the general environmental duty obligations
under the Environmental Protection Act 1994 (the Act). EHP officers observed that effective clean water drains had
not been established and maintained, concentrated flow paths were poorly maintained, sediment fences not
properly installed, large volumes of soil and soil stockpiles exposed with no effective erosion protection measures,
and no clarity around sediment basin sizing for catchment area reporting to the basin.

EHP officers also observed diesel fuel and chemical storage area bund to be near full of contaminated water and
poorly constructed, and no spillage containment for refuelling areas.

EHP propose to issue Earthpro Pty Ltd an Environmental Protection Order (EPO) under s358 of the Act to secure
compliance with the general environmental duty to address the above mentioned issues.

Prior to deciding to issue an EPO, EHP now provide Earthpro Pty Ltd a period of natural justice to provide the
department with any information relating the above. Any information provided by Earthpro Pty Ltd must be
received at EHP at sunshinecoast.esr@ehp.gld.gov.au or PO Box 362, MAROOCHYDORE QLD 4558 by 1700hrs 15
August 2013.
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For your information | have attached a link to the Act, and a copy of EHP’s enforcement guidelines. Please note
sections 358 and 361 of the Act relating to issuing an EPO and offence not to comply with the order.

Please contact me if you would like to discuss any of the matters raised in this email.

https://www.legislation.qld.gov.au/LEGISLTN/CURRENT/E/EnvProtA94.pdf

Regards

Ewan Bell

Principal Environmental Officer

Environmental Services and Regulation, Southern Region
Department of Environment and Heritage Protection

PO Box 362 MAROOCHYDORE, QLD 4558

Telephone: (07) 5459 6128 Fax: (07) 5459 6190

ewan.bell@ehp.gld.gov.au
www.ehp.gld.gov.au

intended only for the person or entity to which it
is addressed and may contain confidential and/or privile mgrerial, There is no waiver of any
confidentiality/privilege by your inadvertent receipfgof i material.

Any form of review, disclosure, modification, di Hugon and/or publication of this email message is prohibited,
unless as a necessary part of Departmental bu s

If you have received this message in errqQr, you Jre asked to inform the sender as quickly as possible and delete
this message and any copies of this mes:wjfm your computer and/or your computer system network.
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i
Scanes Melanie
—

From: Scanes Melanie

Sent: Wednesday, 28 August 2013 1:40 PM

To: 'roy@earthpro.com.au’

Subject: Golders Report

Attachments: Detailed Site Investigation (contamination).pdf

Thankyou Roy, we received your notification today as required by the EPO. Could you please ensure Paula from
Duke is provided with a copy of the Golders Report, she had not seen it as of this morning. | have attached a copy of
the report that was provided to me from Council. Check that is the same copy you have. If there is any discrepancy
please advise. You must ensure Duke Environmental are provided with all information necessary to conduct a
complete assessment of the issue. If you have additional information that must be provided including management
plans.

Regards

Melanie Scanes

Senior Environmental Officer

Environmental Services and Regulation, Southern Region
Department of Environment and Heritage Protection

PO Box 362 MAROOCHYDORE, QLD 4558 %@

Telephone: (07) 5459 6154 Fax: (07) 5459 6190

melanie.scanes@ehp.qld.gov.au @

www.ehp.gld.gov.au

\
&

1
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e Department of Environment and Heritage Protection ==

Lt 3240509

Assessment Report

Environmental Protection Order

This document is intended for intemal use to assist Environmental Service officers (officers) to document the information
considered by the Department of Environment and Heritage Protection (the department) when forming the decision whether
to issue an environmental protection order (EPO) under the Environmental Protection Act 1994.

Identifying details Q
Compliance activity number CR59674, CR59563, CA28969 /\2\'
y 2

EcoTrack number 241999

Permit number SPDE03088111 ol
File number SOR/114544 c‘%
Applicant number 241999 P v:’
Trading as Earthpro Y
Registered business address d Ings Pty Ltd

a Point, Suite 1303
e Orr Drive
VARSITY LAKES QLD 4227

Date decision made N < >57\ugust 2013

Note: N

1 Assessment ecommending a decision be made are to be structured in the format shown below.
2. Explanatory notes for completing the report are given under each heading.

3! The report is to be endorsed by the environmental service officer, supervisor (where possible) and the

delegated decision maker.

1. Grounds for use of an EPO

The legislation specifies that the EPO can only be used in certain circumstances (see section 358). Please
identify the relevant grounds upon which the decision whether to use an EPO is based:

O A person did not comply with a requirement to conduct or commission an environmental evaluation and
submit it to the department;
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Assessment Report

_Environmental Protection Order (EPO)

] A person did not comply with a requirement to prepare a transitional environmental program and submit
it to the department;
O As a result of an environmental evaluation, the department is satisfied that an activity being carried out,

or that is likely to be carried out, or is proposed to be carried out, has caused or is likely to cause
unlawful environmental harm;

[l Alleged breach of:

X general environmental duty;

] an environmental protection policy (EPP);

] a condition of an environmental authority (EA) or a development approval (DA);
] a prescribed condition for carrying out a small scale mining actiyi

O a condition of a site management plan; %

] an audit notice; @

| a surrender notice; P

O a rehabilitation direction; @

O a regulation; %

O

an accredited environmental risk m@e}t plan (ERMP);
n

O The person is, or has been, contravenin% he following provisions:
direction notices (section 3 4

noise standards (sectioném;

depositing prescri r contaminants in waters (section 440ZG);

releases fro bcmecm-coastal waters (chapter 8, part 3D),

air contao‘;i%l (chapter 8, part 3E);

fuel sQuds (chapter 8, part 3F).

2. Expand upon the grounds

OO0O00an0

Please expand upon the grounds identified for issuing the EPO, including identifying an alleged offence, any
statutory requirement which must be met prior to the department using an EPO, or any instance of non-
compliance.

Each ground should be listed independently and be allocated a separate number.

Number | Specific ground
1 To secure compliance with the General Environmental Duty under s319 of the Act
2
3
4
13-266 Eile A 1740244
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Assessment Report

3. Brief history of the matter
Please briefly outline any historical information relevant to this decision.

e Sunshine Coast Regional Council (SCRC) officer Debbie Spann notified the poliution hotline on 20 July
2013 at 1.24pm advising that their contractor (Earthpro) constructing a new cell as part of an approved
expansion of Caloundra Landfill had allowed dirty water to leave the construction site in breach of
council development approval. The event was registered by the pollution hotline on ecotrack and given
the record no. CR59563

« Sunshine Coast office received notification of the event on 22 July 2013. Council were contacted about
the release. Council advised that they felt Earthpro had not implemented adequate erosion and
sediment control measures. SCRC advised a number of ESC audits, y council and external
providers, had been conducted at the site, and SCRC believe Earthp Qnot responded to the
concerns repeatedly raised. SCRC requested a meeting with E disCuss the issue further.

e 26 July 2013 a meeting was held with EHP staff Ben Sale, Ewa and Melanie Scanes and Debbie
Spann and Penny Housten. SCRC provided additional informattion in regard to their belief of Earthpros’
ongoing disregard of requests to improve ESC on the %CRC advised the site contains soil
contaminated with lead. SCRC advised they had s%s d works onsite due to poor performance and
Earthpro was currently seeking damages from ikds a result of the suspension, and works have
since restarted. SCRC advised on the 25 J %rbid water was observed being pumped into the

clean water drain leading off site. SCRC sarhfled the water and measured it to be in excess of 400
NTU. In the discussion EHP request Wi provide the current Stormwater Management Plan for
the site and copies of the ESC audits e were later provided. EHP agreed to attend the site if

another release event was obse

e 7 August 2013 10.00am Dekbie Spann called Melanie Scanes of EHP to advise that they had been
notified that turbid wate @ befing released from the site. Melanie Scanes and Ewan Bell attended the
a

site with Debbie Spa& ichael Blakeney of SCRC. At the time EHP attended the site no release of
water from the si& ccurring. EHP and SCRC officers met with Earthpro representatives and an
inspection of ite Was conducted.

Qlt

« No effective cle@n water diversion drains were installed and operating around the site, and as such the
site receives clean water from catchments external to the site which becomes contaminated at the site
and is then required to be managed. No erosion control measures were observed across the soil
stockpiles around the site. One sediment fence observed at the northern end of the site was not keyed
in correctly. A portion of the site that was unstabilised did not discharge to any form of sediment basin
and discharged directly off-site. Two sediment basins were observed at the site during the inspection —
one at the southern extent of the site and one towards the northern extent of the site. Obvious erosion
and infill was evident at the unstabilised inlet structure of the southern basin. The overflow from the
northern basin discharges via a concentrated flow path that is only partly stabilised, and the stabilisation
is poorly maintained, and the flow path channel accepts dirty water which then discharges directly off
site.
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Assessment Report

Environmental Protection Order (EPO)

In summary the inspection identified that ESC measures at the site were either non-existent, or poorly

implemented/maintained and it would not be considered that Earthpro have done everything reasonable
and practicable to prevent or minimise environmental harm.

The site is known to contain contaminated soil which is required to be managed appropriately. At the

time of inspection a large volume of contaminated soil was observed stored in a stockpile. The stock
pile had no erosion control in place and evidence of erosion across the stockpile was evident. The
northern section of the stockpile had no bunding in place and would discharge contaminated storm
water away from the contaminated soil area across the site. The eastern section of the bunding was
being repaired during the inspection. It appeared the contaminated stockpile material was being used as
the bunding material for these repairs. Other sections of this bunding has obviously been breached
previously, had been repaired with rock in some locations and as such would not act as a bund, and
had not been repaired in other locations. The bund was poorly construct
would not act as an effective stockpile bund. In addition, any dischar
directly off site and there was no secondary containment for conta |

contaminated soil stockpile.. Diesel storage area bund was un
of inspection. The diesel bund was a sheet of rubber matting an

and poorly maintained and
the bund discharged
torm water run off from the

nd contained water at the time
jf not appear appropriately

constructed, or appropriate size for the tank size. There yas né spill containment for refuelling areas.

4. Detail the matters considered

C

Link the elements of the alleged breach or instance%ﬂi mpliance to the evidence gathered and the

conclusions formed. This section should also @@o

rmation available, historical details, professional expertise and

associated with the use of the statutory too:E

Consider the accuracy and relevance of the(i
the weight attributed to any direct testimony provided.

the department has met any statutory requirements

Elements of the offence or ledis

requirement \
List the elements of a ﬁged offence
or (for grounds whicr@ot offences) list

the legislative requiremént to be met by

Evidence

Identify the information
considered which is relevant to
the elements or requirement (i.e.
statements, photographs, and
recordings)

Facts and circumstances

Detail the facts and
circumstance that support the
department'’s findings.

the department.

R I 7 e
SN SO L s

=
e
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EPAct Section 319 General
Environmental Duty (1) A person
must not carry out an activity that
causes, or is likely to cause,
environmental harm unless the
person takes all reasonable and
practicable measures to prevent
or minimise the harm

A person The Acts Interpretation Act Proprietary company Earthpro Pty Ltd is
1954 part 8 provides a a corporation and as such is considered
definition for person. Person a person.
includes an individual and a
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Assessment Report

Environmental Protection Order (EPO)

Must not carry out an activity
that causes or likely to cause
environmental harm

Environmental Harm- any
adverse effect or potential
adverse effect (whether
temporary or permanent and of
whatever magnitude, duration or
frequency) on an environmental
value, and includes environmental
nuisance.

Environmental Value —(a) a
quality or physical characteristic Y
of the environment that is

conducive to ecological hegith or
public amenity or safety;

(b) another quality o@?
environment identified and
declared to be an environmental

value under an environmental
protection policy or regulation

corporation. Section 32D of the
Acts Interpretation Act 1954
provides example that express
references to a corporation
includes a company.

Earthpro are contracted by the
Sunshine Coast Regional
Council to construct a new
stage of a landfill.

contaminate h known
lead co inaffén that was
identifi

co@gg ed by council -
Pierog Ave landfill Expansion
Va — Stage 2 Detailed Site
Investigation (Contamination —
June 2012 - Report No.
127683009-002-R-Rev0). This
report clearly states the risk to
human health and the
environment, and appropriate
management strategies.

The sediment laden water is at
high risk of leaving the site,
without suitable treatment to
reduce contaminant levels to a
reasonable and practicable
concentration to minimise
impact on ecological health of
a waterway.

The management of diesel fuel
storage and refuelling
operations are not managed to
best practice standards. Fuel

bund was observed uncovered

Earthprgsare contracted to construct a
ths requires extensive earth

minated Soil Stockpiles - Lead
cohtaminated soil has been left exposed
to the environment. The soil has poorly
constructed and maintained, and in
some areas non existent bunding to
capture contaminated sediment and
water. Bunding in place had clearly
overtopped and discharged from the
site. Lead monitoring of water leaving
the site is currently not being conducted.
Earthpro staff advised that the piles had
extended beyond the extent of the
underlying impermeable barrier.

Erosion and Sediment Control - In
regards to Erosion and Sediment Control
on site EHP observed;

No effective clean water diversion in
place.

(o]

The majority of soil stockpiles not
stabilised.

Limited erosion control measures in
place.

Sediment fences not installed
appropriately.

o Concentrated flow paths not
effectively stabilised.
o Inappropriate staging of works

creating longer periods of time with
exposed soil and of greater than
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Assessment Report

Environmental Protection Order (EPO)

and containing contaminated
water. It had been several
days since last rainfall. No
action had been taken to
appropriately disposed of, no
spill capture during refilling in
place. This water is at risk of
being released to land and via
fast flow and clean flow
stormwater drains to a
waterway and potentially
impacting on ecological health
of the waterway.

-

reasonable land area.

No stabilisation of sediment basin
inflow structure.

Sediment basin has never been de-
silted.

Information indicates sediment basin
may not appropriately sized for
current catchment area

The culvert where all waters
discharge from the premises is
he silted and it is evident that

| olumes of sediment have
@transported from this site.

e discharge of contaminated
soil from inappropriate and poor
management of the contaminated
soil stockpile, and discharge of
sediment from the site from
inappropriate ESC would be

considered to constitute
environmental harm.

Take all reasonable and
practicable measures to prevent
or minimise environmental harm

N\
&

EH I observed a large
stocKpiled area identified by
4\Earthpro staff and council staff
> contaminated soil. It was

exposed to the environment
with no form of cover.

The contaminated soil was not
bunded on all sides to contain
any runoff of water or sediment
from the exposed
contaminated soil.

Some bunds were in place
around the contaminated soil.
These were observed with
rilling indicating they had
overtopped. The overtopped
water would have entered a
flow pathway allowing
contaminated stormwater to
discharge directly offsite.

In regard to the unbunded area
surrounding the contaminated
soil, any runoff would have

Earthpro have not made any attempt to
cover exposed contaminated soil.
Earthpro have poorly constructed and
ineffective controls surrounding the
contaminated soil and releases to water
will occur during rainfall events. Earthpro
have not managed soil with known
contaminant risks according to best
practice and a management report to
prevent and minimise risks to the
environment.

