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Locality Plan 
 

Lot 650 Mcglew Road 

Lower Chittering 

Muchea East Road 
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Locality Plan 
 

Lot 2 Morley Road 

Lower Chittering 

Muchea East Road 

Lot 2 Morley Road 

Citron Way 
Morley Road 
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Attachment 4 - Consultation Plan for proposed revised Development Plan – Lot 2 Morley Road, Lower Chittering 
 

 

 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Note: Properties highlighted yellow were notified and given 21 days to comment. Area highlighted black is land subject to application. 

Muchea East Road 
Citron Way 

Morley Road 
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Schedule of Submissions for proposed revised Development Plan – Lot 2 Morley Road, Lower Chittering 
 
   
Submitter Submitter Comments Officer’s response 
Department of Planning No objection. Noted. 
Ellen Brockman 
Integrated Catchment 
Group 

Do not support Lots 121 and 122 for the following 
reasons: 

- The introduction of changed regulations 
regarding firebreaks would further damage the 
scant remaining vegetation on the lots and 
require fencing across waterways. 

- Salinity is an issue here (tributaries of the 
Marbling Brook) so any further removal will be 
detrimental to an already salinizing freshwater 
creek. 

- It is our strong recommendation that the lots not 
be subdivided to 2ha. This will remove one of the 
battle axe entrances and protect what remaining 
vegetation there is and the waterways. 

 
 

• This is noted. 
 
 
 

• Noted. 
 
 
 

• This is noted.  

   
Public Submission 1 - Reducing the lot size will increase the number of 

driveways onto Morley Rd. We feel that this 
would significantly increase traffic and increase 
the risk of an accident as these lots are close to 
the intersection of Muchea East Rd and Morley 
Rd and the new intersection of Citron Way and 
Morley Rd into the estate. We believe that the 
speed limit on Morley Rd is still at 110km/h. 

- These lots are on a significant slope. We believe 
that the increased number of required firebreaks 
will increase the risk if land degradation. 

• This is noted. It is considered the increase in lots would not 
‘significantly’ increase traffic as the application proposes an 
additional four (4) lots. 

 
 
 
 
 

• This is noted.  
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- In the event that lots are sold to horse owners or 
owners of any hard hoofed animal, we believe 
that this will also increase the risk of land 
degradation and erosion if not managed 
correctly. 

- Any increased water runoff from these lots has 
the potential of contaminating the creek that 
runs along Morley Rd which is a tributary to the 
Brockman River. 

- We have also noticed a significant increase in the 
use of off road motor bikes both on Morley Rd 
and in the surrounding estates. The constant 
noise of these motor bikes eventually has a huge 
impact on one’s wellbeing. We were recently 
abused by some motorbike riders who we had 
asked to get off our property after they had 
taken it upon themselves to use our property as a 
track. We feel that increasing the number of lots 
will have the potential of compounding this 
problem which seems to be an already out of 
control situation. 

- An increased number of lots has an impact on 
local resources and the environment eg. Landfill, 
introduction of more dogs with the possibility of 
barking and dog attacks on stock, cats straying 
with an impact on native birds, frogs and the 
local longneck turtles which frequent the creek. 

- Whilst we understand that development of the 
Lower Chittering area is inevitable, we hope that 
the Shire would consider options that have 
minimal impact on the environment and preserve 
the beauty of the area when considering 
development opportunities. We believe that the 

• This is noted. Stocking of grazing animals is determined by 
area and not determined on a per lot basis, therefore the 
reduction in lot sizes should not alter the number of 
grazing animals to be kept. 

 
• This is noted. The natural runoff will remain the same as 

the gradient of the land is not significantly altered as a 
result of subdivision. All stormwater is to be maintained on 
site and likely directed to rain water tanks. 
 

• This is noted.  The use of motor bikes can’t be directly 
associated with the proposed modification to the 
Development Plan of reducing lot sizes.   
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

• Noted.  
 
 
 
 
 

• This is noted. The environmental implications of any 
proposal is considered and assessed against the 
requirements of the relevant legislation. The creek lines 
and areas of revegetation have been implemented on the 
Development Plan to assist in the protection of the 
landscape values. 
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reduction in size of these lots to 2ha would have 
a detrimental effect on the environment. 
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Locality Plan 

 

Lot 713/2929 (RN 299) Brand Highway 

Muchea 

Chittering Street 
Subject Property 

Brand Highway 
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MINUTES FOR ORDINARY MEETING OF COUNCIL 

WEDNESDAY, 20 MARCH 2013 
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Cr Norton declared an impartiality interest in item 9.1.9 as she is a friend of the Environmental 
Consultant. 
 

9.1.9 Proposed change of use – Lot 713/2929 (RN 299) Brand Highway, Muchea* 

Applicant Whitestone Quarries Pty Ltd 
File ref A5006; P171/12 
Prepared by Brendan Jeans, Senior Planning Officer 
Supervised by Azhar Awang, Executive Manager Development Services 
Voting requirements Simple majority 
Documents tabled Nil 
Attachments 1.  Locality Plan 
 2.  Application Report 
 3.  Applicant’s preamble to submissions 
 4.  Consultation Plan and Schedule of Submissions 
 5.  Applicants amended planning application 
 6.  Traffic Impact Statement (TIS) 
 
Background 
Council’s consideration is required for a proposed change of use for ‘Transport Depot’, ‘Office’ and 
‘Industry-rural’ at Lot 713/2929 (RN 299) Brand Highway, Muchea. 
 
Lot L713/2929 Brand Highway is 64.8hectares and adjoins to the north of the Muchea Townsite, bound by 
Chittering Street, Energy Place and Brand Highway.  The property currently contains a dwelling and 
outbuildings and has been generally used for extensive agricultural purposes i.e. grazing. 
 
The owner of the property, trading as Whitestone Quarries WA Pty Ltd, operates extractive industries 
within the Shires of Mukinbudin and Mt Marshall, Western Australia.  The initial planning application 
outlined that the owner was to transport the processed material, referred to as Whitestone, from the 
owner’s quarry sites to Lot 713/2929 Brand Highway, Muchea.  The Whitestone product is utilised as 
concrete aggregate, landscape supplies and decorative stone supplies.  Amendments mentioned below 
remove this proposed use. 
 
