
Department of Planning & Environment – comments on RTS, SSD 7421, 20 Hearne Street, 

Mortdale, 15 February 2017 

The Department has provided a summary below of its items that require further information. 

Numbers correspond to the order of responses in the table in Section 6 of the RTS.  

DPE Issue 
no. 

Unresolved/outstanding issue 

Traffic 

2 Additional information provided in TIA Letter, however the information lacks any 
detail regarding management of trucks at the site entry.  Figure 2 depicts traffic 
controls which are all internal - there are no proposed controls at the entrance to 
avoid conflict with vehicles entering and exiting.  If an exiting truck takes a wide 
berth, an incoming truck would not be able to enter. Further details are required 
regarding management of vehicles entering and leaving the site to avoid queuing 
within the road reserve and traffic safety issues. 

3 A stacking plan has been provided which only shows the stacking of heavy rigid trucks 
on site.  There is no plan showing the stacking of semi-trailers collecting sorted 
materials. There is no indication of how traffic will be controlled at the access way.  In 
particular, how will trucks be directed to the stacking locations.  Further, the stacking 
plan contradicts the internal turning path diagrams with vehicles stacked in areas 
required for manoeuvring. Further clarification is required. 

4 Exiting trucks have been placed in a location which contradicts the stacking plan 
diagrams (see below). This requires amendment. 

 

 
 

  



Waste 

8 No clear indication is provided as to the number of days per year that 24 hour waste 
delivery would be required.  Would night time deliveries occur every day? Where are 
the 60 sites used for disposal?  Is there a main buyer of the recycled product? 

Water 

11 Is there an alarm system to indicate when the leachate sump is full? 

Stockpiles 

12 It is unclear how the information provided addresses this issue. The Department 
requires information regarding the dimensions of the designated stockpile areas of 
the site where unprocessed and processed waste material would be stored. If 10,000 
tonnes of material were to be stored on the site at any one time, would there be 
sufficient space for this? Details of the storage capacity of the site should be provided 
and demonstrated to be adequate. 

Process 

13 The explanation provided is inadequate. Whilst the processing capacity of the 
machinery may be sufficient to process (more than) 300,000 tpa of waste material, 
the Department’s concerns also relate to the size of the site and its ability to support 
this amount of throughput. Provide full details of the method for processing waste 
materials including:  

 unloading procedures and timeframes, especially in relation to the situation 
where the site is fully “stacked” with incoming trucks. How long would it take to 
unload each truck and how would this affect build-up of trucks behind it given 
only one truck can unload at any one time?; 

 storage timeframes;  

 processing timeframes;  

 quality control; 

 outputs; and 

 methods for loading and removal from the site. 
 
In particular, information should be provided regarding the site’s capability to store 
and process the waste received during night time, whilst still receiving more waste 
during the day without excessive build up occurring i.e. there would be no processing 
between 10pm and 6am while, according to Appendix A – TIA letter, 26 truckloads of 
waste are predicted to be delivered in this period, with another 17 truckloads 
between 6am and 7am. 
 
Further details should also be provided regarding the machinery (screens etc) 
proposed for waste separation, as well as the method of conveyance of separated 
products into the material bays prior to removal. 

 



Sheelagh, 
 
I refer to your attached e-mail dated 15th December 2016 below seeking further Council comment 
relating to the amended information lodged for the Waste Resource facility at 20 Hearne Street 
Mortdale. 
 
Council objects to the operation of the facility between 10pm and 6am on the basis of noise impacts 
on nearby residential receivers. 
 
Council objects to the excessive nature of the operation on a site that is of insufficient size to 
accommodate for both the site operation and vehicle queueing without placing an additional truck 
queueing burden on Hearne Street. 
 
From the various addendum reports submitted in response to Council’s initial concerns: 
 
“State Significant Development Application 15_7421 – Response to Submissions Report” 
“Response to Submissions Letter – Traffic Vehicle Movements” prepared by The Transport Planning 
Partnership dated 5 December 2016, TTPP REF 16222 
“Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment” prepared by SLR Consulting Australia Pty Ltd 
 
The following comments are provided:  
 

1. MRV trucks laden with waste for processing enter the site and queue to await an available 
slot for unloading. Semi-trailers/truck and dog enter the site and queue awaiting an available 
slot for the loading of processed waste. The estimated time required for these movements is 
25 minutes (“Response to Submissions Letter – Traffic Vehicle Movements” p 7). While pick 
up is to be limited to “outside of peak” (p7) it is unclear whether this is peak operation of 
the facility (during the middle of the day) or the am and pm peak traffic times. 
 
The vehicle stacking plan “Response to Submissions Letter – Traffic Vehicle Movements” 
Attachment C) conflicts with many of the provided swept path arrangements for 19m 
vehicles indicated in (“Response to Submissions Letter – Traffic Vehicle Movements,” 
Attachment G). The introduction of semi-trailers/truck and dog vehicles into the site has the 
potential to impact on the timing of queueing arrangements within the site which may 
increase the assumed vehicle processing turnover time of 25 minutes (as indicated on page 
7). Any potential conflict between queueing and turning vehicles that leads to vehicle 
queueing on Hearn (or surrounding) streets is not supported. 