Sediment and Erosion Control
management measures implemented
onsite did not meet best practice
requirements to demonstrate the GED
had been met. Council has conducted
regular audits against the guideline IECA
(Australasia) identifying problems and
these have been inadequately
addressed. Council have provide EHP
with copies of the onsite audits and the
issues raised. There have been
independent audits by Future-plus
environmental and O, Environment and
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entered a clean flow path and
left the site or into a sediment
dam before releasing offsite.
The department has not been
provided with evidence of
suitable monitoring of Pb and
BaH levels prior to any release
of water offsite.

EHP officers observed in
regard to sediment and
erosion control measures —
Clean water diversion drains
were not installed around the
complete perimeter of the site,
portions of the clean water
diversion were installed and
these were receiving

contaminated water fm%@

construction site.

observed to nafde pgroperly
installed sediment
flow u

St%ﬁon material was not
being ised on stockpiles

nd the site

V'S

QA report titled Erosion and

Sediment Control plan —
Caloundra Landfill Cell 9 was
developed prior to construction
works by O, . This plan
formed part of the agreement
between Council and Earthpro
on how sediment and erosion
issues will be managed during
the Cell construction. EHP
observed this plan was not
being implemented.

EHP officers observed the
diesel fuel storage and
refuelling area bunding
contained a substantial
amount of contaminated water.
The area is uncovered and the
site had had no rain for several
days. Earthpro were yet to

LN

Engineering. These also state sediment
and erosion control measures are
inadequate. Council has provided EHP
with copies of these external audits.

The issues raised in the audits include
no effective clean water diversion
around the site had been installed nor
was it proposed to be installed,
Stockpiles not being managed in
accordance with erosion and sediment
control plan, sediment basin construction
doesn't t plan criteria and not being
oper Qiethin the 5 day turnaround

p is required

Psobserved generally poor sediment
» and erosion control measures in place.
Reasonable best practice measures had
not been implemented to prevent
sediment releases from the site.

Council made allegations that releases
were occurring without flocking testing of
the water. They have test results and
photographic evidence of this.

Also the diesel and chemical storage
bund contain contaminated water and
urgently needed emptying. The bund
itself was did not appear appropriately
sized,designed or maintained to
effectively capture spill events. The
reasonable requirement for activities
such as this is to meet the appropriate
national standard for chemical storage.
Earthpro need to demonstrate this or
modify the activity to meet this
requirement.
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empty the bund. The bund was
at risk of overtopping should
another rain event occur.

<INSERT details>

<INSERT details>

details> SERT details>

<INSERT

<INSERT details> <INSERT details>

Nmbed
L Lo\ = \

e =it

<INS details>

y 4
<INSERT details> <INSERT details> f(</ <INSERT details>
Standard Criteria Checklist E
Provide brief details of your consideration of f she standard criteria in supporting and substantiating the

relevant grounds purposed. If a criterion i

Standard criteria Detdiled comments

Environmental policy conditions of the approval have been put in place to protect the
environment and ensure that all environmental values are considered.

/Q The precautionary principle has been considered, as the level of

harm this site has caused and the potential to cause future harm is
Q’ unknown. Scientific certainty may not determine the extent of the
harm, and as such swift action is required to appropriately manage the
known environmental risks.

Intergenerational equity has been considered- future generations
may be impacted by the poor environmental standard of the site, such
as releases of contaminants into the local environment and high level
of exposed soil increasing the level of erosion and sedimentation
being washed off site into the receiving environment.

Ecological integrity has been considered. The site drains into a
natural waterway and the contaminants have the potential to
contaminate and suffocate the waterway resulting in diminished
integrity overtime.

Plans, standards or agreements An erosion and sediment control plan was developed for the
construction works prior to works beginning. Evidence suggests this
plan has not been reasonably implemented. Earthpro have a
contractual agreement with council to construct the new cells and

13-266 _File A 180.-0£.241
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implement comply with required environmental standards as part of
the works. Council has audited the site regularly to their environmental
standard and found Earthpro are not meeting their requirements.

N/A

Wild river declaration

Environmental impact study, N/A

assessment or report

The site drains into the Pumistone Passage Catchment. The passage
is regarded as a very sensitive environm%ue to the unique
I

characteristics of the passage and that nmental contaminants
can accumulate in the passage and @

Receiving environment

decline of environment
values has been observed. The % e Water EPP is to ensure
water quality objectives are mainta or improved overtime. The
EPO will protect the receiyng effVironment and help protect against
deterioration of the Wg(@e Pumistone Passage.

On 15 August Ea deed a response to the opportunity to

provide informagio e departments concerns. The response

provides info op? regarding Earthpro and SCRC dealing about the

stockpile. Regardless of this information the

ealing with the concerns identified during the site

n 7 August 2013 relating to environmental management at

the Ste. In addition Earthpro have provided evidence of alleged

‘Whate discharge at SCRC landfill. This matter is not considered as
p

Submissions received

rt of this EPO assessment report.

\ Earthpro provided calculations for volume of contaminated stockpile
& bund and submit that it is capable of storing a 40.6mm rainfall event. It
Q~ was evident that the bund had been breached and collapsed at

multiple locations during the inspection on 7 August 2013 and would
not have been operating to design capacity. At one location the
collapsed bund had been repaired with rock that would clearly allow
contaminated water to discharge from the bund. The bund remained
collapsed at other locations during the inspection. At the time of the
inspection there was no bunding at all for the whole northern section of
the contaminated soil stockpile. In addition contaminated water that
would discharge from the bund discharges directly off site and not to
some form of secondary containment. Regardless of the ability to
capture a design rainfall event, by not implementing simple erosion
protection measures across the contaminated soil stockpile, and not
implementing some secondary containment, it is considered that
Earthpro have not done everything reasonable and practicable to
prevent or minimise environmental harm.

Earthpro provide test results for one sample they advise was taken
from the contaminated soil stockpile bund. No other information is
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provided as to where the sample was taken, when and what type of
rainfall event occurred prior to the sample, whether the sample was
taken by a suitably qualified person, and no information regarding
chain of custody information.

Earthpro have provided information regarding sediment basin sizing
including a plan and table identifying sediment basins. Table 2
identifies

e Catchment area 1 with a catchment area of 27300m2 and
comments that a bund to form a temporary basin is adequate
- at the time of inspection it was evident, and confirmed by
Earthpro staff, that this bund was a diversion bund to divert
stormwater across to another se of the site, not to capture
stormwater run-off. This bund ¢ Qted of a pile of sail across
a flow path and another pi c@s a diversion bank. A
diversion bund would not@vsidered an appropriately
designed sediment basi}an erosion across the ground
surface was evid and it was evident that the diversion
bund had bee 2d and broken, and as such would not
be capturin %tchment area stated by Earthpro. In
addition, b e of the location of the bund placed across
is much of the catchment Earthpro are claiming

tchment Area 2 with a catchment area of 44000m2
) referenced to sediment basin 1. The information provided
\/ indicates it is a sediment basin with a depth of 0.3m and that it
Q is a bund in cell around cell 10. This structure is a bund and
\ not a formalised and appropriately designed and constructed
& sediment basin. At the time of inspection there was no
Q~ formalised and appropriately constructed sediment basin at
this location. As per above a bund would not be considered an
appropriately designed sediment basin. In addition, it is
evident that a trench exists along the western boundary of the
property that intercepts much of the water claimed to report to
this bund, and diverts it to sediment basin 3.

e Catchment Area 3 with a catchment area of 27400m2
referenced to sediment basin 2. It was evident during the
inspection, and confirmed by Earthpro staff during the
inspection that sediment basin 2 is located in a high point of
the premises, and as it is elevated does not capture the full
catchment area stated in the Earthpro response. The
information provided by Earthpro that this basin does not
accept much overland flow, and has not overtopped in some
time is evidence that it is not receiving the full volume of water
of the upstream catchment.

e Catchment area 4 with a catchment area of 65150m2

13.266. = 1820 241
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that stockpiles that have established for some time at the premises

reporting to sediment basin 3. As per above this basin
receives more catchment area than detailed in the response,
and because of the trench on the western boundary of the
property, receives much of the water catchment area 2. When
this water is included in the calculations for sizing of basins,
sediment basin 3 would appear to be undersized.

e |tis unclear whether the bunds Earthpro state captures
catchment area 1 or catchment area 2, would discharge to
sediment basin 2 or sediment basin 3, or discharge directly
offsite when overtopping. These bunds Earthpro claim are
sediment basins are not appropriately designed or constructed
sediment basins and as such the id water cannot be
treated and discharged in appr timeframes to allow for
capture of the next rainfall & calculations provided by
Earthpro do not incorpor dditional storage
requirements for sedimentdg€ins 2 or 3 to capture overflow
from the bunds, angd it wbuld not be considered reasonable
and practicable !@md (inappropriately designed sediment

ctly off site.

pro have not done everything reasonable
and practica vent or minimise environmental harm regarding

ESC by:

established. SCRC have advised that Earthpro have been offered as
h free mulch as they require from the adjacent landfill. It is evident

have not been mulched;

not implementing clean water diversion — no clean water diversion at
all had been established and the site received clean water from
external to the work site which then becomes contaminated at the
premises

not stabilising concentrated flow paths — flow paths are not stabilised
and as such generate contaminated water by erosion

not stabilising sediment basin inflow structure — the inflow structure is
obviously heavily silted and large volumes of silt around the inflow was
evident, and the flow path to the sediment basin is heavily silted

By simply stating they are able to capture a design rainfall event and
using a bund as a sediment basin does not consider multiple rainfall
events in succession, and does not consider the sites ability to deal
with above design rainfall events. Once the bunds and basins were
full, as the bunds are not an appropriately designed sediment basin
they are not able to be effectively treated and clean water discharged
from the site in an appropriate time frame, and as such would then
discharge turbid water during the next rainfall event. The culvert where
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all waters discharge from the premises is heavily silted and it is
evident that large volumes of sediment have been transported from
this site.

Best practice environmental
management

The site visit indicates current management of contaminated soil and
sediment and erosion control measures do not meet best practice
management

Financial implications

The implementation of best practice management will cost Earthpro
significant funds. These measures should have been costed as part of
the original tender for the contract and Earthpro should have adequate

Public interest

funds to implement their legal responsibil'Q
It is considered that preventing Pb a% om entering the
waterways is in the public interes e contaminants can result in

health concerns. Also it is in the publig/interests to ensure a healthy

Site management plan

environment
N/A %@

Any relevant integrated
environmental management (IMS)
system or IMS

N/A /wv

Any other matter prescribed

2\

under a regulation <>\/

N
&

@

5. Recommende itions

List any proposed conditions below.

In order to ensure conditions are enforceable, they should be SMART;

specific, measureable, achievable, relevant and time specific. Refer to the writing effective and enforceable
conditions procedural guide using (EM2417) for more information on writing conditions.

To ensure the conditions are reasonable officers are required to provide justification for the inclusion of the

condition.

Proposed requirement

Justification

13.266
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1. By no later than 1200hrs Tuesday 27 August
2013, Earthpro must stabilise the
contaminated soil using an impermeable
protective cover to prevent erosion of the
contaminated soil.

The contaminated stockpile is exposed to rainfall.
Rainfall will cause erosion and sediment transport from
the stockpile. The bunds around the stockpile are
breached or non-existent. Contaminated storm water
runoff will occur off site if the stockpile is not covered
appropriately. Covering the stockpile using an
impermeable protective cover will stop erosion of the
stockpile and discharge of contaminated soil from the
site.

2. By 1200hrs Wednesday 28 August 2013
Earthpro must provide written evidence to the
department at
sunshinecoast.esr@ehp.qld.gov.au or PO
Box 362 MAROOCHYDORE, QLD 4558 to
demonstrate it has engaged a suitably
qualified professional (SQP), who meets the
requirements of Part 4, Section 3 of the
department's “Guideline for Contaminated
Land Professionals”
(http://www.ehp.gld.gov.au/licences-

ermits/contaminated-
land/documents/guideline-contami
land-professionals.pdf last acces
20/08/13).

3. By no later than 1200hrs
September 2013 the @
ct

a. Haveco an mvestlgatlon to
deterw@ extent of the
di tior? of the contaminated soll
with¥g the constraints of the
construction site; and

ur; day 26

b. establish if contaminants from the
contaminated soil have been
transported off site; and

c. develop a management plan to
manage the contaminated soil until
the final completion of the
construction works; and

d. confirm the environmental fate of the
Lead (Pb) contaminated soil to
landfill.

4. By no later than 1200hrs Thursday 26
September 2013 the SQP must provide the

_(OV“

The soil stockpile has been poorly managed and has
caused environmental harm as a result of the discharge
of contaminated wagerrom the site. The exposed
stockpile may alsq, e a danger to workers at the site

from wind ggfiefated dust from the stockpile. These
requiremen%le been included to require Earthpro to
engage a guitably qualified professional to investigate
th nt of contamination form sediment transport
e%stockpile, and develop a management plan for
%ng management of the stockpile.
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Environmental Protection Order (EPO)

department with the relevant documents
required to demonstrate compliance with
requirement 3(a), (b), (c), and (d) to
sunshinecoast.esr@ehp.qld.gov.au or PO
Box 362 MAROOCHYDORE, QLD 4558.

5. By no later than 1200hrs Wednesday 28
August 2013 Earthpro must provide written
evidence to demonstrate to the department
that it has engaged an independent Certified
Professional in Erosion and Sediment
Control (CPESC) to
sunshinecoast.esr@ehp.qld.gov.au or PO
Box 362 MAROOCHYDORE, QLD 4558.

6. The CPESC must:

a. Complete an assessment of the
existing erosion and sediment
controls in place at the premise
and

b. develop an operationa
management plan th
practise requirements.

7. By no later than 120@4nesday 11
September 201 tﬁn pendent CPESC
must provide as8essment and ESC plan

referred t above to
sunshinecotst.esr@ehp.qld.gov.au or PO

Box 362 MAROOCHYDORE, QLD 4558. The
assessment and ESC plan must:

best

Include an assessment, which must be
presented as an audit of the existing
erosion and sediment controls in place at
the premises, including but not limited to
clean water diversion, erosion control
measures, stockpile stabilisation,
stabilised concentrated flow paths,
sediment control devices, sediment basin
design and sizing calculations, and

a)

include recommendations and
timeframes for corrective actions and/ or
onsite modifications required as per best

b)

(O?‘

The premises has either non existent, or poorly
designed, poorly maintained ESC in place that would
not be considered best practice. As such Earthpro itis
considered that Earthpro have not done everything
reasonable and pragtigable to minimise or prevent
environmental ha m the discharge of sediment
from the site. e¥equirements have been include
for an appr: rofessional to assess the existing
controls iné)la , provide recommendations to bring the

site% to Hest practice ESC, and for ongoing ESC

% ent at the site.
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practice erosion and sediment control
guidelines, and to achieve compliance
with section 319 of the Act; and

c) include ESC measures that must be
implemented throughout the program of
works until the final completion of the
construction works; and

d) must include certification by the
independent CPESC, that it is true,
accurate and complete, to the best
knowledge and belief of that person.