The application proposes more than one use on Lot 713/2929 Brand Highway, Muchea.  The application 
report and correspondence from the proponent provides differing information however it is understood 
that the initial proposed developments on the property subject to this application include: 
(a) Industry-Rural 
(b) Warehouse 
(c) Landscape Supplies 
(d) Transport Depot 
 
The application report mentions a number of developments which shall occur should approval be granted 
for the uses i.e. haulage road, hardstand area.  The physical developments on site, which would require 
planning approval and building permits, such as the sheds, office etc. would require to be assessed as a 
separate application with all the relevant information provided and is subject to Council’s support of this 
application. 
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MINUTES FOR ORDINARY MEETING OF COUNCIL 

WEDNESDAY, 20 MARCH 2013 
 

 

 
SYNERGY REF:  13/02/29; N131157 Page 36  

 
 

Following the consultation period, the Applicant proposed amendments to the application in an attempt to 
address the concerns raised in the submissions.  The amendments include: 
(a) Remove the use of Chittering Street for any access and egress. 
(b) Clarify the use of the transport depot on the property to be for Whitestone Quarries WA Pty Ltd 

only in conjunction with the on-site operations. 
 
On 6 February 2013 the Applicant proposed more significant amendments to the planning application 
(attachment 5). The proposed amendments include removing ‘Landscape Supplies’, removing heavy 
haulage vehicles and altering access to the existing driveway to Brand Highway.  This amendment was 
made to enable the application to proceed. 
 
To clarify the planning application, with final amendments, proposes the following: 
• To use Lot 2929 for the storage and maintenance of commercial vehicles and equipment associated 

with transport and excavation operations by the owner; 
• To use the existing driveway access of Lot 2929 to Brand Highway for ‘As of Right’ vehicles only; 
• To construct a hardstand area for the parking and storage of commercial vehicles and equipment; 
• To construct a workshop and storage shed for the purpose of the maintenance and storage of 

equipment and vehicles; 
• To construct an office for administration purposes of operations on the property 
 
Consultation 
The application was advertised in accordance with Clause 9.4 of the Shire of Chittering Town Planning 
Scheme No 6.  Advertising commenced 5 September 2012 for a period of twenty-one (21) days. 
 
The Schedule of Submissions has been attached to this report. 
 
Council should note the Applicant responded to the submissions in the Schedule on 24 October 2012. Since 
this the following has occurred: 
• Applicant obtained relevant permit for access over Dampier to Bunbury Natural Gas Pipeline 

(DBNGP); 
• Main Roads advised ‘acceptance in principle’ for Traffic Impact Statement (TIS) for proposed new 

access; 
• Applicant amended the planning application (as attached) which removes the proposed uses of 

‘Warehouse’ and ‘Landscape Supplies’ and proposes to use existing driveway for access for ‘As of 
Right’ vehicles. 

 
Statutory Environment 
Planning and Development Act 2005 
 
Shire of Chittering Town Planning Scheme No 6 
The subject property is zoned ‘Agricultural Resource’.  The objectives of this zone are: 

(a) To preserve productive land suitable for grazing, cropping and intensive horticulture and 
other compatible productive rural uses in a sustainable manner; 

(b) To protect the landform and landscape values of the district against despoliation and 
land degradation; 

(c) To encourage intensive agriculture and associated tourist facilities, where appropriate; 
(d) To allow for the extraction of basic raw materials where it is environmentally and socially 

acceptable. 
 
The subject property is located within the ‘Water Prone Area – Ellen Brook Palusplain’ Special Control Area 
outlined in Clause 6.3 of the Scheme. 
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6.3  WATER PRONE AREA – ELLEN BROOK PALUSPLAIN  

6.3.1 Land subject to Inundation or flooding are delineated on the Scheme Map.  Planning 
Approval is required for any development within the Special Control Area.  

6.3.2 Purpose  
(a) To manage development in areas where there is high risk of inundation so as to 

protect people and property from undue damage and where there is a potential 
risk to human health.  

(b) To preclude development and the use of land which may increase the amount of 
nutrients from entering the surface and/or sub-surface water systems.  

(c) To ensure that wetland environmental values and ecological integrity are 
preserved and mentioned.  

6.3.3 Planning Requirements  
The Local Government will impose conditions on any Planning Approval relating to-  
(a) the construction and occupation of any dwelling or outbuilding;  
(b) the type of effluent disposal system used in this area shall be high performance 

with bacterial and nutrient stripping capabilities to the specifications of Council 
and the Health Department and shall be located in a position determined by 
Council.;  

(c) minimum floor levels for any building above the highest known water levels;  
(d) any land use that may contribute to the degradation of the surface or sub-surface 

water quality.  
(e) no development other than for conservation purposes will be permitted within 30 

metres of any natural water body;  
(f) damming, draining or other developments which may alter the natural flow of 

surface water will not be permitted unless such works are part of an approved 
Catchment Management Plan.  

6.3.4 Relevant Considerations  
In considering applications for Planning Approval, the Local Government shall have 
regard to-  
(a) the likely impact on the health and welfare of future occupants;  
(b) the proposed activities for the land and their potential increase in the risk of 

causing an increase in nutrients entering the water regimes;  
(c) any provision or recommendation from any Catchment Management Plan.  
(d) the likely impact on any wetland;  
(e) buffer distances from any wetland.  

6.3.5 Referral of Applications for Planning Approval  
The Local Government may refer any Application for Planning Approval or any 
amendment to vary a Special Control Area boundary to any relevant authority or 
community organisation. 

 
The application including the final amendments, proposes the following uses, defined in Schedule 1 and 
listed in Schedule 2 of the Scheme: 
Industry-Rural Means- 

1. An industry handling, treating, processing or packing rural products; or 
2. A workshop servicing plant or equipment used for rural purposes. 

 
An ‘Industry-Rural’ use is an ‘A’ use on ‘Agricultural Resource’ zoned land in the Zoning Table. 
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Transport Depot Means premises used for the garaging of two (2) or more motor vehicles, used or 
intended to be used for carrying of goods or persons for hire or reward, or for the 
transfer of goods or persons, and includes maintenance and repair of the vehicles, used 
but not for other vehicles. 

