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Dear Ms Hogue 

NEW BRIDGEWATER BRIDGE MAJOR PROJECT 
ISSUE OF ASSESSMENT REQUIREMENT NOTICE 

I am writing in response to your letter of 5 January 2021, in which you referred the New Bridgewater Bridge 
major project to the Environment Protection Authority under section 60Y of the Land Use Planning and 
Approvals Act 1993 (the LUPA Act). 

In accordance with subsections 60ZA(1)(b) and 60ZC(3) of the LUPA Act, I advise that the Environment 
Protection Authority has identified matters to be contained in the assessment criteria issued for the New 
Bridgewater Bridge Major Project, to be addressed in the Major Project Impact Statement.  These are provided 
in the enclosed Assessment Requirement Notice. 

Attachment 1 to this letter provides, for the Planning Commission’s consideration and potential inclusion by 
the Development Assessment Panel (when appointed) in the issued assessment criteria, details of the 
information that the EPA considers to be relevant in addressing the matters identified in the Assessment 
Requirement Notice. 

I note that subsection 60ZC(6) of the LUPA Act also requires the EPA Board to provide guidance, as defined 
under section 74(4) of the Environmental Management and Pollution Control Act 1994, to the Development 
Assessment Panel.  Please accept the Assessment Requirement Notice and the contents of Attachment 1 to 
this letter as forming part of that guidance, particularly in regard to: 

(a) the potential environmental impacts arising from the proposed activity; and 

(b) the issues arising from the proposed activity which might give rise to public concern; and 

(c) the level of assessment required. 

Further guidance can be provided by the Board, as needed, in response to requests from the Development 
Assessment Panel. 

If you have any questions regarding this correspondence, please contact Mary Gibbs on Ph (03) 6165 4542. 

Yours sincerely 

 
Wes Ford 
DIRECTOR, ENVIRONMENT PROTECTION AUTHORITY 

cc: Angela Forrest, Tasmanian Planning Commission, E: Angela.Forrest@planning.tas.gov.au 

mailto:mary.gibbs@epa.tas.gov.au
mailto:tpc@planning.tas.gov.au
mailto:Angela.Forrest@planning.tas.gov.au
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Attachment 1: Information considered by the EPA to be relevant in addressing matters 
identified in the EPA’s Assessment Requirement Notice for the New Bridgewater Bridge 

For consideration by the Development Assessment Panel in preparation of the New Bridgewater Bridge assessment 
criteria 

 
Information relevant to Matter 1 – Air emissions 

To enable assessment of Matter 1, the following should be addressed in the Major Project Impact Statement: 

a) Identification of air emission constituents of concern and sensitive receptors during construction and 
operational phases which should include the following details:  

i) location of sensitive receptors. 

ii) sources of air emissions and their locations. 

iii) constituents of emissions for each source, their quantities, and rates of emission to the 
atmosphere. 

b) Assessment of construction and operational phase emissions with respect to the likelihood of causing 
environmental nuisance or environmental harm. This should include: 

i) establishing a baseline for air quality in the vicinity of ‘at risk’ sensitive receptors prior to the 
commencement of construction by implementing an air monitoring program to determine ambient 
concentrations of pollutants associated with construction emissions and with vehicle emissions. 

ii) continued operation of the air monitoring program to monitor air quality in the vicinity of ‘at risk’ 
sensitive receptors during construction and operational phases of the project. 

iii) air dispersion modelling of the potential impact of emissions from the construction and operational 
phases of the project using a conservative approach and appropriate input data. 

iv) assessment of the potential of emissions from the construction and operational phases of the 
project to cause environmental nuisance or environmental harm. 

c) Development of construction and operational phase design, management and mitigation strategies if 
required. 