8. By no later than 1200hrs Thursday 26 Q
September 2013 Earthpro must implement all
corrective actions and/or onsite modifications @
recommended by the independent CPESC in
the report identified in requirement 7(b). @
9. By no later than 1200hrs Monday 30 %
September 2013 the independent CPESC ‘P
must provide a 2nd report to the depart

at sunshinecoast.esr@ehp.qld.gov.au or
Box 362 MAROOCHYDORE, QL his

2nd report must be presented it of
the corrective actions and/ o%
ent 8.

modifications identified in requi

/’

Earthpro mu with the erosion and
sediment ol Management plan referred
to in requirefgent 6(b).

10. From Monday 30 Ser 2013 until the
final completion %he pnstruction works
|

11. From Monday 30 September 2013 until the
final completion of the construction works the
CPESC must complete monthly audits
against the erosion and sediment control
management plan in 6(b).

12. The audits required by requirement 11 must
determine whether Earthpro has complied
with the erosion and sediment control
management plan in requirement 6(b). Within
10 business days of each audit the CPESC
must submit an audit report to
sunshinecoast.esr@ehp.qgld.gov.au or PO
Box 362 MAROOCHYDORE, QLD 4558.
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13. By no later than 1200hrs 30 August 2013
Earthpro must ensure fuel storage and
refuelling area is compliant with the relevant
Australian standard for storage and handling
of flammable and combustible liquids. This
standard must be maintained until final
completion of the construction works.

The fuel storage bund was full of water and there was
no apron or spill containment for refuelling areas. The
bund did not appear adequate to contain volumes that
would be required for the size of the fuel storage tank. In
addition as the bund is uncovered during the wet season
it would regularly contain water that may then be
contaminated and require appropriate management as a
regulated waste. This requirement has been included to
ensure the fuel storage activities are in accordance with

<INSERT Proposed requirement>

appropriate standarQ
<INSERT Justifi

y4

6. Natural justice

Any information provided by the affected person is to be

?s\ ision.

and, Murshedul Alam — Site Contract
unds and EHPs intent to issue an EPO and
se on the matter.

X The person has been notified of the departm

12 August 2013 Roy Davis (Company D@
Administrator were notified of EHP by email o%h‘e(

given till 1700 15 August 2013 to provide

’

ted and considered.

X The person has been provid e opportunity to put their side of the story forward.

In the email referred to agove Eatthpro were provided with an opportunity to respond to the
concerns raised by the depa N\Phe department has considered the information provided by
Earthpro in the standard cﬁ ecklist above.

d The decision-M%r d environmental service officer are free from bias or the perception of
bias.

7. Recommendation

Officers are requirement to make a recommendation in relation to the issue of an EPO.

A site inspection of the Caloundra landfill, new cell construction site on 7 August 2013 identified that Earthpro
Pty Ltd are unable to demonstrate they are implementing all reasonable and practicable measures to
demonstrate they are operating in accordance with their General Environmental Duty under Section 319 of
the Environmental Protection Act 1994. It is recommended that an EPO be issued to ensure Earthpro engage
appropriate professionals to improve environmental management practices at the site to [prevent or minimize

environmental harm from the activity.
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schdp4( 6) Personal information

Signature Signature
Date: 2|(% |1z, Date:
Melanie Scanes Ben Sale
Ewan Bell sch4p4( 6) Personal informaé’

|
8. Approv f X (& ‘
The relevant delegate is required to make a decision and sign and % ow.

/’

sch4p4( 6) Personal information %@

Signature @
Date: 2~\ L&/I g " @\/
Ben Sale Q_
Manager — Sunshine Coast and @ie
Delegate of the Chief Execu
Department of Environ ?\e d'Heritage Protection
Environmental ProQ@ct 1994
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Great state.

Department of Environment and Heritage Protection

Notice

Environmental Protection Act 1994

Environmental Protection Order

This environmental protection order is issued by the administering authority pursuant to section 358 of the Environmental
Protection Act 1994.

Earthpro Pty Ltd

ACN: 077 375 207

C/- Richard Ings Pty Ltd
Bermuda Point

Suite 1303, 1 Lake Orr Drive
VARSITY LAKES QLD 4227

Attn: Director, Roy Davis

Your reference:
Qur reference: CA28969 %%

21 August 2013

Dear Mr Davis

mental Protection Act 1994 (the Act) this environmental
ministrating authority. The administrating authority is the Chief
nd Heritage Protection (the department).

Take notice: that under the provisions of th
protection order (EPO) is served on you
Executive of the Department of Environme

iles of Earthpro Pty Ltd (Earthpro) at Bells Creek on land described as
rce Avenue Bells Creek (the premises).

The EPO is issued in respect to th
at Lot 101 on Plan SP232333, 1

A. Grounds &\

This EPO is issued o lowing grounds:
e Secure compliance with the general environmental duty provision of the Act.
The facts and circumstances forming the basis for these grounds are:

« On 7 August 2013 the department attended at the premises with Sunshine Coast Regional Council
(SCRC) officers. The department and SCRC officers carried out an inspection of the premises with
Earthpro representatives.

« During the inspection the department observed a large stockpile of soil that was identified as soil
extracted from Lot 101 SP232333, which is registered on the Environmental Management Register
(EMR). The soil had been subject to a contamination investigation and found to have Lead (Pb)
contamination levels that pose a potential risk to human and environmental health.
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The Lead (Pb) contaminated soil (the contaminated soil) stockpile was observed to be exposed to the
environment. The bunding and containment around the contaminated soil was poorly maintained,
broken, and in places non-existent. Evidence indicated the bunding had been breached at multiple
locations. The contaminated soil stockpile had evidence of rill erosion across the surface. It was evident
from the inspection, and confirmed by Earthpro staff present during the inspection, that runoff from the
contaminated soil that breached the bunding, did not report to any appropriate retention basin and
discharged directly to stormwater drains leading to a wetland adjoining the Pumicestone Passage.

Earthpro staff advised that the contaminated soil was placed on suitable impermeable barrier, but that
the contaminated soil was not fully contained on the impermeable barrier.

In regards to Erosion and Sediment Control (ESC) measures implemented on the premises the
department observed the following key points that do not meet the requirements of best practise ESC;

o No effective clean water diversion in place.
o Soil stockpiles not stabilised and actively eroding. %
o Limited erosion control measures in place.

o Sediment fences not installed appropriately.

o Concentrated flow paths not effectively stabil
o No effective staging of works to minimis t release to waters.
o No stabilisation of sediment basin i

o Sediment basin has never bee w
recommended design.

, and had not been constructed as per the

o The culvert where all wa%scharge from the premises is heavily silted and it is evident that
large volumes of seﬁ;nt ve been transported from this site.

In relation to the design el fuelling area the following observations were made:
o The fuellin& a w8s bunded and was observed to contain a large volume of water.
e

o Theb elling area was observed to be uncovered, appeared to be inadequately sized,
and i ately maintained to contain a spill.

o No apron or spill containment was observed for the vehicle refuelling area.

On the basis of these observations the department has reasonable grounds to believe the fuelling area
does not meet the requirements of the relevant Australian Standard.

B. Requirements

In accordance with this EPO, you are required to do the following:

1.

By no later than 1200hrs Tuesday 27 August 2013, Earthpro must stabilise the contaminated soil using
an impermeable protective cover to prevent erosion of the contaminated soil.

By 1200hrs Wednesday 28 August 2013 Earthpro must provide written evidence to the department at
sunshinecoast.esr@ehp.qld.gov.au or PO Box 362 MAROOCHYDORE, QLD 4558 to demonstrate it
has engaged a suitably qualified professional (SQP), who meets the requirements of Part 4, Section 3
of the department's “Guideline for Contaminated Land Professionals”
(http://www.ehp.qld.gov.aullicences-permits/contaminated-land/documents/quideline

land-professionals.pdf last accessed 20/08/13).

-contaminated-
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3. By no later than 1200hrs Thursday 26 September 2013 the SQP must:
a. Have conducted an investigation to determine the extent of the distribution of the contaminated
soil within the constraints of the construction site; and

b. establish if contaminants from the contaminated soil have been transported off site; and

c. develop a management plan to manage the contaminated soil until the final completion of the
construction works; and

d. confirm the environmental fate of the Lead (Pb) contaminated soil to landfill.

4. By no later than 1200hrs Thursday 26 September 2013 the SQP must provide the department with the
relevant documents required to demonstrate compliance with requirement 3(a), (b), (c), and (d) to
sunshinecoast.esr@ehp.qld.gov.au or PO Box 362 MAROOCHYDORE, Q:D 4558.

5. By no later than 1200hrs Wednesday 28 August 2013 Earthpro must p written evidence to
demonstrate to the department that it has engaged an independe ifidd Professional in Erosion

and Sediment Control (CPESC) to sunshinecoast.esr@ehp.qld. u,0r PO Box 362
MAROOCHYDORE, QLD 4558.
Y4

6. The CPESC must:

a. Complete an assessment of the existing ro%nd sediment controls in place at the
premises, and V

b. develop an operational ESC ma% plan that meets best practise requirements.

7. By no later than 1200hrs Wednes %eptember 2013 the independent CPESC must provide the
assessment and ESC plan refe in (6) above to sunshinecoast.esr@ehp.qld.gov.au or PO Box

362 MAROOCHYDORE, QLD 4558, The assessment and ESC plan must:

a) Include an assess h must be presented as an audit of the existing erosion and sediment
controls in placeq@t th&pfemises, including but not limited to clean water diversion, erosion control
measures, s &stabilisation, stabilised concentrated flow paths, sediment control devices,

sediment zin sign and sizing calculations, and
b) include recdmmendations and timeframes for corrective actions and/ or onsite modifications

required as pér best practice erosion and sediment control guidelines, and to achieve compliance
with section 319 of the Act; and

¢) include ESC measures that must be implemented throughout the program of works until the final
completion of the construction works; and

d) must include certification by the independent CPESC, that it is true, accurate and complete, to the
best knowledge and belief of that person.

8. By no later than 1200hrs Thursday 26 September 2013 Earthpro must implement all corrective actions
and/or onsite modifications recommended by the independent CPESC in the report identified in
requirement 7(b).

9. By no later than 1200hrs Monday 30 September 2013 the independent CPESC must provide a 2nd
report to the department at sunshinecoast.esr@ehp.qgld.gov.au or PO Box 362 MAROOCHYDORE,
QLD 4558. This 2nd report must be presented as an audit of the corrective actions and/ or onsite
modifications identified in requirement 8.
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10. From Monday 30 September 2013 until the final completion of the construction works Earthpro must
comply with the erosion and sediment control management plan referred to in requirement 6(b).

11. From Monday 30 September 2013 until the final completion of the construction works the CPESC must
complete monthly audits against the erosion and sediment control management plan in 6(b).

12. The audits required by requirement 11 must determine whether Earthpro has complied with the erosion
and sediment control management plan in requirement 6(b). Within 10 business days of each audit the
CPESC must submit an audit report to sunshinecoast.esr@ehp.qld.gov.au or PO Box 362
MAROOCHYDORE, QLD 4558.

13. By no later than 1200hrs 30 August 2013 Earthpro must ensure fuel storage and refuelling area is
compliant with the relevant Australian standard for storage and handling of flammable and combustible
liquids. This standard must be maintained until final completion of the ¢ ction works.

C. Obligations
If you propose to dispose of the place or business to which the EPO relate u must advise the buyer of the
existence of this EPO. Y4

If you cease to carry out the activity to which this EPO relate t give written notice of ceasing to carry
out the activity to the department within 10 days of ceasing t%ivity.

Take notice:
1. the requirements of this order take effict i diately upon service of the order;

2. failure to comply with this order i ce under the Act;
3. this order remains in force un notice from the administrating authority.
D. Penalty \/
Failure to comply with an EPO is ence.
1. The maximur& for an individual is 2,000 penalty units, totalling $220,000 or 2 years
imprison
2. The mangtenalty for a corporation is 10,000 penalty units, totalling $1,100,000.
Failure to provide written notice to the buyer is an offence.
1. The maximum penalty for an individual is 50 penalty units, totalling $5,500.
2. The maximum penalty for a corporation is 250 penalty units, totalling $27,500.
Failure to provide written notice within 10 business days of ceasing the activity to the department is an offence.
3. The maximum penalty for an individual is 50 penalty units, totalling $5,500.
4. The maximum penalty for a corporation is 250 penalty units, totalling $27,500.

E. Reviews and appeals
The provisions regarding review of decisions and appeals may be found in sections 519 to 539 of the Act.

A person who is dissatisfied with certain decisions of the department, may be able to apply to have the
department review that original decision.

Generally, a request to have a decision reviewed must be made:
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1. within 10 business days of the decision being notified to the person;

2. be supported by enough information to enable the department to decide the application for review;
and

3. be made using the application for review of an original decision form (EM709)."

Where an application has been made for a decision to be reviewed, the applicant may also apply to the relevant
court for a stay of the decision to secure the effectiveness of the review.

Once the original decision has been reviewed, a person who is dissatisfied with the review decision may be able
appeal against that decision to the relevant court within 22 business days after receiving notice of the review
decision.

A person whose interests are or would be adversely affected by a decision of the artment may also be able
to request a statement of reasons for a decision or a statutory order review und Judicial Review Act 1991.

For further information about reviews and appeals see the information sheegt Ngfterhal review and appeal to the
Planning and Environment Court (EM1866). You may have other legal ri or,8bligations and should seek
your own legal advice.

v
Should you have any queries in relation to the notice, please co@wan Bell on telephone number 5459 6128

e
i o X 2 Wg/ <.

Signature ' 2 E V Date
\/ ! Enquiries:
Ben Sale Q Department of Environment and Heritage
i

Manager — Sunshine Coast Gymbpie Protection
Delegate of the Chief ut 12 First Ave, Maroochydore
Department of Enviror%znd Heritage Protection PO Box 362, Maroochydore QLD 4558

Environmental Protection Act 1994 Ph: (07) 5459 6132

Email: sunshinecoast.esr@ehp.qld.gov.au

' This is the publication number. The publication number can be used as a search term to find the latest version of a publication at
<www.ehp.qld.gov.au>.
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Scanes Melanie

From: m.alam@earthpro.com.au

Sent: Thursday, 15 August 2013 11:36 AM

To: ESR - Sunshine Coast

Cc roy@earthpro.com.au

Subject: Environmental Protection Order - Lot 101 on Plan SP232333, Pierce Avenue
Caloundra

Attachments: ResponseLetter.pdf

Good Morning,

Please find attached response letter as per your request regarding ESC issue on Lot 101 on Plan SP232333.
Regards

Murshedul Alam

Site Contract Administrator

EarthPro Pty Ltd

Mobﬂe]4p4( 6) Personal information @

’

From: Bell Ewan [mailto:Ewan.Bell@ehp.qgld.gov.au]
Sent: Tuesday, 13 August 2013 10:14 AM

To: roy@earthpro.com.au %2
Subject: FW: Environmental Protection Order - Lot 101 on Pv 333, Pierce Avenue Caloundra

Hi Roy @

Mg a natural justice period is for Earthpro to provide EHP
with existing operational policies and manag cedures to demonstrate compliance with The Act. EHP can

then consider this type of information in the de®gion making process. The purpose of the natural justice period is

not to provide the opportunity to enga Wer consultants.