 
A ‘Transport Depot’ use is an ‘A’ use on ‘Agricultural Resource’ zoned land in the Zoning Table. 
 
Policy Implications 
EPA Guidance Statement No 3 – Separation Distances between Industrial and Sensitive Land Uses 
EPA Guidance Statement No 3 outlines the generic buffers between Industrial Land Uses and Sensitive Land 
Uses.  The document stipulates a 200m buffer for ‘Transport vehicles depot’. It is considered the proposed 
hardstand area constructed for the transport depot use meets this buffer requirement. 
 
Local Planning Policy No 2 – Muchea Village 
Lot 2929 Brand Highway is one of the properties nominated in the System 6 Conservation Reserve for 
future protection.  As Section 3.5 of the Policy states, the property has been ‘nominated’ for conservation 
in the future for its importance as mound springs and associated flora including sundew, blog clubmoss and 
an unusual liverwort. 
 
Financial Implications  
It is considered the proposal will not have financial implications on Council. 
 
Strategic Implications 
Shire of Chittering Local Planning Strategy 2001-2015 
Lot 2929 Brand Highway is located within the ‘Ellen Brook Palusplain’, which is further identified and 
addressed in the Strategy: 

6.4.2 Aims 
• To protect and enhance the rivers, lesser flow lines and wetlands as a measure to 

arrest land degradation and improve water quality with appropriate buffer 
widths determined using biophysical criteria; 

• To include the recommendation of the Ellen Brook Integrated Catchment Plan as 
to land uses and nutrient control by encouraging improved land management 
practices; 

• To prohibit any non-agricultural development which may contribute to pollution 
of the surface water or sub-surface water regimes; 

• To apply the recommendations for the Ellen Brook Catchment Management Plan 
to achieve the objectives and liaise with relevant agencies for any applications 
for development or change of land use. 

 
It is considered the broad issues outlined in Section 7.0 of the Strategy are relevant to the proposal. 
 
Due to the subject property being zoned ‘Agricultural Resource’; Section 8.8 of the Strategy outlines the 
aims of the zone and applies to this application. 
 
Section 10.0 of the Strategy makes reference to the Special Control Areas identified on the Scheme Maps, 
with the subject property being situated within the Water Prone Area – Ellen Brook Palusplain Special 
Control Area. 
 
Site Inspection 
Site inspection undertaken:  Yes 
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On 9 November 2012 a site meeting was held at Lot 2929 Brand Highway.  The following people were 
present: 
• Bill McSharer (Landowner’s advisor/Applicant) 
• Terry Chisolm (Landowner) 
• Leonie Noble (Landowner) 
• Phil Bellamy (Environmental Consultant) 
• Gary Tuffin 
• Azhar Awang 
• Brendan Jeans 
• Cr Douglas 
• Cr Hawes 
• Cr Norton 
• Cr Clarke 
 
The purpose of the meeting was for the applicant to discuss the proposal to Councillors and discuss any 
concerns raised by the public and from the Councillors. 
 
On 10 December 2012 another site meeting was held with Main Roads present to discuss the proposed 
access.  At this meeting it was understood that the Applicant was required to submit a TIS to Main Roads 
for assessment of the proposed access and that Council would not make a determination until formal Main 
Roads approval for the access was obtained. 
 
Triple Bottom Line Assessment 
Economic implications 
The proposal may provide for local employment.  Submissions from the consultation period indicate 
property values may devalue as a result of the proposal. 

 
Social implications 
A number of public submissions were made during the consultation period, with particular concerns made 
by landowners fronting Chittering Street adjoining the subject property.  The concerns raised included likely 
decrease in property values, unsightliness, dust, noise pollution, traffic safety and water contamination. 

 
Environmental implications 
The submissions received from the relevant agencies and current Council documentation indicates the 
property contains an important watercourse to the Ellen Brook Catchment and Gingin Brook.  Council 
documentation identifies the property to contain wetlands with System 6 classification however the 
Chittering Landcare Group have confirmed the property contains significant wetlands and watercourse but 
is not classified as System 6. 
 
Comment 
Town Planning Scheme No 6 
The amendment to the planning application on 6 Feb 2013 removed two (2) of the uses initially proposed.  
The amendment removed the use of the property to transport, store and distribute crushed rock material.  
 
It is considered the objective of the zone ‘to protect the landform and landscape values of the district 
against despoliation and land degradation’ is met by the requirement of a Revegetation Management Plan 
and the requirement to construct hardstand materials of adequate standard for both dust and runoff.  It is 
considered the amendments to the planning application have greatly reduced any impacts on the 
landscape values. 
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• Clause 6.3.2 being the purpose of the Water Prone Area of the Ellen Brook Palusplain ‘to 
preclude development and the use of land which may increase the amount of nutrients 
from entering the surface and/or sub-surface water systems’ (b).  And ‘to ensure that 
wetland environmental values and ecological integrity are preserved and mentioned’ (c). 

 
The proposed use of the land will likely increase nutrient export from what would occur now with 
agricultural operations.  The requirements set out in the Officer’s Recommendation, including a Catchment 
Management Plan, are considered to address the purpose of this clause. 
 
 

• Clause 6.3.3, relating to conditions Council may impose, (d) ‘any land use that may 
contribute to the degradation of the surface or sub-surface water quality’. (f) ‘damming, 
draining or other developments which may alter the natural flow of surface water will 
not be permitted unless such works are part of an approved Catchment Management 
Plan’. 

 
The Officer’s Recommendation requires a Catchment Management Plan to address how the proposed uses 
and development will not impact on the degradation of the surface or sub-surface water quality.  
 
 

• Clause 6.3.4, relating to relevant considerations by Council, (b) ‘the proposed activities 
for the land and their potential increase in the risk of causing an increase in nutrients 
entering the water regimes’. (c) ‘any provision or recommendation from any Catchment 
Management Plan’. (d) ‘the likely impact on any wetland’. 

 
As mentioned above, it is considered the application does not address the risk of nutrient export, the 
implementation of a Catchment Management Plan and the likely impact on any wetland.  
 