 

Information relevant to Matter 2 – Noise emissions 

To enable assessment of Matter 2, the following should be addressed in the Major Project Impact Statement: 

a) Identification of significant noise emissions and noise-sensitive locations for both the construction and 
operational phases of the project.   

b) Consideration should also be given to the potential for underwater noise impact on aquatic fauna. 

c) Assessment of construction and operational noise should include: 

i) Establish the baseline (pre-existing) noise in the area with particular focus on sensitive receptors 
likely to be influenced by the project. 

ii) Establish noise level criteria for the operational phase of the project, i.e. traffic noise from the 
completed new bridge. 

iii) Predict construction noise at noise sensitive premises to identify the need or otherwise of noise 
mitigation. 

iv) Identify the need or otherwise for mitigation measures or actions for underwater noise. 

v) Predict operational noise levels and identify areas where the levels exceed the established criteria 
and areas where the predicted levels exceed the baseline noise levels. 

d) Development of a construction noise management plan.  This should include management of noise 
complaints and options for noise and vibration monitoring, if required. 
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e) Review of the need for post-construction noise measurements and the need for operational noise 
mitigation. 

f) Development of construction and operational phase management and mitigation strategies if required. 

 

Information relevant to Matter 3 – Water quality – sediment mobilisation 

To enable assessment of Matter 3, the following should be addressed in the Major Project Impact Statement: 

a) Describe the Derwent Estuary receiving environment for pollutants that may be released as a result of 
construction works and post-construction changes to water flow and sediment deposition. 

i) Identify the full extent of the Estuary, both east and west of the Bridge, that may be impacted 
through the release of sediment and associated pollutants to the water column as a result of the 
proposal, or may be impacted by changes to water flows post construction. 

ii) List all potential receptors and environmental values within the identified area of impact. 

iii) Describe estuarine hydrodynamics in the area of potential impact as relevant to the mobilisation 
and distribution of sediment and other potential contaminants. 

iv) Describe the physical and biological characteristics of the nearby macrophyte beds in relation to 
the potential for sediment entrapment, deposition, smothering and the effects of anoxic conditions. 

b) In addition to sediment load, identify contaminants of potential concern that may be released to the 
water column and water quality parameters that may be impacted. This should include a review of 
available historical information including previous contaminant assessments, land use history and 
contaminant transport modelling. 

c) Detail monitoring programs and surveys established to assess impacts to water quality in relation to 
identified estuarine habitats and uses. Impacts to the macrophyte beds in the vicinity of the Bridgewater 
Causeway should be specifically considered. 

i) Provide the results of sediment sampling undertaken in areas of potential disturbance. The 
discussion should include information regarding sediment physical characteristics, contaminant 
concentrations and the potential for acid sulphate soils. 

ii) Provide survey results of aquatic habitats in the identified areas of potential impact. 

iii) Provide the results of baseline water quality monitoring for contaminants and parameters of 
concern. This should include monitoring of existing sediment loads and turbidity at nearby 
receiving environments. 

d) Assess potential impacts to receiving water quality and habitats. 

i) Provide the results of water flow investigations carried out. Provide an analysis of potential 
sediment mobilisation, transport, and deposition locations under a range of hydrologic 
circumstances including plausible worst-case scenarios. Historical modelling should be referred to. 
Analysis should consider variable catchment flows and tides and a range of plausible construction 
scenarios. Potential post construction changes to flows which may result in scouring and changes 
to sediment deposition location should be considered. 

ii) Subject to consideration of expected sediment control measures, determine potential sediment 
deposition rates and effects on estuarine habitats. This analysis should be based upon the results of 
monitoring programs of sediment characteristics and sediment deposition, hydrodynamic analysis, 
and consideration of the impact of smothering and anoxic condition on the macrophyte beds. 

iii) Determine site specific water quality guideline values for assessment of water quality impacts 
during and after construction. Guideline values should be determined by reference to National 
Water Quality Management Strategy Guidelines, the results of monitoring and survey work, other 
existing local water quality information available and analysis of potential sediment scouring and 
deposition impacts to habitats. 

iv) Consider the near and far-field impacts that may result from release of nutrients to the water 
column. 
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v) Consider the potential for metals and other contaminants contained within sediment to be 
desorbed, dissolved, or otherwise become chemically more or less bioavailable, in areas of 
disturbance and areas of potential sediment deposition. 