Further to our discussion yesterday the purpose

As such, the period for Earthpro&"%) any information remains at 1700hrs 15 August 2013.
| tried to call you earlier to SS
discuss any of the above.

Regards

is with you but you were not available. Please contact me if you would like to

Ewan Bell

Principal Environmental Officer

Environmental Services and Regulation, Southern Region
Department of Environment and Heritage Protection

PO Box 362 MAROOCHYDORE, QLD 4558

Telephone: (07) 5459 6128 Fax: (07) 5459 6190
ewan.bell@ehp.gld.gov.au

www.ehp.gld.gov.au

From: Bell Ewan

Sent: Monday, 12 August 2013 1:11 PM

To: 'roy@earthpro.com.au’

Subject: Environmental Protection Order - Lot 101 on Plan SP232333, Pierce Avenue Caloundra

1
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Dear Mr Davis

| refer to the site 171 Pierce Avenue Bells Creek, Lot 101 on plan SP232333 for which Earthpro Pty Ltd is contracted
by Sunshine Coast Regional Council (SCRC) to conduct works to construct an extension of the current landfill. On the
7 August 2013 EHP officers Ewan Bell and Melanie Scanes conducted an inspection at the site with council staff
Debbie Spann and Michael Blakeney and Earthpro staff Lance Carey, Murshedul Alam and George Mumford. The
inspection was brought about by concerns raised by SCRC in relation to Earthpro Pty Ltd not conducting operations
onsite using all reasonable and practicable measures in regard to management of contaminated soil and erosion and
sediment control.

During the inspection the department observed a stockpile known to be contaminated soil, exposed to the
environment with evidence of rill erosion across the stockpile surface. Bunding surrounding the stockpile was poorly
constructed, poorly maintained, in some places non-existent, and evidence indicated that the bunding had been
breached at multiple locations. In addition, it was confirmed during the inspection that stormwater run-off from this
stockpile did not report to any form of retention basin, and discharged directly off-site. EHP was advised that the
contaminated soil was placed on a suitable impermeable barrier but the volume of soil now extended beyond the
extent of the impermeable barrier.

In the course of the inspection EHP officers made observations of the erosion an ment control measures at the
site. EHP officers are of the opinion that all reasonable and practicable meas % not been implemented to
demonstrate that Earthpro Pty Ltd are operating in accordance with the ge% ironmental duty obligations
under the Environmental Protection Act 1994 (the Act). EHP officers observe t effective clean water drains had
not been established and maintained, concentrated flow paths were oorﬂ maintained, sediment fences not
properly installed, large volumes of soil and soil stockpiles exposed%th po effective erosion protection measures,
and no clarity around sediment basin sizing for catchment area g to the basin.

EHP officers also observed diesel fuel and chemical stor r&a bund to be near full of contaminated water and
poorly constructed, and no spillage containment for refu areas.

EHP propose to issue Earthpro Pty Ltd an Envir Protection Order (EPO) under s358 of the Act to secure
compliance with the general environmental ddress the above mentioned issues.

Wprovide Earthpro Pty Ltd a period of natural justice to provide the
he above. Any information provided by Earthpro Pty Ltd must be
{b.ald.gov.au or PO Box 362, MAROOCHYDORE QLD 4558 by 1700hrs 15

Prior to deciding to issue an EPO, EHP pg
department with any information rel2

received at EHP at sunshinecoa r@
August 2013.

For your information | have #tached a link to the Act, and a copy of EHP’s enforcement guidelines. Please note
sections 358 and 361 of the Act relating to issuing an EPO and offence not to comply with the order.

Please contact me if you would like to discuss any of the matters raised in this email.

https://www.legislation.qld.gov.au/LEGISLTN/CURRENT/E/EnvProtA94.pdf

Regards

Ewan Bell

Principal Environmental Officer

Environmental Services and Regulation, Southern Region
Department of Environment and Heritage Protection

PO Box 362 MAROOCHYDORE, QLD 4558

Telephone: (07) 5459 6128 Fax: (07) 5459 6190

ewan.bell@ehp.gld.gov.au
www.ehp.gld.gov.au

2
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The information in this email together with any attachments is intended only for the person or entity to which it
is addressed and may contain confidential and/or privileged material. There is no waiver of any
confidentiality/privilege by your inadvertent receipt of this material.

Any form of review, disclosure, modification, distribution and/or publication of this email message is prohibited,
unless as a necessary part of Departmental business.

If you have received this message in error, you are asked to inform the sender as quickly as possible and delete
this message and any copies of this message from your computer and/or your computer system network.

No virus found in this message.
Checked by AVG - www.avg.com
Version: 2013.0.3392 / Virus Database: 3211/6573 - Release Date: 08/12/1

&

N/
&
\VZ
Q
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EARTHPRO

CIVIL & MINING CONSTRUCTION CONTRACTORS ABN 39077 375 207

To ' From

Ewan Bell | Roy Davis

Principal Environmental Officer Managing Director

Department of Environment and Heritage . Earthpro Pty Ltd

Protection (DEHP) Lot 23 Heinemann Road, Redland Bay

PO Box 362 MAROOCYDORE, QLD 4558 | PO Box 1954 CLEVELAND DC 4163
Tel: (07) 5459 6128 Fax: (07) 5459 6190 Tel: (07) 3829 1577, Fax: (07) 3829 1477

Subject: Environmental Protection Order — Lot 101 on Plan SP232333, Pierce Avenue
- Caloundra

Dear Mr Bell,

Avenue Bells Creek, Lot 101 on plan SP232333. We acknowledge that th ction was conducted by
two DEHP representatives, including yourself and Melanie Scanes, afte Coast Regional Council
(SCRC) raised concern issues regarding Erosion and Sediment Con ) as well as management of
contaminated soil. We also noted that the Project Superintendent Mic lakeney, SCRC representative
Debbiec Spann, three Earthpro site personnel Lance Carey, Murshgdul Alam and George Mumford was

present during your inspection on 7™ of August 2013. %
We understand that you raised concern specifically in bel tioned items:
e Management of contaminated soil particula ion across the stockpile surface, run-off from the
stockpile and bund around the stockpile.
e ESC measure to the site including ma W of clean water diversion drain, stockpile erosion and

clarification regarding the sediment b to store water from the catchment area.
e Storage area of chemical and die

I refer to your email, sent on 12™ August 2013, regarding your inspection ﬁ%s to the site 171 Picrce

the water discharge methodo pro followed in this project so far.

Management of con%ated soil
There is approxin-@gﬁ, 75.3 (Refer Appendix C for volume confirmation) cubic metre of contaminated
S

I would like to respond the abos mentioned items below. In addition to it I also would like to point out

soil stockpiled in ti¥g south eastern part of the site. Appendix A indicates the location of stockpile. The
stockpile area is approximately 5,220 square metres (i.e. 87 m long x 60 m wide). This contaminated soil is
excavated from the site which will be stored in mono cell in Cell 9. This contaminated soil will be covered
in three layers of lining materials (i.e. HDPE, Geotextile and GCL) before placing leachate drainage

aggregate.

Photo 1, 2 and 3 shows the retention basins for the contaminated stockpile area.
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Photo 1: Southern part of contaminated stockpil retention basin

Photo 3: South eastern part of contaminated stockpile retention basin
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Methodology to calculate the detention basin volume and rainfall event:

An onsite measuring wheel and tape have been used to calculate the arca, as well as the depth, of the
detention basins. It is assumed the detention basin need to have a capacity to store 40.6 mm rainfall event
before discharge it to the spillway. Table 1 summarise the required capacity of the retention basin against
actual capacity on site.

Table 1: Contaminated stockpile retention basin capacity volume

Item . Required Volume Actual Volume = Comment
Retention Basin of 87m x 60m x .0406m 348.5 m3 Actual volume >
contaminated stockpile =211.9 cubic metre Required volume

We believe no contaminated water discharge occurred during a maximum of 40.6 mm rainfall event.
During Michael Capper’s, of SCRC’s environment program officer, inspection on 2 of July 2013 it is
evident that no contaminated water or turbid water leaving offsite after substantial rainfall event (Refer to
Appendix D). The discharge of stockpile run-off occurred in the event of rainfall event in access of 40.6
mm rain.

Earthpro conducted water test from the contaminated retention basin on 31 gF January 2013 (Refer to
Appendix B for test result) and forwarded to the SCRC environment repre: ive. It can also be noted
that no concern has been raised regarding the contamination content i thglwater, contaminated stockpile
management or cross contamination due to stockpile from the SCRC a@

We regularly monitor the bund arrangement around of the,conteffninated stockpile. Currently we are
installing the bund where it was disturbed due to dump t ovement. We also regularly stabilise the
stockpile area to minimise the crosion of the stockpile Appendix where SCRC representative
make comment regarding stabilising of stockpile).

We also would like to mention that Earthpro re kcvcral time to SCRC to change the contaminated
stockpile area to the northern side of the sjte t imisc the risk of cross contamination and better
management. Earthpro also requested SCR d the stockpile arca. These requests have been rejected
so far. SCRC also aware that the impe ayer area under the stockpile has exceeded the stockpile
area but have not gave us any dir arding this issue. SCRC initially approved the maximum
stockpile height of 2m. Recognising th&gxtra impermeable layer is required, if maximum stockpile height
is 2m, Earthpro requested SCRONo lift the stockpile height. SCRC finally approved maximum stockpile
height of 6m after continuou @ om Earthpro.

ESC management \

Please refer to A;@A regarding current ESC plan for the site. Table 2 summarise the catchment area
and sediment basin Wlume capacity of the site.

Table 2: Catchment area and sediment basin volume capacity.

Item Volume Sed. Basin capacity | Comment
Catch. Area 1 27,300 x 0.0406 Bund to form temp

=1108.38 m3 More than 1200 m3 orary sed. basin
‘ before completion
of final drain

Catch. Area 2 44,000 x 0.0406 Reference Sed. Bund in cell around
=1,786.5 m3 Basin 1. ' Cell 10
100 mlong x 70 m |
wide x 0.3 m deep
| | ' =2,100 m3 .
Catch. Area 3 27,400 x 0.0406 Reference Sed. Refer Appendix C
- =1,112.44 m3 Basin 2 for sediment basin
capacity
| . Capacity = 1,174 m3
Catch. Area 4 65,150 x 0.0406 Reference Sed. Refer Appendix C
=2,645.09 m3 Basin 3 For sediment basin
13-266 capacity 200 of 241
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Catch. Area 5 69,300 m2 N/A Water diverted by
. Hydromulched
Eastern diversion
* drain

Note: The catchment area is calculated by scaling from the plan, This area is approximate only.

From Table 2 it is apparent that all the sediment basin capacity is adequate for the rainfall event of
40.6mm. We would also like to mention that SCRC’s inspection, on 2™ of July 2013 (refer to Appendix D),
did not find any discharge of turbid water offsite. We acknowledge that offsite clean water flows
undiverted in some place due to site constraint. We made flow paths to catch this water to the sediment
basins and discharge it once it meets required pH and suspended solids level as per DERM requirement.

We also regularly stabilised the stockpiles if we believe these stockpiles are not planned to use in next
couple of weeks. We also are currently rectifying the sediment fence around the stockpile areas.

Storage area of chemical and diesel fuel

We are currently working to conform the bund is sufficient to contain at least 100% of the largest storage
tank as per DERM Permit number: SPDE03088111. 2

Water flocculation and clay capping
We clay capped southern part of the site to stop leachate ingress from %(refer to Photo 4).

We do flocculation before discharging water offsite. Photo 5 indicates the successful flocculation in all the
sediment basins. We regularly record and photographed the water quality before pump the water offsite.
This record is available onsite and can be forwarded if DEHP would like to investigate further.
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Photo 5: Successful water flocculation in sediment basins ’

Leachate Pumping from Cell 8 to water discharge outlet &
ere We discharge water. Photo 6 and 7

We noticed Leachate been pumped from Cell 8 to the same outlet wh
indicates the leachate been pumped regularly from Cell 8 to @W e will provide the video evidence if

DEHP would like to investigate it further.

,,.Wo 1§

r,
«

Photo 6: Hose to pump eachate from Cell 8 to the outlet
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Photo 7: Leachate umpig offsite from Cell 8

We would like to mention that Earthpro is making all reasonable a cable effort to conform ESC
requirement. The site inspection, after substantial rainfall event, by ael Capper (refer Appendix D)
confirms that although the site does not utilisc the typical suite pf ESC management techniques, however it
was compliant on the day of the inspection due to total captu roach to Water Quality.

We would like you to consider above facts before mali:g@iecision regarding issuing of Environmental

Protection Order.
Regards & Date
Roy Davis 2@ 15™ August 2013

Q\/
\
&
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Unitywater

Unitywater Laboratory - Moreton Bay
67 Weier Rd, Morayfield

P.0. Box 953 Caboolture Qid4510
Phone: (07)5420 0720

Fax: (07) 54200716

E-mail: labstaff@unitywater.com

Final Report
REPORT NUMBER: UMB130265 - 00 ISSUE DATE:  31/01/13
REGISTRATIONDETAILS CUSTOMERDETAILS
JOBDESCRIPTION: Earthpro NAME:
JOB REFERENCE: UMB130265 ADDRESS:
REGISTRATIONDATE:  31/01/2013
SAMPLE DATE: 30/01/2013

Report Authorisation:
This document has been electronically signed by the approver indicated below.
Electronic signing has been carried out in compliance with procedures specified in QD07 and CQ03. %

Approver Category

Nicholas Heeney Chemical p

&
?‘3)

y 4
This report supersedes any previous report(s) with this reference. R W to the sample(s) as submitted.
p 4
Analyte NATA Method LOR EarthPro
30/01/2013
09:00
Copper - T™S0 . mg/L <0.01
Iron - T™S0 mg/L 0.85
Nickel - % 0.001 mglL 0.001
Lead - 0.001 mg/L 0.02
Zinc - 0.01 mg/L 0.05
-
Attachment/s:
NATA Accreditation:

- NATA accreditation is nol held for the test.
USC* Lab analysis conducted at Unitywater Sunshine Coast Laboratory (No NATA Accreditation)
E External Laboratory (refer to attachment/s).
Abbreviations
LOR: Limit of Reporting; NT: Not tested; ND: Not detected; NS: No sample; NA: Not assigned, test not requested; NR: Not Reported; EST: estimated count
Bold: Result is outside acceptance limits.

The laboratory welcomes your feedback on our performance. Please send your comments to bob.sheedy@unitywater.com

Page 10of 1
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Figure 3: Survey plan of sediment basin 2
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Figure 4: Survey plan of sediment basin 3
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Figure 4: Contamination soil stockpile volume
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m.alam@earthpro.com.au

From: Michael Capper <Michael.Capper@sunshinecoast.qld.gov.au>

Sent: Monday, 15 July 2013 1:22 PM

To: Dave.Barrett@ghd.com

Cc: 'mab@bmce.com.au’; Debbie Spann; Leon Rowlands; ‘'m.alam@earthpro.com.au’;
'roy@earthpro.com.au’; Steve Pollard; Penny Houston

Subject: Second Inspection - Pierce Avenue - Waste Facilty Cell Construction - Erosion

Prevention and Sediment Control Audit

Dear All,

As per the commitment below, a second inspection of the Pierce Avenue waste facility cell construction area was
undertaken by Council’s Hydraulic and Water Quality Unit. The inspection followed substantial rainfall and was
conducted for the purpose of viewing the performance of erosion prevention and sedigent capture management
techniques as applied by Earth Pro Contractors. The inspection was conducted in the@ence of Earth Pro
personnel on 02.07.2013.