 
The Office depicted on the site plan shall be determined in a separate application.  An ‘Office’ use in the 
Scheme is an ‘X’ use.  It is considered the office is ancillary to the predominant land use, being used in 
conjunction with the operations on the property, and may be supported subject to further assessment. 
When the applicant provides more detailed plans of the building, the Office can be assessed. 
 
Local Planning Strategy 
The relevant sections of the Strategy to this application mostly relate to the surface and sub-surface water 
catchment of the area due to flooding.  As mentioned earlier the property is located within the Ellen Brook 
Palusplain Geographic Unit.  The aims of the Ellen Brook Palusplain, listed below, require to be addressed in 
the application: 

• To protect and enhance the rivers, lesser flow lines and wetlands as a measure to arrest 
land degradation and improve water quality with appropriate buffer widths determined 
using biophysical criteria; 

• To include the recommendation of the Ellen Brook Integrated Catchment Plan as to land 
uses and nutrient control by encouraging improved land management practices; 

• To prohibit any non-agricultural development which may contribute to pollution of the 
surface water or sub-surface water regimes; 

• To apply the recommendations for the Ellen Brook Catchment Management Plan to 
achieve the objectives and liaise with relevant agencies for any applications for 
development or change of land use. 
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It is considered the proposed land uses may contribute to pollution of the surface water or sub-surface 
water catchments.  Conditions of approval to construct hydrocarbon separation ponds and similar has been 
consistently applied to approvals for Transport Depots.  It is considered the same could be applied to this 
development.  
 
Submissions 
As mentioned above, the submissions received during the consultation period raised a number of concerns 
from adjoining and nearby residents in Muchea.  To summarise, the main concerns include: 
• Likely constant noise associated with operations impacting on quiet lifestyle; 
• Unsightly view of the industrial operations; 
• 7 day week operation; 
• Safety of Chittering Street due to the increase in traffic; and 
• Impact of proposal on System 6 land. 
 
A late submission was received from Main Roads.  The submission stated that Main Roads did not support 
the proposed access to Brand Highway and the applicant may obtain access from Energy Place or Chittering 
Street.  It is recommended that Council support the proposal once an approved design for access from 
Main Roads is provided.  
 
The Applicant proposed some minor amendments to the original proposal (attachment 2) as a result of the 
submissions.  The proposed amendments include clarifying the proposed Transport Depot use by limiting 
operations only associated with the owner’s business.  A further amendment was to remove the use of 
Chittering Street.  The Applicant also wishes to establish a ‘surface water’ bore and tank for the use of dust 
suppression and fire fighting purposes. 
 
As mentioned in the ‘Consultation’ section of the report, the Applicant proposed significant amendments to 
the initial application advertised to the public and agencies.  It is considered the amendment of the 
planning application reduces the intensity of development on the site and must be considered in addition 
to the Schedule of Submissions attachment. 
 
Noise 
The impact of noise on local residents is considered to be a major concern.  This is evident from: 
• The submissions received from adjoining landowners; 
• The proposed operation time for the heavy haulage operations being 7am to 7pm, 7 days a week; 
• Lot 2929 is relatively ‘open’ and not shielded from adjoining Townsite landowners; 
• The proposal involves noisy operations i.e. dumping of rock materials and machinery 
 
The Applicant has advised that all noise emitted from operations will not leave the property and that the 
tree planting proposed will aid in minimising noise.  Further to this the amendments made to the planning 
application to remove the transport, storage and handling of rock material will likely reduce noise issues 
significantly. 
 
Dust 
It has been noted that the applicant proposes to use water from a bore as a dust suppressant to minimise 
dust emissions.  The potential for dust has been reduced with the removal of the ‘Landscape Supplies’ and 
‘Warehouse’ involving the transport and handling of crushed rock material. Comments from Department of 
Water suggest it is unlikely a licence to take groundwater will be issued as the aquifers have reached their 
sustainable limits. 
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It is recommended the Applicant use materials for the access roads and hardstand areas which will 
minimise dust and that any activity which causes a dust nuisance, be ceased or supressed.  
 
Environmental Impact 
As a result of the amended planning application to remove the transport and storage of rock material the 
intensity of the use of the land is likely to be reduced.  The application presented for Council approval 
proposes a transport depot and a rural industry use on the land. It is considered the main environmental 
concern to be possible contamination and interference of the waterways and wetlands. The Officer’s 
Recommendation addresses these issues by requiring a Catchment Management Plan and hardstand areas 
to be appropriately constructed to catch hydrocarbons. 
 
Dampier to Bunbury Natural Gas Pipeline (DBNGP) 
It is evident that the DBNGP dissects the property. As advised by DBNGP Pty Ltd in their submission, the 
Dampier to Bunbury Pipeline Act 1997 requires a Section 41 approval for access to/over the DBNGP 
corridor.  
 
On 8 February 2013 a Permit was issued by the Department of Regional Development and Lands, due to 
expire 13 March 2013.  The Department have advised the expiry date can be extended at request by the 
applicant. 
 
Buffer requirements 
As mentioned earlier in the report and advice from the Department of Environment and Conservation, EPA 
Guidance Statement No 3 stipulates a generic separation distance of 200m for a transport depot. This 200m 
distance applies to the location of the transport depot use from a sensitive land use, which includes 
residences.  The application does not designate a specific site for the transport depot use but does make 
note on the proposed site plan of hard stand and parking area.  It is recommended the 200m buffer be 
established and maintained. 
 
Access 
The initial planning application submitted to the Shire proposed a new access to Brand Highway, located in 
the centre of the property.  Main Roads advised the requirement of a Traffic Impact Statement (TIS) to be 
made by the applicant for the access to be assessed.  The Applicant amended the planning application to 
use the existing driveway access to Brand Highway and removed the use of heavy haulage vehicles; 
proposing ‘As of Right’ vehicles only.  This amended proposal has been forwarded to Main Roads.  Main 
Roads responded advising until an assessment and determination is made on the TIS for the initial access 
proposal, no comment will be made in respect to the amended access proposal. 
 
On 5 March 2013 Main Roads emailed the Shire advising the TIS submitted by the Applicant has been 
‘accepted in principle’ subject to: 

1. The traffic generation in reality not deviating from that proposed by type, configuration, 
frequency and/or nominated time periods. 