 
68 semi-trailer in/out movements are stated to be required per day to “transport waste 
from the Mortdale site to other waste processing facilities…” (“Response to Submissions 
Letter – Traffic Vehicle Movements” page 19). Should 25 minutes be required for these 
vehicle movements (“Response to Submissions Letter – Traffic Vehicle Movements” page 7) 
some conflict of queueing during peak operation will be unavoidable. This would lead to 
vehicle queueing on the surrounding street network and this outcome is not supported.  
 
The 68 required daily pick up movements is highly likely to result is some conflict between 
the large (semi-trailer/truck and dog vehicles) and the smaller drop-off MRV’s as the 
allocated queueing spaces conflict with the required turning circles of the pick-up vehicles. 
This is likely to result in queuing of trucks on Hearne (and surrounding) streets. Council 
strongly objects to this outcome. As vehicle movements and queueing for the proposed 



operation are not likely to be able to be accommodated within the boundaries of the site, 
Council argues that the site is of an insufficient area for the use at the tonnage proposed. 
 

 
2. During after-hours operation (10pm – 6am), processing on site is limited however the 

following noise generating activities are required: 
 
a. Vehicle movements to and from the site; Of greatest concern are the heavily laden semi-

trailer/truck and dog combinations that will require braking at the Hearne 
Street/Boundary Road intersection (directly adjacent to residential receivers), idling 
while giving way and then accelerating from this stopped/idling position. Further noise 
issues are also likely when these heavily laden vehicles are required to accelerate up the 
hill along Boundary Road to the Forest Road intersection. “Noise and Vibration Impact 
Assessment” Table 3 identifies the corner of Boundary Road and Treloar avenue to have 
a maximum Truck pass-by dBA of 60 – 70 however no estimated maximum dBA is 
provided for the likely braking, stopping, idling and acceleration out of the Hearn 
Street/Boundary Road intersection, nor is the gradual up-grade acceleration of semi-
trailers/truck and dog vehicles considered on Boundary Road on the approach to Forest 
Road. These vehicle movements are the most likely to result in negative impacts on 
adjacent residential receivers and must be addressed in the supporting information.  

 
However it is likely that these vehicle movements will generate noise that is greater than 
the assumed truck pass-by (i.e. movements that are presumably already under 
acceleration) reading of  60-70dBA. This is highly likely to affect health and wellbeing in 
accordance with Section 4.1.1 of “Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment”  as “68 trucks 
are estimated to transport waste from the Mortdale site to other waste processing 
facilities per day” (“Response to Submissions Letter – Traffic Vehicle Movements” 
prepared by The Transport Planning Partnership; p19) with these movements scheduled 
to occur during “the later afternoon, night time and early morning.” “Response to 
Submissions Letter – Traffic Vehicle Movements” prepared by The Transport Planning 
Partnership; p19). Even using a conservative linear estimate between the later afternoon 
(4pm) and the early morning (6am) this would result in up to 5 vehicle movements per 
hour at the Hearne St/Boundary Rd intersection. Chapter 4.4.4 of The “Noise and 
Vibration Impact Assessment” prepared by SLR Consulting Australia Pty Ltd (p11) states 
that “one or two noise events per night, with maximum noise levels of 65-70 dBA, are 
not likely to affect health and wellbeing significantly.” From this it is then assumed that 
up to 5 such disturbances per hour during the night is likely to significantly impact on the 
health and wellbeing of residential receivers adjacent to the Hearne Street/Boundary 
Road intersection.  
 
In summary insufficient assessment of the noise impact and noise frequency has been 
provided, especially at the Hearne Street and Boundary Road intersection and on the 
steeper up-grade on Boundary Road approaching Forest Road. On the information 
provided it is likely that the night-time movements of vehicles (especially heavily laden 
semi-trailers/truck and dog combinations) will impact significantly on residential 
receivers adjacent to this intersection and on Boundary Road. As such Council strongly 
objects to the night time (10pm – 6am) operation of the proposal. 

 
b. MRV’s will enter the site and undertake the tipping of waste. The “Noise and Vibration 

Impact Assessment”  recommends that “the loading and unloading of heavy materials 
are addressed within the OEMP with protocols to ensure that such products are handled 



through the use of appropriate plant to minimise vibration” (page 16). It does not 
appear that the OEMP has identified what this “appropriate plant” may be, however it is 
assumed that an excavator would be used to decrease the distance from which concrete 
blocks/bricks would be dropped on to the tipping floor. 

 
The abovementioned operation is identified as resulting in the following LAMax dBA per 

item: 
 

Round trip truck entry dump and exit – 111 dBA 
Volvo ECR145C Excavator – 110dBA 

 
“Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment” prepared by SLR Consulting Australia Pty Ltd, 

Table 6. 
 

The cumulative impact of this noise on-site has not been identified in the “Noise and 
Vibration Impact Assessment.” Council strongly objects to any additional noise on-site 
between 10am and 6pm that would impact (or potentially impact) on the sleeping 
patterns of nearby residential receivers.  

 
In summary, it would appear that the site is of insufficient size to accommodate both site 
operation/vehicle queueing and vehicle movements at the capacity proposed. The supporting 
information also provides insufficient assessment of the impacts of vehicle noise and cumulative 
night-time (10pm – 6am) processing required on site and from the information provided it would 
appear that the proposal will have a significant impact on the health and amenity of nearby 
residences especially on Boundary Road. On this basis Council does not support the current 
proposal.   
 
Regards, 
 
Peter Nelson 
 






