The site was assessed again under three broad E&SC disciplines; @
1. Erosion prevention, @/
2. Concentrated stormwater flow paths, and %
3. Sediment capture. @Q )
Findings/recommendations @V

- The inspection again revealed that em%n‘ﬁrotection was limited across the site with the entire work area
disturbed at the time of the inspgction. Construction drawings required a staged methodology to be
employed to reduce this ex .

To meet best practice Nduce pressure on sediment capture areas, future construction methodology
le earthworks zones to facilitate progressive and permanent stability rather than

should focus on co
this holistic appr%

- The site entrance had been serviced and modified to best practice standards. Further review will be required
if traffic numbers via this entrance increase. Regular monitoring and maintenance will also be required to
ensure this device continues to perform as required.

- Several dirty water concentrated flow paths had been installed across the site to direct water and prevent
batter erosion. These unlined flow paths were functioning but will require regular monitoring and
maintenance to ensure their functionality continues.

- Offsite clean water flows remain undiverted and still enter the site in multiple locations. These flows must
be treated as part of the dirty water capture system. Any opportunity to divert clean water flows around or
cleanly through the site should be utilised.

- Stockpiled material had been mechanically worked to increase batter stability with most piles utilising an
appropriately placed sediment fence. Material proposed to be stockpiled for extended periods should be
temporarily stabilised to meet best practice.
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- There was no evidence of a contaminated water release from the earthworks area during the most recent
rainfall event. The current topography sees both the construction area and sediment basins hold
contaminated water ready for chemical treatment.

- Earth Pro representatives acknowledged that all contained water will be batch treated to meet the
discharge requirements using calcium chloride before discharge off site. Event based and post treatment
monitoring was discussed with the contractor who committed to sending a brief summary report including
WQ data and photos to the Hydraulics and Water Unit of this batch treatment and any future treatment.

The site does not utilise the typical suite of E&SC management techniques, however it was compliant on the day of
the inspection because of the total capture approach to WQ. It is noted that this technique, although compliant with
the environmental legislative requirements, will be causing considerable delays. As previously mentioned, any
opportunity to divert clean water flow around or cleanly through the site should be explored. As filling progresses
and capacity for water storage is lost, a transition into these more typical E&SC management techniques will also be
required. Again the importance of progressive stabilisation needs to be reiterated.

No immediate action is required by the Hydraulics and Water Quality Unit. The site will be added to our general site
reinspection circulation.

Any further details required, please contact me directly on the number Iisted@
Q,'

t Assessment Branch

Regards,

MICHAEL CAPPER | ENVIRONMENT PROGRAM OFFICER
Hydraulics and Water Quality Unit | Engineering and Envio
Sunshine Coast Regional Council

(07) 5475 9904dnlb4( 6) Personal infgrihdfich1) @V

michael.capper@sunshinecoast.qld.gov.au
Locked Bag 72, Sunshine Coast Mail Centre (Q¥56
www.sunshinecoast.gld.gov.au

To: 'Dave.Barrett@ghd.com'
Cc: 'mab@bmce.com.au'; pann; Leon Rowlands (Leon.Rowlands@sunshineco. d.gov.au);
'm.alam@earthpro.com.au€roy@earthpro.com.au’; Steve Pollard; Penny Houston

W

Subject: Pierce Avenue - Wdste Facilty Cell Construction - Erosion Prevention and Sediment Control Audit

From: Michael Capper 9
Sent: Wednesday, 19 June 29@5
bie

Dear All,

As you are aware, an Audit for the purpose of assessing E&SC compliance against the requirements of the EP Act
was conducted on 18.06.2013 at the above site by Council's Hydraulic and Water Quality Unit. The Inspection was
conducted in the company of Earth Pro representative Lance Carey. The following highlights issues of non-
compliance that must be addressed within two weeks from the date of this email or prior to rainfall where practical. |
take this opportunity to remind all parties that this audit is independent of any requirements set by the contractual
arrangements between SCRC and Earth Pro. It should also be noted that those in possession of and responsible for
the environmental management of the site, need to be able to demonstrate that all reasonable and practical measures
have been taken to prevent or limit water contamination and fulfilled their General Environmental Duty. Please find list
of concerns below.

Erosion Prevention
- The site had little in the way of erosion protection. Preventing the movement of soil rather than capturing

it demonstrates best practice. Areas that are not being actively worked (greater than 2 weeks of no
construction activity) should be either permanently or temporary stabilised.

2
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- The site has a large number of eroded stockpiles which require stabilisation.

- Site works had not been staged with all worked pads exposed to erosive forces. Either temporarily
stabilise areas that are not being actively worked or progressively complete and stabilse work areas
where possible.

Concentrated Stormwater flows

- Clean water diversion was not being successfully implemented with all clean water flows eventually
entering the construction area. Sediment basins must be sized to capture and treat these extra flows to
meet best practice. Any opportunity to reduce water entering the site or controlling clean water flow
through the site must be utilised where possible.

- Large exposed pads need to drain to an appropriately sized sediment basin. Drains should be installed to
minimise sheet and prevent rill erosion across work areas and must be lined to minimise erosion within
the concentrated flow path.

Sediment Capture

- Sediment basins need to be appropriately sized for the entire catchment they receive.

- Sediment basins should passively receive contaminated water flows via an engineered entry and
discharge via an engineered exit to an area that will not cause suspension of contaminates. Currently
basins are perched above the work areas.

- Captured contaminated water must be treated to meet the required standargdg. At the time of the
inspection water had been actively released from the two onsite basins. culation product was noted,
however water quality outside of the required WQ criteria was observed outlet to the site

suggesting that the management of water treatment onsite had fail t the required standards.
- The site entry was not compliant and was likely to allow sedimenigo rried onto Pierce Ave.
Maintenance of this entry should be undertaken to reduce sedime sport onto the road.

The site had an E&SC plan which was prepared by a suitably qualifi rso’n. It was noted that the plan did not
reflect the current state of work on the site and that an updated E aprwas therefore required. It is

recommended, to prevent escalation, that this new information b% Earth Pro and implemented within the two
week time frame, as described above. Please do not hesitate gg.coataCt me via email or mobile phone if you wish to

discuss the requirements of this email in more detail. @?‘
Regards, E@

MICHAEL CAPPER | ENVIRONME GRAM OFFICER
Hydraulics and Water Quality Uni¢] Endiffeering and Environment Assessment Branch
Sunshine Coast Regional Coyfcil

(07) 5475 9904chAp4( 6) pﬂjoyman 1)
michael.capper@sunshinectast.qld.gov.au
Locked Bag 72, Sunshine Coast Mail Centre Q 4560
www.sunshinecoast.qgld.gov.au

Di;

To find out more about the Sunshine Coast Council, visit your local office at Caloundra, Maroochydore, Nambour or Tewantin or visit us online at
www.sunshinecoast.ald.gov.au. If correspondence includes personal information, please refer to Council's Privacy Policy

This email and any attachments are confidential and only for the use of the addressee. If you have received this email in error you are requested to notify the
sender by return email or contact council on 07 5475 7272, and are prohibited from forwarding, printing, copying or using it in anyway, in whole or part.
Please note that some council staff utilise mobile devices, which may result in information being transmitted overseas prior to delivery of any communication
to the device. In sending an email to Council you are agreeing that the content of your email may be transmitted overseas.

Any views expressed in this email are the author's, except where the email makes it clear otherwise. The unauthorised publication of an email and any
attachments generated for the official functions of council is strictly prohibited. Please note that council is subject to the Right to Information Act 2009 (Qld)
and Information Privacy Act 2009 (Qld).
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Queensland Government

Environmental Protectlon Agency
Queensland Parks and Wildlife Service

Compliance Activity Details Report

Compliance Activity Ref: CA28969

Client
Ref Name
675163 Sunshine Coast Regicnal
Council ——
= Activity Location
Name

Pierce Avenue, Bells Creek

Program Type:
Compliance Program:

Address

C/- Mark Rigby & Associates PO

Priority/Sensitive: N

Box 480 ROBINA QLD 4226

Phone

Environment

Risk Level
3 Moderate

sch4p4( 6) Personal information

Address
171 Pierce Ave BELLS CREEK QLD 4551

Fax

2013-14/Environment/SouthernRegion/General Inspections/Environmental Services

Status: Under compliance action
Info Entered: 08/AUG/13
Project Manager: SCANES, Melanie
Responsible Office: ES-RSD-SER-Sunshine Coast
Subject: EPO Earthpro
— Enforcement Measure — o -
Type Ref Issued/Received Date u
PIN PIN5791 25/NOV/13 Is:
PIN PIN5792 25/NOV/13 & Withdrawn
PIN PIN5793 25/NOV/13 Withdrawn
PIN PIN5794 27/NOV/13 Issued
PIN PIN5795 27/NOVI1 Issued |
Statutory Order STAT811 21/AUGH Aclive |
=4
~—Running Sheet Summary — =
Accrued Time: 196 hrs 45 mins
Date Commenced Due Date Action Type Office lved Outcome Date Completed
31/AUG/13 Email Received w Melanie Action Required -
show cause notice
06/SEP/13 Compliance notice ANES, Melanie Action Required -
awaiting response
25/NOVI13 Enforcement Measure SCANES, Melanie Action Required -
awaiting PIN
payment
27/INOV/13 PIN - withdrawn SCANES, Melanie Enf Measure - PIN
| 27/NOVI3 Enforceme SCANES, Melanie Action Required -
awaiting PIN
payment
26/SEP/M3 Emajl Receive SCANES, Melanie Action Required -
further investigation
30/SEP/13 i, Rec8ved SCANES, Melanie Action Required -
progressing towards
compliance
10/0CT/13 Received SCANES, Melanie Action Required -
progressing towards
compliance
10/0CT/13 Email Received SCANES, Melanie Action Required -
further investigation
11/0CTi13 Email Received SCANES, Melanie Action Required -
further investigation
11/0CT13 Other SCANES, Melanie Action Required -
progressing towards
compliance
17/0CT/13 Email Received SCANES, Melanie Action Required -
further investigation
17/0CT/13 Email Received SCANES, Melanie Action Required -
awaiting response
17/0CT/H13 Email Received SCANES, Melanie Action Required -
| progressing towards
compliance
| 24/0CT/13 24/0CT/13 Telephone Call SCANES, Melanie Action Required - 24/0CT/13
further investigation
24/0CT/13 24/0CT/13 Telephone Call SCANES, Melanie Action Required - 24/0CT/13
awaiting response
24/0CT/13 Telephone Call SCANES, Melanie Action Required -
awaiting response
24/0CTI13 25/0CT/13 Telephone Call SCANES, Melanie Action Required -
awaiting response
06/SEP/13 Email Received SCANES, Melanie Action Required -
progressing towards
compliance
28/0CT/13 Letter - received SCANES, Melanie Action Required -
further investigation
31/0CTH3 Site Inspection - other SCANES, Melanie Action Required -
further investigation
31/0CTI3 Email Received SCANES, Melanie Action Required -
further investigation
| 21/AUGI13 Enforcement Measure SCANES, Melanie Enf Measure - EPO

Email
mrigby@mraenvir
~onmental.com.au

Tuesdey February 4 2014 322 PN

Repoti Ref ct_ﬁmnnoﬁ_nn 2ot

User Ref.  CEDS_SCANESM
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Queensland Government

Environmental Protection Agen

cy
Queensland Parks and Wildlife Service

Compliance Activity Details Report

[~ Running Sheet Summary ——— =5
Date Commenced Due Date Action Type Officer Involved Outcome Date Completed
22IAUGH3 Telephone Call SCANES, Melanie NFA - enquiry

answered
07/AUG/3 Frontline complaint handling SCANES, Melanie Action Required -
enforcement
measure
15/AUG/3 Email Received SCANES, Melanie Action Required -
progressing towards
compliance
20/SEP/13 Meeting SCANES, Melanie Action Required -
progressing towards
compliance
24/0CT/M3 Telephone Call SCANES, Melanie Action Required -
awaiting response
24/0CT/13 Telephone Call SCANES, Melanie Action Required -
awaiting response |
12/SEP/13 Email Received SCANES, Melanie Action Required -
progressing towards
compliance
01/NOV/13 Email Received SCANES, Melanie Action Required -
further inyestigation
06/NOV/13 Email Sent SCANES, Melanie i ed -
afgponse

i 11/INOV/13 Email Received SCANES, Melanie Sired -

stigation

‘ 27/AUGI3 Site Inspection - other SCANES, Melanie Required -

( ing towards
28/AUG/13 Email Received SCANES, Melanie ion Required -

progressing tewards
, compliance
12IAUGH3 15/AUG/13 Enforcement Measure SCANES, Melanie Action Required -
_awailing response

‘__ Related Compliance Activity 4% - ——
Ref Type Information Entered Client Activity Location

| CA26708 Southern Region  09/AUG/13 Sunshine Coa uncil Pierce Avenue, Bells Creek

Compliance
Program
CA29222 Environment 09/AUG/13 Sunshi onal Council Pierce Avenue, Bells Creek

| CA29608 Environment 09/AUG/13 Suns, ‘egional Council Pierce Avenue, Bells Creek

CA29822 Southern Region  08/AUG/13 S t Regional Council Pierce Avenue, Bells Creek
Compliance
_Program - B

[ Related Permits — —_—

Ref Type Client Location Issued Date  Status }
CSAP02733411 Requests for Advice-  Sunshj ional Pierce Avenue, Bells Creek Withdrawn

MOA DPIF DNRW Coun ‘
ENRE00850208 Registration - suitability Reeve, Pierce Avenue, Bells Creek Superseded

[ report not required
ENRE00850208 Registration - suitabilit edye, Garry Pierce Avenue, Bells Creek Superseded -

report not required Greentape
ENRE00850208 Registration - suitghility shine Coast Regional Pierce Avenue, Bells Creek Superseded
report not requi Colncil
ENREC0850208 Registration - unshine Coast Regional Pierce Avenue, Bells Creek Superseded -
f report not require Council Greentape
EPPR00978713 Environmental Authdtity Reeve, Garry Pierce Avenue, Bells Creek Assessment
(Site Specific)
EPPR00978713 Environmental Authority Reeve, Garry Pierce Avenue, Bells Creek Current
(Site Specific) [
EPPR00S78713 Environmental Authority Sunshine Coast Regional Pierce Avenue, Bells Creek Assessment
(Site Specific) Council
EPPR00978713 Environmental Authority Sunshine Coast Regional Pierce Avenue, Bells Creek Current ‘
(Site Specific) Council |
| SPDE03088111 Development Approval Rigby, Mark Pierce Avenue, Bells Creek Current |

‘ for a MCU involving an

‘ ERA.