e) Develop a construction and sediment management plan. 

i) Detail sediment control measures to be implemented during construction and the expected 
performance standards in relation to these control measures. 

ii) Detail any construction sediment analysis, water quality monitoring programs and habitat 
monitoring proposed and the criteria against which impacts to water quality and receiving aquatic 
habitats will be assessed. 

iii) Consider contingency measures to adapt to variations from predictions, poor performance or 
unforeseen changes during construction. 

f) Detail any post construction monitoring proposed to assess the potential longer term impacts to water 
quality and receiving habitats. 

 

Information relevant to Matter 4 – Management of stormwater for land-based works 

To enable assessment of Matter 4, the following should be addressed in the Major Project Impact Statement: 

a) Provide a stormwater management plan to mitigate the potential for release of entrained sediment and 
contaminants from land-based activities to the Derwent Estuary and any other identified surface water 
bodies. 

b) Detail the results of any soil contamination and acid sulphate soil analysis. If contaminated or acid 
sulphate soils are to be disturbed on land, then detail measures to prevent the release of contaminants 
to stormwater. 

c) Provide a plan of proposed stormwater controls and detail design criteria for control infrastructure 
including design rainfall average recurrence interval for drainage and sediment retention infrastructure. 

 

Information relevant to Matter 5 – Hydrogeological Impacts which may affect groundwater quality at 
receiving environments 

To enable assessment of Matter 5, the following should be addressed in the Major Project Impact Statement: 

a) Provide a conceptual groundwater model for the site indicating local and regional aquifer flows and 
identifying potential impacts of the project on groundwater. 

b) If necessary, mitigation should be proposed for potential impact to receiving environments from 
changed groundwater quality or flow. NB: controls to prevent migration of contaminants to 
groundwater at any storage locations for potentially contaminating materials should be detailed in 
relation to the management of those facilities. 
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Information relevant to Matter 6 – Identification and management of contaminated land and material 

To enable assessment of Matter 6, the following should be addressed in the Major Project Impact Statement: 

a) The location (in three dimensions), volume and properties of potentially contaminated material within 
and near the proposal site (particularly within the Derwent River), which may pose a risk to the 
environment including human health, during the construction and operational phases of the project.   

b) The Contaminated Site Assessment must be conducted by a consultant who holds Site Contamination 
Specialist certification under the Certified Environmental Practitioner Scheme (CEnvP(SC)). 

c) Assessment of contaminated material should include: 

a. A Site History to identify the location and nature of potential contaminated material within and 
near the proposal site. 

b. Detail regarding proposed construction methodology, bridge footprint, extent of disturbance 
and how this may interact with contaminated material. 

c. Analysis of receptors and risk to receptors due to disturbing potentially contaminated material, 
during and after construction (e.g. from scouring of sediment due to altered flow patterns). 

d. Potential consequences of disturbance (i.e. potential impact/risks), and evaluation of their 
significance. 

e. Proposed management/mitigation measures for minimising disturbance during construction and 
long-term use, including monitoring of impacts if relevant. 

f. Reference to relevant legislation and policy. 

d) Describe proposed contamination management measures for construction.   

e) Review the need for a long-term post-construction Contamination Management Plan. 

 

Information relevant to Matter 7 – Identification and management of potential light pollution 

To enable assessment of Matter 7, the following should be addressed in the Major Project Impact Statement: 

a) Identification of potential sources of light pollution and sensitive human and wildlife receptors for both 
the construction and operational phases of the project. 

b) Assessment of construction and operational light pollution should include: 

i) Consideration of existing levels of light. 

ii) Consideration of different types of light pollution, and potential impact on human and wildlife 
receptors, with reference to any relevant guidelines or standards. 

iii) Identify the need or otherwise for construction and operational mitigation measures and strategies. 

iv) Development of construction and operational phase design, management and mitigation strategies 
if required. 
 