2. No alteration or change of land use such as sub-division. 
3. Sighting and approving the widening details on Brand Highway. 
4. Any works on the highway subject to a formal application. 
5. All associated works is the cost and responsibility of the development proponent.   

 
Concluding comments 
The planning application initially proposed a transport depot, landscape supplies, warehouse and rural 
industry.  Following advertising and further consultation the application has been amended.  It is believed 
the amendments address a number of the concerns raised in the submission period and provide a less 
intense proposed development of the land.  
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OFFICER RECOMMENDATION / COUNCIL RESOLUTION - 110313 
Moved Cr Clarke / Seconded Cr Norton 
That Council: 
1. SUPPORT the proposed Industry-Rural and Transport Depot at Lot L713/2929 (RN 299) Brand 

Highway, Muchea subject to the following condition: 
(a) Applicant submit a scale survey site plan depicting proposed access, earthworks, hardstand 

areas, building structures, buffer areas and any development associated with the application 
to the satisfaction of the Chief Executive Officer. 

 
2. Upon completion of 1(a) above, delegates authority to the Chief Executive Officer to GRANT 

Planning Approval for the proposed Industry-Rural and Transport Depot at Lot L713/2929 (RN 299) 
Brand Highway, Muchea subject to the following conditions: 
(a) The approval is limited to the storage, parking and maintenance of vehicles and equipment 

used for rural purposes associated with Whitestone Quarries Pty Ltd; 
(b) Applicant shall comply with Permit S41_825 issued by DBNGP. 
(c) Applicant shall comply with Main Roads requirements for access to Brand Highway. 
(d) Traffic generation shall be in accordance with Traffic Impact Statement dated 1 March 2013. 
(e) No access from Chittering Street and Energy Place. 
(f) All building structures require a separate application for planning approval. 
(g) Applicant shall submit a Catchment Management Plan to the satisfaction of the Chief 

Executive Officer. 
(h) Applicant shall establish and maintain vegetation screening within six (6) months of the date 

of this approval. 
(i) Applicant shall submit a Revegetation Management Plan to the satisfaction of the Chief 

Executive Officer which includes the revegetation of waterways and maintenance of 
vegetation screening.  

(j) Transport Depot, access roads and hardstand areas shall be bitumen sealed and drained to 
catch hydrocarbons to the satisfaction of the Chief Executive Officer. 

(k) Transport Depot and hardstand areas shall be setback 30m from lot boundaries and 100m 
from Brand Highway. 

(l) Evidence is provided to Council to the satisfaction of the Chief Executive Officer that the 
Transport Depot and any parking of vehicles and equipment is located a minimum distance 
of 200m from the southern Townsite lot boundaries. 

(m) The development shall comply with the Environmental Protection (Noise) Regulations 1997. 
(n) Any servicing of plant and equipment shall be carried out within a confined concrete floor 

such as a shed, and such area shall have sufficient bunding and spill trays to minimise the 
impact from any spills as a result of onsite servicing. 

(o) Any further developments and/or amendments shall be the subject of subsequent planning 
applications/approvals. 

(p) If the development (the subject of this approval) is not substantially commenced within a 
period of two (2) years, or such other period as specified in the approval after the date of the 
determination, the approval shall lapse and be of no further effect. 

(q) Where an approval has so lapsed, no development shall be carried out without the further 
approval of the local government having first been sought and obtained. 

 
Advice Notes: 
1. The Applicant has a right of review to the State Administrative Tribunal should the Applicant be 

aggrieved by Council’s decision.  Such a review should be lodged to the State Administrative Tribunal 
within twenty-eight (28) days of Council’s decision. 

2. Should the Applicant wish to undertake Landscape Supplies and Warehouse, prior Council approval 
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shall be required.  
3. A 11/17/21A permit from Department of Water will be required to interfere or obstruct the bed and 

banks of a watercourse, including the proposed road crossings. 
4. In regards to condition 2(b), the Applicant shall maintain a current Permit approval at all times as 

required by the Department for Regional Development and Lands. 
5. In regards to 2(f) and 2(o), all of the conditions of this approval must be complied with and evidence of 

this provided to Council prior to the determination of any further development and/or planning 
application for the site, i.e. shed construction.   

 
THE MOTION WAS PUT AND DECLARED CARRIED 6/0 
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ABN:- 75 151 434 883  

WHITESTONE QUARRIES WA PTY LTD 
PO Box 81, Mukinbudin, WA 6479 or 
PO Box 20 Muchea, WA 6501 
Ph:  0428 948 340  Terry 
Ph:  0417 175 960  Leonie 
e-mail: Winchester.quarry@bigpond.com 
 

 

30th October 2012 

                                                                                                                     Your ref: Splan 19/03/0003, A5006 01233282 

                                                                                                                                                                    Original by Mail 

Att: Mr Azhar Awang 
Executive Manager Development Services 
Shire of Chittering 
6177 Great Northern Hwy 
Bindoon WA 6502 
 
RE: Lot 2929 (RN 299) Brand Highway, Muchea (Response to Public Comment) 
 
Dear Sir, 
 
In relation to Whitestone Quarries WA Pty Ltd (Whitestone) “Application for Planning Approval” before the 
Shire of Chittering, please find Whitestone’s response to the issues raised by the public consultation process. 
 
The response is divided into three parts, being: 
 

• General issues covered within this preamble. 
and 

• Environmental group (Chittering Landcare) and Statutory Authorities. 
and 

• Ratepayers and or residents of Muchea. 
 
Preamble: 
 
The area of land at 2929 (RN299) Brand Highway Muchea, (the Location) is within the Shire of Chittering. 
 
The Zoning and thus the Land use is managed pursuant to the provisions of the Shire of Chittering Town 
Planning Scheme No 6.  
 
By Schedule 2 of the Zoning Table, 2929 Brand Highway, is zoned “Agricultural Resource” (AR).  
 
The Building envelope, (net area of land for development including deduction for setbacks) is: 
 

• Section “A” 438,049 m2, (area of land available for development to the East of the easement). 
 