SPDE03088111 Development Approval Sunshine Coast Regional Pierce Avenue, Bells Creek Current
for a MCU involving an  Council
ERA,

SPDL03088211 Development Approval Sunshine Coast Regional Pierce Avenue, Bells Creek Current }
for a MCU involving Council ‘

. comamnatedlend. B .

Tuecday February 4 2014 3:22 PM
Report Rel 6&_HFRNPEBATION_DTLref File A 217 of 241
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Queensland Government

Environmental Protectlon Agency

Queensland Parks and Wildlife Service

Compliance Activity Ref: CA28969

Running Sheet Summary

-‘ Client |
| Ref Name Address Phone Mobile Fax Email
675163 Sunshine Coast Regional ~ C/- Mark Rigby & Associates PO i i mrigby@mraenvironm
Council a Box 480 ROBINA QLD 4226 sch4p4( 6) Personal information ental.com.au ]
Activity Location
Name Risk Level Address
Pierce Avenue, Bells Creek 3 Moderate 171 Pierce Ave BELLS CREEK QLD 4551
Source Ref: CA28¢69
Action Source Ref:
Date Commenced: 07/AUG/13
Officer Involved: SCANES, Melanie
Responsible Office: ES-RSD-SER-Sunshine Coast
Action Type: Frontline complaint handling

Inspection Type:
Enforcement Measure Type:

Referral To:

Action:

Time Spent Hours:

Time Spent Minutes:

Outcome:

Outcome Description:

Due Date:
Date Completed:

Source Ref:

Action Source Ref:

Date Commenced:

Officer Involved:
Responsible Office:

Action Type:

Inspection Type:
Enforcement Measure Type:

Referral To:
Action:

Time Spent Hours:

Time Spent Minutes:

Outcome:
Qutcome Description:

Due Date:

Tuesday Febvusry 4 2014 3:23 PM

Repod Rel. ca_mp_runniny e
13266

User Ref; CEDS_SCAN

from a sediment basin and the release may not be in accorda

Reactive - initial

’

n notified that Earthpro were releaseing
jgence. On arrival the release had

Debbie Spann of council rang to request EHP visit site as they p&d

ceased. EHP offiers Ewan Bell and Melanie Scanes insp

=

is not being appropraitely managed and erosion and sediment
managed. Considering serving EPO.

8

Action Required - enforcement measure

Review of finding observed that cont M
cnotrol measures are very poorly d

«®

N

CA28969

12/ALQ
S, nie
E

SD-SER-Sunshine Coast

Enforcement Measure

Warning

Earthpro sent via email from Ewan Bell a Natural Justice notification for an immenent issueing of an EPO.
Based on Contaminated soil poor management, ESC peor management and fuel storage poor management

30

Action Required - awaiting response
Given to 1700hrs Thursday 15 August to provide a response
15/AUGI13

File A
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Queensland Government

Environmental Protection Agency
Queensland Parks and Wildlife Service

Running Sheet Summary

Date Completed: \

Source Ref: CA289569
Action Source Ref:
Date Commenced: 15/AUG/13
Officer Involved: SCANES, Melanie ‘
Responsible Office: ES-RSD-SER-Sunshine Coast
Action Type: Email Received
Inspection Type:
Enforcement Measure Type:

Referral To:
Action: Response to natural justice period recieved from Earthpro via email. Filed in Keeper Q

Time Spent Hours: %
Time Spent Minutes: 30 |

Outcome: Action Required - progressing towards compliance [
Outcome Description: Review natural justice response and decide on whether to issue EPO V4
‘ Due Date: '

| Date Completed: ‘ .3 B
Source Ref: CA28969 Q ‘

Action Source Ref:

Date Commenced: 21/AUG/13 V
|
Officer Involved: SCANES, Melanie 2

Responsible Office: ES-RSD-SER-Sunshine Coa!

Action Type: Enforcement MeasurV [
Inspection Type: ‘
\

[

Enforcement Measure Type: Statutory r
Referral To:

Action: nt to Earthpro regarding contaminated land mgt, ESC and Fuel storage. |

Time Spent Hours: 45

Time Spent Minutes:

Outcome: Enf Measure - EPO
Outcome Description: Monitor compliance

Due Date:
Date COn_lpleted:

Source Ref: CA28969
Action Source Ref:
Date Commenced: 22/AUG/13
Officer Involved: SCANES, Melanie

Responsible Office: ES-RSD-SER-Sunshine Coast

Tuesday February 4 2014 3:23 PM
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| Queensland Government

¥ . Environmental Protectlon Agency

Queensland Parks and Wildlife Service

Action Type:
Inspection Type:

Enforcement Measure Type:
Referral To:

Action:

Time Spent Hours:

Time Spent Minutes:

Outcome:

Running Sheet Summary

Telephone Call

Debbie Spann of SCRC rang - Project Manager of cell 9 construction works. Asked about the use of as a cover
of the contaminated soil. Ewan advised me he had approved a request from Earthpro to use muich. She thought
it wasn't suitable as it added to the volume of the final product to be sealed in te cell and will prevent proper
compaction of the soil. MS advised that we wanted the contamianted soil covered ASAP. This was acceptable
as a stabilisation measure . Her concemns were more operational and needed to be directed to Earthpro directly.
Earthpro need to engage a contamianted lands professional in the next week. This personj should advise on the
best maangement to seal the material in a cell onsite.

30

NFA - enquiry answered

Outcome Description:
Due Date:

Date Completed:

Source Ref: CA28969

Action Source Ref:
Date Commenced: 27/AUG/13
Officer Involved: SCANES, Melanie %

Responsible Office: ES-RSD-SER-Sunshine Coast ?“

Action Type: Site Inspection - other

Inspection Type: Proactive - followup @V

Enforcement Measure Type:
Referral To: q~
Action: Site Inspection conducted to revieW compliance with EPO Requirement 1. Attended by Melanie Scanes and

Rickie Huckle. Met MWWS and Alam Murshedul of Earthpro. Inspection report completed

Time Spent Hours: 8

Time Spent Minutes: \
Outcome: Actio&ed - progressing towards compliance

Outcome Description:

Due Date:

Date Completed:

Source Ref: CA28969

Action Source Ref:
Date Commenced: 28/AUG/13
Officer Involved: SCANES, Melanie
Responsible Office: ES-RSD-SER-Sunshine Coast
Action Type: Email Received
Inspection Type:

Enforcement Measure Type:

Referral To:

Tuesdey February 42014 3:23 PM

Repart Rel-ca_m_runvingg gy File A
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Queensland Government

Environmental Protection Agency
Queensland Parks and Wildlife Service

Running Sheet Summary

Action: Email recived advising of appointment of ESC and CL consultants. No qualifications were received on either
consultant. Advised Earthpro of further requirements to comply with Requirement 2 and 5.

Time Spent Hours:

Time Spent Minutes: 45

Outcome: Action Required - progressing towards compliance
Outcome Description:

Due Date:

Date Complgtfd:

Source Ref: CA28969
Action Source Ref: ‘
Date Commenced: 31/AUG/13 k

Officer Involved: SCANES, Melanie

Responsible Office: ES-RSD-SER-Sunshine Coast %2
Action Type: Email Received
Inspection Type:

Enforcement Measure Type:

Referral To:

| Action: Email received stating Contour have been engaged for E%%hm Brett Thomson is their office is a

CPESC Lic 4374.

Time Spent Hours: v

Time Spent Minutes:

Outcome: Action Required - show cause noti V
Outcome Description:
Due Date: Q~
Date Completed: R -

Source Ref: CA28969

Action Source Ref: \
Date Commenced: 06/SEP/1

Officer Involved: elanie

Responsible Office: ES-RSD-SER-Sunshine Coast

Action Type: Compliance notice

Inspection Type:

‘ Enforcement Measure Type: Statutory Order
Referral To:

Action: Earthpro sent by Mail and email a Show Cause Notice advising they have breached Requirement 2 of EPO -
have not provided written evidence that the person engaged for CL investigation is a SQP.

Time Spent Hours: 3

Time Spent Minutes:

Outcome: Action Required - awaiting response
Outcome Description:
Due Date:

Tueecay February 4 2014 3:23 PM
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@ Queensland Government
Environmental Protection Agency
Queensland Parks and Wildlife Service

Running Sheet Summary

Date Completed: [

Source Ref: CA28969
Action Source Ref:
Date Commenced: 08/SEP/13
Officer Involved: SCANES, Melanie ‘
Responsible Office: ES-RSD-SER-Sunshine Coast
Action Type: Email Received
Inspection Type:

Enforcement Measure Type: Statutory Order
Referral To:

Action: In response to Show Cause Notice Earthpro and Duke Environmental provided a Stat D) QP in CL

Time Spent Hours:

Time Spent Minutes: 30

Outcome: Action Required - progressing towards compliance
Outcome Description: /
Due Date:

Date Completed:

Source Ref: CA28969
Action Source Ref:

Date Commenced:
Officer Involved:

Responsible Office:

ES-RSD-SER-Sunshine Coa

12/SEP/13 V
SCANES, Melanie 2

Action Type: Email Received
Inspection Type:
Enforcement Measure Type:
Referral To:
Action: . of EPO (ESC assessment and corrective actions) due 1200hrs 110913, Reminder email sent to

4 i and Murshel Alam at 8.30am. Report did not arrive by 1200 hrs. Murshel called at 3.30pm follwed by
Davis at 4.00. Advising Contour had a fire dril and that is why it is late. The report arrived by email at

in the ESR email box. Also requested advice on the fuel storage and if it is compliant with the
apprpnate standard. Requested by 120913.

Time Spent Hours: 1

Time Spent Minutes:

Outcome: Action Required - progressing towards compliance
Outcome Description:
Due Date:

Date Completed:

Source Ref: CA28969

Action Source Ref:

Date Commenced: 20/SEP/13

Tuesday February 4 2014 3:23 PM
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Queensland Government

. Environmental Protection Agency

Queensland Parks and Wildlife Service

Officer Involved:
Responsible Office:
Action Type:
Inspection Type:

Enforcement Measure Type:
Referral To:
Action:

Time Spent Hours:

Time Spent Minutes:

Outcome:

Outcome Description:

Running Sheet Summary

SCANES, Melanie
ES-RSD-SER-Sunshine Coast

Meeting

Meeting held in EHP offices,v attended by representatives of EHP, Earthpro, Contour and Duke Environmental

to discuss EPO complex interelated issues of ESC and CL.

6

Action Required - progressing towards compliance

Send letter to Earthpro advising of expectations from EHP or meeting

Due Date:

Source Ref:
Action Source Ref:

Date Commenced:

Officer Involved:
Responsible Office:

Action Type:

Inspection Type:
Enforcement Measure Type:

Referral To:
Action:

Time Spent Hours:

Time Spent Minutes:

Outcome:

Outcome Description:
Due Date:

Date C;omplemd

Date Completed:

CA28969

26/SEP/13
SCANES, Melanie

ES-RSD-SER-Sunshine Coast

Email Received

EHP provided by Duk EnvironmeNal of testing results to decide on best fate of water in sediment basin. A
request was sent by to DTISDIA to request technical advice in relation to a release.

1

Aoﬁor@funher investigation
wx

Source Ref:

Action Source Ref:
Date Commenced:
Officer Involved:
Responsible Office:
Action Type:
Inspection Type:

Enforcement Measure Type:
Referral To:

CA28969

30/SEP/13
SCANES, Melanie
ES-RSD-SER-Sunshine Coast

Email Received

Tuesday Februery 4 2014 3:23 PM

Report Ret. ce_p_nunninf] 3:966
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Queensland Government

Environmental Protection Agency
Queensland Parks and Wildlife Service
Running Sheet Summary
Action: Email containing Req 9 audit of EPO CA 28969
Time Spent Hours: 1
‘ Time Spent Minutes:
Outcome: Action Required - progressing towards compliance

Outcome Description:
Due Date:

Date Completed:

Source Ref:

Action Source Ref:
Date Commenced:
Officer Involved:
Responsible Office:
Action Type:
Inspection Type:

Enforcement Measure Type:
Referral To:
Action:

Time Spent Hours:

Time Spent Minutes:

Outcome:
Outcome Description:
Due Date:

Date Completed:

CA28969

10/0CT/13
SCANES, Melanie
ES-RSD-SER-Sunshine Coast

Email Received

Recieived email from Duke environmental identifying a ned t e from southern sediment dam as dan is
reaching capacity. Asked Duke to provide environmental and risk management strategy.

Action Required - pregressing toward: ian
ongoing

’

Source Ref:

Action Source Ref:
Date Commenced:
Officer Involved:
Responsible Office:
Action Type:
Inspection Type:

Enforcement Measure Type:
Referral To:

Action:

Time Spent Hours:

Time Spent Minutes:

Outcome:
Outcome Description:
Due Date:

CA28969 < > '
AN

Melanie
ES-R8D-SER-Sunshine Coast

Email Received

Reques;ed technical advice from DSTIDIA regarding a release from sediment dam. Advice from Neil Tripodi
received,

1

Action Required - further investigation

Tuesday February 4 20143:23 PM
Report Ret:ce_ip_ e
User Rel.  CEDS_SCANESM
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Queensland Government

Environmental Protectlon Agency

Queensland Parks and Wildlife Service

Running Sheet Summary

Date Completed:

Source Ref:

Action Source Ref:
Date Commenced:
Officer Involved:
Responsible Office:
Action Type:
Inspection Type:

Enforcement Measure Type:
Referral To:

Action:

Time Spent Hours:

Time Spent Minutes:

Outcome:

Outcome Description:
Due Date:

Date Completed:

CA28969

11/0CT/13
SCANES, Melanie
ES-RSD-SER-Sunshine Coast

Other

on for a release
addressed and
ased on

Discussions held bettwen Paul Butcher. Ben Sale and Melanie Scanes regarding the js
from the sediment basin. All agreed the SQP failed to give info on how environmental
maanged demonstrating they are meeting their gneral environmental duty. The reque
operational consideration and this is not a suitable reason.

2

Actien Required - progressing towards compliance

Source Ref:

Action Source Ref:
Date Commenced:
Officer Involved:
Responsible Office:
Action Type:
Inspection Type:

Enforcement Measure Type:
Referral To:

Action:

Time Spent Hours:

Time Spent Minutes:

Outcome:
Outcome Description:

Due Date:
Date Completed:

CA28969

A
11/0CTA3 @
SCANES, Melanie Q‘
ES-RSD-SER—SunshiW
Email ReceiveﬂQ

&\

Em3ij received from Earthpro regarding a release to water form southern sediment da. Review of letters
revealed request was for operational reasona and SQP failed to supprt a release with suitable environmental
risk management plan, EHP advised an operational release is not appropriate

2

Action Required - further investigation

Source Ref:

Action Source Ref:

Date Commenced:

Tuesday February 4 2014 3:23 PM

Report Rt ce_p_runring SeO @6

User Ref. CEDS_SCANESM
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17/0CT/13
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Queensland Government

Environmental Protection Agency
Queensland Parks and Wildlife Service

Running Sheet Summary
Officer Involved: SCANES, Melanie
Responsible Office: ES-RSD-SER-Sunshine Coast
Action Type: Email Received
Inspection Type: ‘
Enforcement Measure Type: ‘

Referral To: ‘

Action: Email recived from Duke Environmental with management pan for a relese attached. This plan was considered
to meet the need to demionstrate their general environmental duty.