 



Assessment Requirement Notice No. 1– New Bridgewater Bridge Major Project  Page 1 of 2 
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Assessment Requirement Notice 
Issued under the Land Use Planning and Approvals Act 1993 

 

I, Wes Ford, Director, Environment Protection Authority, acting in accordance with section 60ZA(1)(b) of the 
Land Use Planning and Approvals Act 1993 (LUPAA), do for the reasons specified in this notice, require that the 
Panel include the matters specified in this notice in the assessment criteria to be determined under section 
60ZM of LUPAA for the New Bridgewater Bridge Major Project (“the Major Project”). 

 

General Reasons for Requirements 

I have considered the Major Project proposal referred to me by the Tasmanian Planning Commission by email 
dated 5 January 2021. The EPA Board’s assessment criteria requirements each address matters that will be 
relevant to the EPA Board’s decision regarding the content of final advice that will be given under section 
60ZZF(1) of LUPAA in regards to the Major Project.  

 

EPA Board Assessment Criteria Requirements 

1. Assessment of potential impact of emissions to air during construction and operation of the proposal 
on the health and amenity of sensitive receptors in the vicinity of the proposed works and new 
infrastructure, including consideration of both dust and vehicle emissions. 

Reason: Air emissions generated during the construction and operational phases of the Project have the 
potential to cause environmental nuisance or environmental harm. 

 

2. Assessment of potential impacts of noise emissions resulting from both construction and operation of 
the proposal on the health and amenity of sensitive receptors in the vicinity of the proposed works and 
new infrastructure, including consideration of vibration. 

Reason: Noise from both construction and operation can lead to environmental nuisance or harm for sensitive 
receptors.  Part 4 of the Environment Protection Policy (Noise) 2009 considers noise from transport 
infrastructure with the aim of achieving an appropriate balance of economic, environmental and social benefits. 

  

3. Assessment of potential water quality impacts of the proposal as a result of the release of sediment and 
associated contaminants during construction, and as a result of any sediment scouring and deposition 
changes post-construction.  

Reason: Changes to water quality as a result of the release of sediment and associated contaminants to the 
water column can cause environmental nuisance or environmental harm through degradation of water quality, 
ecotoxic impacts, and changes to sediment mobilisation and deposition. The State Policy on Water Quality 
Management 1997 sets out principles in relation to the management of pollution discharges to surface waters, 
focusing on protecting identified environmental values through the maintenance and improvement of water 
quality. 
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4. Consideration of the capacity to control stormwater, entrained sediment and contaminant releases to 
waterways from works on land associated with the proposal. 

Reason: The transport of pollutants to receiving surface waters via stormwater has the potential to cause 
environmental nuisance or environmental harm. Consistent with sections 30 and 31 of the State Policy on 
Water Quality Management 1997, stormwater should be managed to minimise off-site impacts to water 
quality. 

 

5. Assessment of the potential for hydrogeological changes and associated impacts to groundwater 
receiving environments arising from construction of the proposal. 

Reason: Changes to groundwater quality or flows have the potential to impact on groundwater beneficial uses 
including groundwater dependent ecosystems and surface water ecosystems receiving groundwater. The State 
Policy on Water Quality Management 1997 sets out principles for the maintenance of groundwater quality in 
relation to potential beneficial uses of groundwater aquifers.  

 

6. Identification and management of contaminated land or material present within the project site. 

Reason: The disturbance of contaminated land/material during construction is likely to cause environmental 
nuisance or harm for sensitive receptors in the vicinity of the bridge construction works. The presence of 
contaminated land/material may also cause ongoing impacts after construction. 

 

7. Identification and management of potential light pollution impacts on sensitive receptors. 

Reason: Lighting required during both construction and operational phases of the Project has the potential to 
cause environmental nuisance or harm to people and wildlife. 

 

 

 

Signed:   

DIRECTOR, ENVIRONMENT PROTECTION AUTHORITY 

 

Date:   4 February 2021 
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