• Section “B” 89,642 m2, (area of land available for development to the West of the easement).   
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The Shire of Chittering Town Planning Scheme No 6, (TPS) identifies 4 (four) activities upon the land which the 
Shire of Chittering may approve, they are: 
 

• Industry – Rural    Permitted (AR)   Class “D”. 
• Landscape Supplies   Permitted (AR)   Class “A”. 
• Transport Depot    Permitted (AR)   Class “A”. 
• Warehouse    Permitted (AR)   Class “D”. 

 
The TPS defines the meanings attributed to the above activities, they are: 
 
Schedule 1 General Definition TPS: 
 
Industry-Rural:                 means – at (b), a workshop servicing plant or equipment used for rural purpose. 
 
Landscape Supplies: means - premises used for the storage and sale of items such as wood chips, logs, 

rocks, sand, stone and other such materials. 
 
Transport Depot: means – premises used for the garaging of two (2) or more motor vehicles, used or 

intended to be used for carrying of goods or persons for hire or reward, or for the 
transfer of goods or persons, and includes maintenance and repair of the vehicles, 
used but not for other vehicles.  

 
Warehouse:  means – premises used to store or display goods and may include sale by wholesale. 
 
The TPS Class Requirements TPS: 
 
Class “D” used under the Shires TPS is that which means, that the use is not permitted unless the Local 
Government (the Shire) has exercised its discretion by granting Planning Approval. 
 
Class “A” used under the Shires TPS is that which means, that the use is not permitted unless the Local 
Government (the Shire) has exercised its discretion by granting Planning Approval after giving special notice in 
accordance with clause 9.4. 
 
Section 9.4 of the Shires TPS relates to a requirement by the Shire to, “Advertising of Applications” for a period 
of 14 days inviting public comment from parties who may be affected by the proposed development.  
 
The Application: 
 
The application envisages the development of Lot 2929 Brand Hwy by establishing: 
 

1. Hardstand area.  
2. Landscape supplies. 
3. Storage sheds. 
4. Workshop / Weighbridge and Office Administration.  

and 
5. Internal Road running east/west. 
6. General traffic areas west of gas pipeline easement.  

 
When read in the context of Planning Application, items 1-6 above are permitted activities by the TPS on land 
zoned “Agricultural Resource”. 

 
The development set out in items 1-4 above is to the west of the Gas Pipeline Easement. 
 
The development set out in item 5 above represents construction of the internal road from Brand Hwy to the 
Gas Pipeline Easement located at the western end of Lot 2929. 
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It is available to the Shire of Chittering to determine the proposed activities by Whitestone on Lot 2929 Brand 
Hwy are compliant with the zoning and general definitions contained within the TPS for land zoned 
“Agricultural Resource” 
 
It is also available for the Shire of Chittering to determine the activities envisaged by the Whitestone Planning 
Application are fully compliant with the Shire of Chittering strategic intent of sustainable peri-urban 
development which in consequence fosters employment opportunities within the local community. 
 
Amendments to the Application for Planning Approval: 
 
Whitestone proposed the following amendments to the Application for Planning Approval: 
 

• Under the definition of “Transport Depot” remove the words:  “for carrying of goods or persons for 
hire or reward, or for the transfer of goods or persons”, and add the words “for the business of 
Whitestone and or associated entities”. 

 
Therefore, the definition reads and means:  
               

“premises used for the garaging of two (2) or more motor 
vehicles, used or intended to be used in the business of 
Whitestone and or associated entities and includes maintenance 
and repair of the vehicles, used but not for other vehicles”. 

 
• Remove all reference or intent of Whitestone to access or egress Lot 2929 Brand Highway via 

Chittering Rd. Add, all access or egress to Lot 2929 Brand Highway will be by the internal central road 
traversing directly from Brand Highway to the western end of Lot 2929 Brand Highway. 

 
• Establish a “surface water” bore and associated storage tank for the: 

 
o Access to dust suppression agent (water) for construction and development. 

and 
o Provision of additional water to compliment Fire Fighting Capacity. 

 
Whitestone propose these amendments to address the concerns of the ratepayers and residents of Muchea.  
 
Whitestone does not accept that the ratepayers and residents’ concerns are correct and proceed to undertake 
the Planning Application in accordance with the Shire of Chittering’s TPS. 

 
All relevant approvals for the establishment of a bore will be obtained and provided to the Shire of Chittering 
as part of the development process. 
 
Whitestone supports the incorporation of these amendments as a condition of Planning Approval by the Shire 
of Chittering. 
 
General Comment:    
 
On Tuesday evening the 18th September 2012, Mr T. D. Chisholm and Mr W.B.McSharer attended an informal 
meeting of ratepayers and residents, Town of Muchea, to discuss and explain Whitestone’s Planning 
Application and development upon Lot 2929 Brand Highway, Muchea. 
 
It was evident from the discussions that the ratepayers and residents had no understanding or alternatively, 
“chose to ignore” the Shire of Chittering’s (which the ratepayers elected and empowered) provisions within 
the TPS and were only interested in pursuing their own self-serving / self-interest as driven by their personal 
agendas. 
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  WHITESTONE QUARRIES WA PTY LTD   
Trading As:-WHITESTONE QUARRIES WA  

ABN:- 75 151 434 883  

The concepts of “we support development, as long as it is not in our back yard” and “no development at all 
next to us” and “we came to Muchea 30 years ago and don’t want any change” denies the reality of the Shire 
of Chittering’s Strategic Plan to guide future community opportunities and values balanced with State 
Government and Shire of Chittering objectives for a peri-urban area. 
 
The only development acceptable to the adjoining ratepayers and residents to Lot 2929 Brand Highway is “no 
development at all, whatever it is”. This is the predominant and prevailing view of the ratepayers and 
residents of Muchea notwithstanding the Shire of Chittering’s adoption of the TPS as a guide to the future. 
 