Time Spent Hours: 1

Time Spent Minutes:

Outcome: Action Required - progressing towards compliance
Outcome Description:
Due Date:

Date Completed:

Source Ref: CA28969

Action Source Ref: ,
Date Commenced: 17/0CT/13 @ [
Officer Involved: SCANES, Melanie %
Responsible Office: ES-RSD-SER-Sunshine Coast

Action Type: Email Received @E
Inspection Type: V
Enforcement Measure Type: @
Referral To: Q‘
Action: Email recieved from Duke EnviroRgnental advising of additional testing results. Asking is a release suitable.

Time Spent Minutes:

Qutcome: Aclion uiredy further investigation
Outcome Description:

Due Date:
Date Completed:

Source Ref: CA28969
Action Source Ref:

Date Commenced: 17/0CT/13

Officer Involved: SCANES, Melanie
Responsible Office: ES-RSD-SER-Sunshine Coast
Action Type: Email Received
Inspection Type:

Enforcement Measure Type:

Referral To:

Tuesday Februnry 4 2014 3:23 PM
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Queensland Government

Environmental Protectlon Agency
Queensland Parks and Wildlife Service

Running Sheet Summary

Action: Request sent to DSTIDIA to request review of new data, email response received from Neil Tripodi advising
also of what might be a siutable management plan for the release. MS then spoke to Duke Environmental

Time Spent Hours:

Time Spent Minutes:

Outcome:

Outcome Description:
Due Date:

Date Completed:

(Pausla Duke) and discussed that for a releae they need to provide a management identifiying the risk, the ‘

mitataion and onsite management plan. She stated she would provide one

-

Action Required - awaiting response

Source Ref:
Action Source Ref:
Date Commenced:
Officer Involved:
Responsible Office:

Action Type:

CA28969

24/0CT/13
SCANES, Melanie
ES-RSD-SER-Sunshine Coast

Telephone Call

Inspection Type: V4 ‘

Enforcement Measure Type:
Referral To:
Action: At 11.26am and Rang Penny bac she didnt answer

me back and | asked if she or someone else coyd ha
for the sediment dam. She said she would ovgr a
called me back and stated she could not hear ffl

L N,
&

for her to call me back. She promptly called

to see if Earthpro had turned off the water pump
have a look and call me back. In a few minutes she
nd thought it had been turned of. | thanked her and

Time Spent Hours:

Time Spent Minutes: 15

Outcome: Action Required - awaiting res

Outcome Description: Awaiting reponse frorWegarding investigation
Due Date:

[ Date Completed:

Source Ref: 9 \ ’

Action Source Ref:

Date Commenced: 24/0CT/13
Officer Involved: SCANES, Melanie
Responsible Office: £S-RSD-SER-Sunshine Coast
Action Type: Telephone Call
Inspection Type:

| Enforcement Measure Type:

Referral To:

Action: Murshed from Earthpro rang. He asked, we have conducted the release in accordance with the management
plan, what do you want me to report, We have done nothing wrong. | said have you spaken to Lance he saif
yes. Did Lance advise of a release. He didnt anser the question. | advised lance has advised a release has
oecured, | have been provided with photograph of a release accuring. Earthpro need to provide a report of the
svent that occured, how it occured and what is being done in repsonse to that release. | said | would like that
report tomorrew, under your duty to notify you can have 48hrs from becoming aware of the incident,

Tuosday February 4 2014323 PM
Report Rek: ce_rp_run
UserRef.  CEDS_SCANESM
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' Queensland Government

Environmental Protection Agency
Queensland Parks and Wildlife Service
Running Sheet Summary
Time Spent Hours:
Time Spent Minutes: 30
Outcome: Action Required - awaiting response

Outcome Description:

Due Date:

Date Completed:

Source Ref:

Action Source Ref:
Date Commenced:
Officer Involved:
Responsible Office:
Action Type:
Inspection Type:

Enforcement Measure Type:
Referral To:

Action:

Time Spent Hours:

Time Spent Minutes:

Outcome:
Outcome Description:

Due Date:

Date Completed:

CA28969

24/0CT/13
SCANES, Melanie
ES-RSD-SER-Sunshine Coast

Telephone Call %2
V4

ith Alex Patissiar(SCRC) Due to the
ease down stream unless there are
also reminded Roy of his environmental
. | requested a report be provded

MS rang Roy Davies of Earthpro to advise him that after discugfio
clean water drain currently being reconstructed there can be no
discssions with council. The different contractors need to

duty to notify.| email Roy and Murshed the DTN facts|
prefereably tomorrow on the release identified onsit

30

Action Required - awaiting respons@V

Source Ref:

Action Source Ref:

[ Date Commenced:
Officer Involved:

Responsible Office:

Action Type:

Inspection Type:

Enforcement Measure Type:

Referral To:

Action:

Time Spent Hours:

Time Spent Minut;

Tusscny Fobruary 4 2014323 PM

Report Rel: uﬂ_mmﬁ .
User Ret  CEDS_SCAN!

\%

CA283969

ES-RSD-SER-Sunshine Coast

Telephone Call

Lance rang back at 11.31. He advsied that while he was away from the pump secmeone had moved the hose in
the dam and in diong so disturbed the bottom sediment. He said some dirty water had been released. He
doesnt know why anyone moved the hose he is in the process of looking into that. We had a discussion and in
that he said the dam down to 1m at the shallow end and he needed to start using a smaller hose. Since this
distrubance he may not be able to release any more water and the remining water will need to be pumped and
taken away. He wanted to get all the water out of the sed dam befoer possible rain tomorrow. | said this seems
reasnonable. | requested he conduct a full investigation into how the sediment laden release occured, what hill
be put in palce to sto[p it happening again and provide it to yself by email tomorrow. He said he would do that.

: 30
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Queensland Government

Environmental Protection Agency
Queensland Parks and Wildlife Service

Running Sheet Summary

Outcome: Action Required - awaiting response \

Outcome Description: Awaiting email on investigation into non compliant release.
Due Date: 25/0CT/13 ’

Date}:om pleted:

Source Ref: CA28969 l
Action Source Ref:
Date Commenced: 24/0CT/13
Officer Involved: SCANES, Melanie
Responsible Office: ES-RSD-SER-Sunshine Coast
Action Type: Telephone Call
Inspection Type:
Enforcement Measure Type:

Referral To:

Action: Telephone call recieved from Peny Housten, officer of SCRC. Sge stated s
had recieved advice that silty water was leaving the site and possibly from H ruction. She investgated
and found it to be from the Earthpro site. She stated it had been releasing for a Whille and they had not observed
anyone around the dam on Earthpro site monitoring the release. She advi she had advised Michael
Blakeney, the superintendant, and he was goinf to contact Earl to request the pump be turned off. | advised |
i will investigate the allegation.

Time Spent Hours: %
Time Spent Minutes: 15
Outcome: Action Required - further investigation

Outcome Description: MS to call Earthpro
Due Date:24/0CT/13 V
Date Completed: 24/0CT/13 2
Source Ref: CA28969
Action Source Ref: QV

aloundra Landfill and

Date Commenced: 24/0CT/13

Officer Involved: SCAN& ie
Responsible Office: D-SER-Sunshine Coast

Action Type: Télgphone Call
Inspection Type:

Enforcement Measure Type:
Referral To:

Action; | tried to call Murshed and Roy Davies both were not answering their mobile phs> | then called the Earthpro
office. Advised that they were in a meeting requested if | could contact someone on the caloundra site, | was
given Lances mobile no. | spoke to Lance and advised him of the allegation. He stated he was moniloring every

/2 and about half an hour ago the NTU was 19, | advised him to turn the pump off and conduct and invetigation
and report back to myself on the outcome. The call was made at approxmately 11.11am.

Time Spent Hours:

Time Spent Minutes: 15

Outcome: Action Required - awaiting response
Outcome Description: Lance to report back when investigated
Due Date:24/0CT/13

Toscday Fobruary 4 2014 3:23 PM

Report et ce_p_nunridh LAGE File A 229 of 2414 12145
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@ Queensland Government
Environmental Protection Agency
Queensland Parks and Wildlife Service

Running Sheet Summary

Date Completed: 24/0CT/13

Source Ref: CA28969
Action Source Ref:
Date Commenced: 28/0CT/13
Officer Involved: SCANES, Melanie
Responsible Office: ES-RSD-SER-Sunshine Coast
Action Type: Letter - received
Inspection Type:
Enforcement Measure Type:

Referral To:

Action: INvestigation into release received from earthproin the form of letter

Time Spent Hours: %2
Time Spent Minutes: 30 @
V4

Outcome: Action Required - further investigation
Outcome Description: Consider response in regard to possible PIN

Due Date:

Date Completed:

Source Ref: CA28969
Action Source Ref:

Date Commenced: 31/0CT/13

Officer Involved: SCANES, Melanie %
“Q‘

Responsible Office: ES-RSD-SER-Sunshine C:

Action Type: Site Inspection - otheV
Inspection Type:

Enforcement Measure Type:

Referral To: x\
Action: d Ealthpro site for Monthly audit of ESC with Contour staff and Earthpro

Time Spent Hours:

>

Time Spent Minutes:

Outcome: Aclion Required - further investigation
Outcome Description: Photos and report to be compiled
Due Date:

Date Completed:

Source Ref: CA28969

Action Source Ref:
Date Commenced: 31/0CT/13
Officer Involved: SCANES, Melanie

Responsible Office: ES-RSD-SER-Sunshine Coast

Tuseday February £ 20143:23 PM

Report Rel. ce_tp_runni =i -
Usar Ret cecs_scm!?ﬂ' 266 File A
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Queensland Government

Environmental Protection Agency
Queensland Parks and Wildlife Service

Running Sheet Summary

Action Type: Email Received
Inspection Type:
Enforcement Measure Type:

Referral To:
Action: Report for contamianted Soil mgt provided by Duke Environmental

Time Spent Hours:

Time Spent Minutes: 30
Outcome: Action Required - further investigation
Qutcome Description: Review

Due Date:

Date Completed:

Source Ref: CA28969
Action Source Ref:
Date Commenced: 01/NOV/13

Officer Involved: SCANES, Melanie ,

Responsible Office: ES-RSD-SER-Sunshine Coast

Action Type: Email Received %
Inspection Type: v
Enforcement Measure Type:
Referral To:

Mre placing wet sediment from base cf sed basin spread
is jon is not suitable location as has been validated.

suitable area as contaminated soil was below site.

Action: Email recieved from council. advisi
accross ground to dry. Council clai
Earthpro repliwed by email staj

Time Spent Hours:

Time Spent Minutes: 15

Outcome: Action Require investigation
Qutcome Description: \
Due Date: &
Date Completed:

Source Ref: CA28969
Action Source Ref:

Date Commenced: 06/NOV/13
Officer Involved: SCANES, Melanie
Responsible Office: ES-RSD-SER-Sunshine Coast
Action Type: Email Sent
Inspection Type:

Enforcement Measure Type:
‘ Referral To:

Action: Email sent to Roy Davies and Murshed Alam to advise that they need to demosntrate their environmental duty
regarding the placement of contamianted soil in a suitable place. Response requested by Friday 1.00pm.

3

Tuesday Februsry 4 2014 3:23 PM

Report Ret ce_m_niid 3D GO File A
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@ Queensland Government
Environmental Protection Agency
Queensland Parks and Wildlife Service

Running Sheet Summary

Time Spent Hours:

Time Spent Minutes:

Outcome: Action Required - awaiting response
Outcome Description:
Due Date:

Date Completed:

Source Ref: CA28969
Action Source Ref:

Date Commenced: 11/NOV/{3
Officer Involved: SCANES, Melanie
Responsible Office: £S-RSD-SER-Sunshine Coast
Action Type: Email Received

Inspection Type:

Enforcement Measure Type:
Referral To:
Action: Email recieved from Earthpro answering the request. Earthpro g&qu;
granied these.
Time Spent Hours: %

Time Spent Minutes: 30 v
Outcome: Action Required - further investigation

Outcome Description:

Source Ref: CA28969 V
Action Source Ref:

Date Commenced: 25/MNOV/13

Due Date: %V
Date Completed: < 3

Officer Involved: SCA elal
Responsible Office; SER-Sunshine Coast
Action Type: En ment Measure
Inspection Type:

Enforcement Measure Type: PIN
Referral To:

Action: 3 PINs issued to Earthpro - put in mail today,

Time Spent Hours: 6

Time Spent Minutes:

Outcome: Action Required - awaiting PIN payment
Outcome Description:
Due Date:

Date Completed:

’

ed two extensions in time and were

Tueesey Februsry 4 2014323 PM

Repo Rel ce_rp_ruea . -
User Ret csos\_scm?% File A
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Queensland Government

Environmental Protection Agency
Queensland Parks and Wildlife Service

Running Sheet Summary

Source Ref: CA28969
Action Source Ref:

Date Commenced: 27/NOV/13 [
Officer Involved: SCANES, Melanie ‘
Responsible Office: ES-RSD-SER-Sunshine Coast ;
Action Type: PIN - withdrawn [
Inspection Type:

Enforcement Measure Type:
Referral To:
Action: 2 PINs withdrawn

Time Spent Hours: 3 ‘

Time Spent Minutes: Q
Outcome: Enf Measure - PIN %
Outcome Description: reissue PINs @

Due Date:

Date Completed: , J
Source Ref: CA28969 %%

Action Source Ref:

Date Commenced: 27/NOV/13 @E ‘

Officer Involved: SCANES, Melanie

Responsible Office: ES-RSD-SER-Sunshine Coast @V

Action Type: Enforcement Measure
Inspection Type: |
Enforcement Measure Type: PIN V

Referral To:
Action: 2 PINs rej v mail today
\
Time Spent Hours: 2 &
Time Spent Minutes: ‘

Outcome: Action Required - awaiting PIN payment [
Outcome Description:

Due Date: |

Date Completed:

Tuesday February £ 2014323 PM
Repont Ret ce_m_nunni -
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Bell Ewan
ﬂ

From: Bell Ewan

Sent: Friday, 8 November 2013 4:35 PM

To: ‘m.alam@earthpro.com.au’; Sale Ben
Cc: roy@earthpro.com.au; Scanes Melanie
Subject: RE: Contaminated Soil Management
Hi Murshedul

Thanks for your emails. As per previous emails, EHP have requested information from Earthpro relating to the
decision to place the sediment from Cell 9 sediment basin in that area, to demonstrate that Earthpro have taken all
reasonable and practicable measures to prevent or minimise environmental harm.

Given that an EPO has been issued to Earthpro at this site relating to contaminated soil management, EHP would
have expected that Earthpro would have clear and accurate documentation available to support the decision to
place this material in that location; and that Earthpro would not need to engage wi nsultants after the decision
had been made, to provide the supporting evidence for the decision.

At this stage EHP is prepared to provide further time for Earthpro to provnd@ uested information. As per you
request EHP provide until 1000 on 11 November 2013.