Should you have any further enquiries regarding the above, please contact Bill McSharer on 0447733372 or 
b.mcsharer@westnet.com.au  
 
Yours Sincerely 
 
 
P.P. W.B.McSharer 
 
 
T.D. Chisholm 
For and on behalf of  
Whitestone Quarries WA Pty Ltd 
Director 
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Attachment 4 – Consultation Plan 

 

Note: Properties highlighted in yellow were notified and given 21 days to respond. 
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Name Submission Comments Applicant Response Comments Officer Response Comments 
    
Ellen Brockman Integrated 
Catchment Group 
(Chittering Landcare 
Group) 

• Proposal has noted the advice given by the Landcare 
Centre that the soils are unsuitable for septic systems and 
owner will not be installing a septic system. 
 

• There are no System 6 (conservation reserves) on this 
property. If the proponent is referring to the category of 
multiple use wetland – a listing which covers most of the 
site, this is covered under the Wetlands of the Swan 
Coastal Plain. 
 

• General advice for a multiple category wetland is ‘to use, 
develop and manage wetlands in the context of water, 
town and environmental planning’. 

 
 

• Landcare would recommend the waterways be fenced at a 
distance of 20 metres from the centreline of the waterway 
and revegetated with a mix of species at a density of 10 
000 stems per hectare, which could be further covered if 
the proponent requests a revegetation plan. 

(Attached advice letter) 

• As provided to the Landcare Centre for their 
comment on the proposed development 
septic systems will not be installed. 
 

• The proponent is aware of the requirements 
of the Wetlands of the Swan Coastal Plains 
and no planned development will breach 
those conditions. 
 
 

• The regeneration of the wetlands has been 
discussed with the Landcare Centre and this 
group will be consulted in the context of the 
development and wetlands conservation. 
 

• A Revegetation Management Plan for the 
site has been and is the intent of the 
proponent. 
 
 

• Noted. 
 
 
 

• Noted. It is understood the System 6 
classification was identified on the Shire’s 
Local Planning Strategy and Local Planning 
Policy No. 2 for future protection but is not 
registered as a System 6 site. 
 

• Noted. 
 

 
 
 

• This is noted and recommended in the 
Officer’s Recommendation of the Agenda 
Report. 

    
Department of Water The Department is unable to support the proposed development 

and provides the following advice: 
• Waterways Protection. 

o The proposed development is located over a minor 
non-perennial watercourse, Gingin Brook. The 
Department does not support the discontinuity of 
waterways. The Department preference is for the 
watercourse on site to be incorporated into a single 
lot without boundaries crossing the watercourse. 
Ideally a foreshore reserve should be proclaimed 
over the waterway and vested with local 
government for conservation and protection. 

• Bed and banks permitting 
o Proposed development is located within the Gingin 

Brook and Tributaries surface water area, 
proclaimed under the Rights in Water & Irrigation 
Act (1914). A 11/17/21A permit will be required to 
interfere or obstruct the bed and banks of a 
watercourse, including the proposed road crossings 
and lot boundaries. The proponent should contact 
the Department’s Swan Avon regional office to 
discuss water management options and 
requirements under the permit. 

 
 

• In fact the property has a non-perennial flow 
of water off the property into the Ellenbrook 
and the development will not interfere in 
any way with the flow of water.  Creating a 
separate lot that encompasses the whole 
catchment of the Ellenbrook is not 
supported by WAPC regulation or intent and 
would be an enormous cost to the public and 
is in reality simply a bureaucratic dream. 
 

• The bed and banks of the ‘creek’ will not be 
interfered with and the two pipe/culverts 
crossings will exceed the peak flow 
calculations for a 20 year peak flow runoff 
event and are in fact the size of the culverts 
under the Brand Highway installed by 
Government. In the western section of the 
property the çreek’ ceases to exist within 
any defined water channel and the water 
flow is a slow general meandering flow 
through and across the grass vegetation and 

 
 
• It is understood the Department’s comments 

are generic for subdivision referrals. The 
intent of the Department would be to protect 
the watercourse and limit impact and 
interference of its flow. 

 
 
 
 
 

• The proposed development does in fact 
interfere with the watercourse. The 
installation of pipe/culvert crossings through 
the watercourse is interfering with its flow 
and a Department of Water permit would be 
required. 
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o However should the Shire of Chittering choose to 
approve the proposed subdivision the Department 
would like to recommend the following conditions: 
 Suitable arrangements being made for the 

protection of the existing natural flow and 
ecology values of the watercourse and its 
associated tributaries. 

 Roads and vehicle crossing over waterways 
are to be designed and constructed to 
minimise impact on their natural form and 
function. 

 
 

• Groundwater Licencing 
o Proposed development is located within the Lake 

Mungala Groundwater Area, proclaimed under the 
Rights in Water and Irrigation Act (1914). 
Currently, both the Superficial and Leederville 
aquifers have reached their sustainable limits and it 
is unlikely that a licence to take groundwater will 
be issued. There may be other options available and 
the proponent is encouraged to contact the 
Department’s Swan Avon Region office to discuss 
water management options. 

defining a watercourse would create an 
unnatural situation. 
 
The suppression of dust from the site will be 
an isolated and minor use of water.  It is 
proposed to install a bore into the surficial 
aquifer. A full application process via 25D 
Form 1 and 5C Form 3G will be utilised and 
any water use monitored unlike the 
numerous illegal bores on private property 
in the district that the DOW does little to 
nothing about monitoring or identifying. 
 

• There is no intent by the proponent to 
extract water from the Superficial or 
Parmelia / Leederville aquifers. 

• Noted. It is considered the applicant would 
require liaising with the Department for the 
permit and any other requirements to protect 
the value of the watercourse. 

 
 
 

• Noted. Liaison and permit requirements as 
mentioned above would address this. 

 
 
 
 

• Noted. 

    
Department of Agriculture 
and Food WA 

The Department has no objections to the proposal however makes 
the following comments: 

• DAFWA notes this property is located adjacent to a 
property/enterprise registered on the DAFWA’s Sensitive 
Sites register. 
 
 
 
 

• The Sensitive Sites register was established to encourage 
farming enterprises to consider impacts of their activities 
on neighbouring enterprises and plan to limit any negative 
impacts. The register does not offer any legal or statutory 
protection. 

 
• By owners registering they have indicated that their 

business may be vulnerable to contamination from land 
management practices that employ herbicides, insecticides 
and chemical fertilisers. 