Regards %@

Ewan Bell

Principal Environmental Officer

Environmental Services and Regulation, Southern Region
Department of Environment and Heritage Protecti:@,

PO Box 362 MAROOCHYDORE, QLD 4558

Telephone: (07) 5459 6128 Fax: (07) 5459 61,
ewan.bell@ehp.gld.gov.au

www.ehp.qgld.gov.au

Great state.

=
Great opportunity. Queen land

Goveriment

From: m.alam@earthpro.com.au [mailto:m.alam@earthpro.com.au]

Sent: Friday, 8 November 2013 11:32 AM

To: Sale Ben

Cc: Bell Ewan; roy@earthpro.com.au; Scanes Melanie; Simpson Kara (EHP)
Subject: RE: Contaminated Soil Management

Hi Ben,
We would like to submit our response by 10 am Monday 11" November 2013.

sch4p4( 6) Personal information Roy is not available this week to
attend the meeting with Duke environmental and Contour Consulting Engineers.

Thanks for your understanding.

Regards

1
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Murshedul Alam
Site Contract Administrator

EarthPro Ptv Ltd
Mobitep4( 6) Personal information

From: Sale Ben [maiito:Ben.Sale@ehp.gld.gov.au]

Sent: Friday, 8 November 2013 9:17 AM

To: m.alam@earthpro.com.au

Cc: Bell Ewan; roy@earthpro.com.au; Scanes Melanie; Simpson Kara (EHP)
Subject: RE: Contaminated Soil Management

Hi Mushed
Thanks for the email.

| am ok with extending the time as requested — new deadline is 1500hrs today.

Regards g
Ben @

Ben Sale %
Manager (Sunshine Coast & Gympie) %

Environmental Services & Regulation | Southern Region

Ph: 07 5459 6136 | Fax: 07 5459 6190 | Msch4p4( 6) Persogél i Ogaﬁon

Department of Environment and Heritage Protecti%\/

P.O Box 362, Maroochydore, QLD 4558 2
Click here

to report littering QV

or illegal dumping

r

From: m.alam@earthpro.com.au [mailto:m.alam@earthpro.com.au]
Sent: Friday, 8 November 2013 9:03 AM

To: Scanes Melanie

Cc: Sale Ben; Bell Ewan; roy@earthpro.com.au

Subject: RE: Contaminated Soil Management

Hi Melanie and Ben,

We would like to respond your below mentioned email by 3:00 pm today due to unavailability of Duke
Environmental and Contour Consulting Engineer for a meeting for last couple of days.

We would appreciate if you can extend the time limit by 2 hours to adequately respond your enquiry. Thank you for
your understanding.

Regards

13-266 FilezA 235 of 241



Murshedul Alam
Site Contract Administrator

EarthPro Pty Ltd
Mobshdp4( 6) Personal information

From: Scanes Melanie [mailto:Melanie.Scanes@ehp.gld.gov.au]
Sent: Wednesday, 6 November 2013 4:30 PM

To: roy@earthpro.com.au; m.alam@earthpro.com.au

Cc: Sale Ben; Bell Ewan

Subject: Contaminated Soil Management

Roy and Murshed

The department reiterates that as the primary contractor responsible for the management of the
construction site Earthpro must demonstrate it is operating in a manner that meets its general
environmental duty under section 319 of the Environmental Protection Act 1994 (EP Act). The EPO requires
that Earthpro engage suitably qualified professionals to develop plans and guide you in the
implementation of the civil works while discharging your environmental obligation. The movement and
placement of the sediment from the Cell 9 sediment basin in the location destyibed is not included within
the contaminated soil management plan developed by Duke Environmen

The placement of this material is not part of the CPESC plan submi n®EHP was not notified by Contour
Consulting (your ESC expert) or Earthpro while EHP was onsite last Wédfiesday, that the soil would be
placed in this location. While it was known this material would be det, Earthpro advised the department
that the material would be placed directly into the contam@soil pile which is being managed under an
environmental management strategy developed by Ea QP (Duke Environmental).

The department requests that by 1300hrs Friday #NoWember Earthpro provide the department with
supporting evidence to demonstrate that the de as made in consultation with its consultants (as

required by the EPO) including the validaw deposition area and how the process fits in to the
n site.

current management strategy for the ¢
The department would like to take this éportunity to highlight the following sections of the EP Act:

480 False or mlsleadmg ents

(1) A person must no e administering authority or an authorised person a document
containing mformatl& the

person knows, or t réasonably to know, is false or misleading in a material particular.
Maximum penalt 1665 penalty units or 2 years imprisonment.

(2) Subsection (1) does not apply to a person who, when giving the document—

(a) informs the administering authority or authorised person of the extent to which the document is
false or misleading; and

(b) gives the correct information to the administering authority or authorised person if the person
has, or can reasonably obtain, the correct information.

(3) 1t is enough for a complaint for an offence against subsection (1) to state the person knew, or
ought reasonably to have known, the document was false or misleading, without specifying which of
the following applies—

(a) the person knew it was false;

(b) the person knew it was misleading;

(¢) the person ought reasonably to have known it was false;

(d) the person ought reasonably to have known it was misleading.

480A Incomplete documents

13-266 File3 A 236 of 241



(1) This section applies to a person who is required under this Act to give a document to the
administering authority or an authorised person.

(2) The person must not give to the administering authority or authorised person a document the
person knows, or ought reasonably to know, contains incomplete information in a material
particular.

Maximum penalty—1665 penalty units or 2 years imprisonment.

(3) Subsection (2) does not apply to a person who, when giving the document—

(a) informs the administering authority or authorised person of the extent to which the document is
incomplete; and

(b) gives the complete information to the administering authority or authorised person if the person
has, or can reasonably obtain, the information.

(4) It is enough for a complaint for an offence against subsection

(2) to state the person knew, or ought reasonably to have known, the document was incomplete,
without specifying whether the person knew it was incomplete or whether the person ought
reasonably to have known it was incomplete.

481 False or misleading information Q
(1) A person must not—
(a) state anything to an authorised person that the person know. e or misleading in a material

particular; or
(b) omit from a statement made to an authorised person gnythitig without which the statement is, to
the person’s knowledge, misleading in a material partic@l

Maximum penalty—1665 penalty units or 2 years ir@ ent.

The department will review the information pro e?o assess whether the intent of EPO requirements is
currently being met and whether any additional enforcerh@njction needs to be taken.

&

Melanie Scanes

Senior Environmental Officer \(
Environmental Services and Regulati ern Region
Department of Environment and Hegrita rotection

PO Box 362 MAROOCHYDORE,}%%Q%

Telephone: (07) 5459 6154 Eax: (Q7) 5459 6190
melanie.scanes@ehp.qgld.
www.ehp.gld.gov.au

https://report-littering-dumping.ehp.ald.gov.au/

The information in this email together with any attachments is intended only for the person or entity to which it
is addressed and may contain confidential and/or privileged material. There is no waiver of any
confidentiality/privilege by your inadvertent receipt of this material.

Any form of review, disclosure, modification, distribution and/or publication of this email message is prohibited,
unless as a necessary part of Departmental business.

If you have received this message in error, you are asked to inform the sender as quickly as possible and delete
this message and any copies of this message from your computer and/or your computer system network.
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Bell Ewan
#

From: Bell Ewan

Sent: Monday, 12 August 2013 1:11 PM

To: 'roy@earthpro.com.au’

Subject: Environmental Protection Order - Lot 101 on Plan SP232333, Pierce Avenue
Caloundra

Attachments: enforcement-guidelines.pdf

Dear Mr Davis

| refer to the site 171 Pierce Avenue Bells Creek, Lot 101 on plan SP232333 for which Earthpro Pty Ltd is contracted
by Sunshine Coast Regional Council (SCRC) to conduct works to construct an extension of the current landfill. On the
7 August 2013 EHP officers Ewan Bell and Melanie Scanes conducted an inspection at the site with council staff
Debbie Spann and Michael Blakeney and Earthpro staff Lance Carey, Murshedul Alam and George Mumford. The
inspection was brought about by concerns raised by SCRC in relation to Earthpro Pty Ltd not conducting operations
onsite using all reasonable and practicable measures in regard to management of ¢ minated soil and erosion and

sediment control. %
During the inspection the department observed a stockpile known to be co@ ed soil, exposed to the
ing¥u

environment with evidence of rill erosion across the stockpile surface. Bund rrounding the stockpile was poorly
constructed, poorly maintained, in some places non-existent, and evj enc€’indicated that the bunding had been
breached at multiple locations. In addition, it was confirmed duri ipspection that stormwater run-off from this
stockpile did not report to any form of retention basin, and disc directly off-site. EHP was advised that the
contaminated soil was placed on a suitable impermeable ba the volume of soil now extended beyond the
extent of the impermeable barrier.

site. EHP officers are of the opinion that all rea nd practicable measures have not been implemented to
demonstrate that Earthpro Pty Ltd are opera%a cordance with the general environmental duty obligations
under the Environmental Protection Act 1994 (tRe Act). EHP officers observed that effective clean water drains had
not been established and maintainedated flow paths were poorly maintained, sediment fences not

si

In the course of the inspection EHP officers made ﬁwons of the erosion and sediment control measures at the

properly installed, large volumes of s8 i soil stockpiles exposed with no effective erosion protection measures,
and no clarity around sedimen&'ﬂ izZihg for catchment area reporting to the basin.
| f

EHP officers also observed el and chemical storage area bund to be near full of contaminated water and
poorly constructed, and no shjllage containment for refuelling areas.

EHP propose to issue Earthpro Pty Ltd an Environmental Protection Order (EPO) under s358 of the Act to secure
compliance with the general environmental duty to address the above mentioned issues.

Prior to deciding to issue an EPO, EHP now provide Earthpro Pty Ltd a period of natural justice to provide the
department with any information relating the above. Any information provided by Earthpro Pty Ltd must be
received at EHP at sunshinecoast.esr@ehp.ald.gov.au or PO Box 362, MAROOCHYDORE QLD 4558 by 1700hrs 15
August 2013.

For your information | have attached a link to the Act, and a copy of EHP’s enforcement guidelines. Please note
sections 358 and 361 of the Act relating to issuing an EPO and offence not to comply with the order.

Please contact me if you would like to discuss any of the matters raised in this email.

https://www.legislation.qld.gov.au/LEGISLTN/CURRENT/E/EnvProtA94.pdf

Regards

1
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Ewan Bell

Principal Environmental Officer

Environmental Services and Regulation, Southern Region
Department of Environment and Heritage Protection

PO Box 362 MAROOCHYDORE, QLD 4558

Telephone: (07) 5459 6128 Fax: (07) 5459 6190
ewan.bell@ehp.qgld.gov.au

www.ehp.qgld.gov.au

&
N
Q\/Qg’
AN
&
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Bell Ewan

— e ————————

From: Bell Ewan

Sent: Wednesday, 21 August 2013 4:25 PM

To: roy@earthpro.com.au

Subject: FW: Environmental Protection Order - Lot 101 on Plan SP232333, Pierce Avenue
Caloundra

Attachments: Earthpro EPO CA28969 21.08.2013.pdf

Hi Roy

In regard to previous advice the department has now decided to issue Earthpro Pty Ltd an EPO for the activities at
Lot 101 SP232333. Please find attached the EPO, a copy of the review and appeal provisions, and a copy of the
departments enforcement guidelines.

This information has also been sent via registered mail to the ASIC current registered office, as per the service of
documents provisions in Acts Interpretation Act 1954.

Please contact me if you would like to discuss this matter further. &

Regards

Y4
Ewan Bell @
Principal Environmental Officer %
Environmental Services and Regulation, Southern Region
Department of Environment and Heritage Protection ?“
PO Box 362 MAROOCHYDORE, QLD 4558 @
Telephone: (07) 5459 6128 Fax: (07) 5459 6190

ewan.bell@ehp.qgld.gov.au \/
www.ehp.gld.gov.au Q~

From: Bell Ewan
Sent: Monday, 12 August 2013 1:11 \/

To: 'roy@earthpro.com.au’
Subject: Environmental Protecti Nde - Lot 101 on Plan SP232333, Pierce Avenue Caloundra

Dear Mr Davis Q~

| refer to the site 171 Pierce Avenue Bells Creek, Lot 101 on plan SP232333 for which Earthpro Pty Ltd is contracted
by Sunshine Coast Regional Council (SCRC) to conduct works to construct an extension of the current landfill. On the
7 August 2013 EHP officers Ewan Bell and Melanie Scanes conducted an inspection at the site with council staff
Debbie Spann and Michael Blakeney and Earthpro staff Lance Carey, Murshedul Alam and George Mumford. The
inspection was brought about by concerns raised by SCRC in relation to Earthpro Pty Ltd not conducting operations
onsite using all reasonable and practicable measures in regard to management of contaminated soil and erosion and
sediment control.

During the inspection the department observed a stockpile known to be contaminated soil, exposed to the
environment with evidence of rill erosion across the stockpile surface. Bunding surrounding the stockpile was poorly
constructed, poorly maintained, in some places non-existent, and evidence indicated that the bunding had been
breached at multiple locations. In addition, it was confirmed during the inspection that stormwater run-off from this
stockpile did not report to any form of retention basin, and discharged directly off-site. EHP was advised that the
contaminated soil was placed on a suitable impermeable barrier but the volume of soil now extended beyond the
extent of the impermeable barrier.

1
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In the course of the inspection EHP officers made observations of the erosion and sediment control measures at the
site. EHP officers are of the opinion that all reasonable and practicable measures have not been implemented to
demonstrate that Earthpro Pty Ltd are operating in accordance with the general environmental duty obligations
under the Environmental Protection Act 1994 (the Act). EHP officers observed that effective clean water drains had
not been established and maintained, concentrated flow paths were poorly maintained, sediment fences not
properly installed, large volumes of soil and soil stockpiles exposed with no effective erosion protection measures,
and no clarity around sediment basin sizing for catchment area reporting to the basin.

EHP officers also observed diesel fuel and chemical storage area bund to be near full of contaminated water and
poorly constructed, and no spillage containment for refuelling areas.

EHP propose to issue Earthpro Pty Ltd an Environmental Protection Order (EPO) under s358 of the Act to secure
compliance with the general environmental duty to address the above mentioned issues.

Prior to deciding to issue an EPO, EHP now provide Earthpro Pty Ltd a period of natural justice to provide the
department with any information relating the above. Any information provided by Earthpro Pty Ltd must be
received at EHP at sunshinecoast.esr@ehp.qgld.gov.au or PO Box 362, MAROOCHYDORE QLD 4558 by 1700hrs 15
August 2013.

For your information | have attached a link to the Act, and a copy of EHP’s enforc t guidelines. Please note
sections 358 and 361 of the Act relating to issuing an EPO and offence not toQ{ yWwith the order.

Please contact me if you would like to discuss any of the matters raised in this ¥Mmail.

https://www.legislation.qld.gov.au/LEGISLTN/CURRENT/E/ EnvProt%ﬁ

Ewan Bell &
Principal Environmental Officer

Environmental Services and Regulation, Sout on
Department of Environment and Heritage Protec§ion

PO Box 362 MAROOCHYDORE, QLD 455
Telephone: (07) 5459 6128 Fax: (07)@ 0

Regards

ewan.bell@ehp.qld.gov.au

www.ehp.gld.gov.au &\
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