 
• DAFWA commends the applicant’s plan to establish 

complaint management procedures, buffer zones and 

 
 
• The proponent is somewhat bemused by the 

comments from the Department of 
Agriculture and Food in that all the senior 
DAFWA officers spoken to are uniform in 
their poor opinion of the pseudo-science 
behind bio-dynamic farming techniques. 
 

• The proponent is aware that the neighbour 
to the immediate west is a registered organic 
farm and nothing that will occur on the 
proponent property will threaten that 
certification.  There will be no use and 
storage of chemicals that could threaten that 
certification.  As an example, the spray 
program to kill the Kikuyu grass to allow 
establishment and survival of the buffer 
trees and shrubs was carried out with 
covered spray boom on a windless day using 
low toxicity chemical and the neighbour was 
notified by the contractor.  The contractor 

 
 

• Noted.  
 
 
 
 
 
 

• This is noted. 
 
 
 
 
 

• This is noted. 
 
 
 
 

• Noted. 
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implement weed control practices that will not lead to 
contamination on the neighbouring property. 

 
• DAFWA is unable to determine if the planned buffer zones 

are sufficient to prevent contamination from herbicide use 
and subsequent loss of the neighbour’s Biodynamic 
certification. There are no guidelines as to appropriate 
widths of buffer zones to protect this type of enterprise. 

 
• DAFWA recommends the Shire seeks a detailed 

environmental study from the applicant to model the 
potential for contamination of the neighbouring property 
and impact on Biodynamic Certification. This study should 
also determine the benefits of buffer areas and windbreaks 
to prevent contamination and recommend appropriate 
buffer zones and windbreak design. 

 
• Should the Shire support this proposal, a number of 

conditions should be imposed including establishment and 
maintenance of preferred buffer zones and windbreaks 
based on the study and condition control relating to use of 
chemicals i.e. herbicide, insecticide. 

 
 

• A ‘communication contract’ could be established to ensure 
early notification of chemical usage with the neighbour. 

brought and removed the chemical used for 
this operation and will do so again when the 
buffer zone is improved. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

• The proposed vegetation study is an 
extremely costly exercise and beyond 
achieving the desired impact of a functional 
buffer and a viable sustainable wetland, 
considering the lack of science behind bio-
dynamic farming techniques, is not justified, 
especially given that DAFWA has no 
objection to the development.  The 
proponent has consulted with the Chittering 
Landcare Centre and intends to develop and 
maintain a good working relationship with 
that local expert group in respect to the re-
creation of the wetland area and for species 
selection. 
 

• All future chemical use for Kikuyu and 
other weed control, especially related to 
regeneration of the wetland areas will be 
communicated to the neighbour simply as a 
‘good neighbour’ position and not stored 
onsite. 

 
 
 

• Noted. Communication with DAFWA 
indicated the use of EPA Guidance 
Statement No. 3 could be used to establish a 
generic buffer and has been addressed in the 
Officer’ Recommendation. 

 
• Noted. The generic buffer set by EPA has 

been addressed in the Agenda. It has also 
been recommended that appropriate 
drainage and catchment of hydrocarbons be 
implemented. 

 
 
 

• Noted. It is considered the hardstand areas 
on the western portion will reduce the use of 
herbicides and insecticides in close 
proximity to the neighbouring property. 

 
 
 

• Noted. 

    
Department of Environment 
and Conservation 

• DEC would like clarification from the Shire and proponent 
on whether the land use proposed for the site entails a use 
which could be defined as a transport depot, as this could 
have ramifications on the level of potential impacts e.g. 
noise, dust, odour, gaseous emissions etc, affecting the 
adjacent sensitive receptors (residential dwellings). 

 
 
• In the event that a transport vehicle depot will operate from 

the site, the proponent is required to demonstrate that the 
development will comply with the generic separation 
distance prescribed in the Environmental Protection 
Authority’s Guidance Statement No 3 (GS 3) – Separation 
Distances between Industrial and Sensitive Land Uses. 
Specifically, the proponent should demonstrate that 
transport depot activities will occur beyond the generic 

• The development of Lot 2929 is in 
accordance with the Shire of Chittering 
Zoning Table. 

 
 
 
 
 

• The intent of the developer is not to engage 
in or solicit the provision of a Transport 
Depot to unrelated third parties but use the 
zoning activity in accordance with the 
proposed definition within the scope of the 
amendment. 

• The proposed shed for workshop activities 
will be located with a separation of greater 

• Noted. The proponent has applied for a 
transport depot use in conjunction with the 
predominant use of the rural industry. The 
transport of rock material has been removed. 
The impacts listed in the Department’s 
submission are assessed within the Agenda 
Report. 
 

• Noted. The buffer requirement has been 
outlined in the Agenda Report. 
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200m separation distance prescribed in GS 3, or in the 
event that the activities will occur within the recommended 
separation distance, the proponent should demonstrate via 
a site specific buffer study that the lesser distance will not 
result in unacceptable impacts. 

than 200 metres from the nearest habituated 
dwelling and therefore would comply with 
the separation distance cited, (200 metres) in 
the Environmental Protection Authority 
Statement #3 separation distances between 
industrial and sensitive land uses. 

 
• No development to Lot 2929 Brand Hwy is 

within the 200 metres buffer. 
    

Late Agency Submissions 
    
Main Roads WA Main Roads objects to the development proposed for Lot 2929 

directly accessing Brand Highway at the proposed or existing 
location for the following reasons: 

• Main Roads will not support direct access to a highway or 
main road where alternative access options are available as 
the safety and uninterrupted passage of through traffic 
must be given the highest priority. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

• Brand Highway is used frequently by heavy and large 
vehicles and is a high speed environment where the 
proposed and existing driveways are located.  
 

• The proposed commercial operation will generate a large 
number of heavy vehicle movements that will greatly 
increase the risk of traffic conflict. The existing driveway 
currently services private residences and does not generate 
the type and volume of vehicle movements on and off the 
highway as what is proposed. 

 
 
 
 
 
• Given the above, and as Lot 2929 has the opportunity for 

access via Chittering Street or Energy Place, MRWA will 
not support the proposed new access or the use of the 
existing access for the proposed commercial operation. 

 
 
 

• Main Roads have made an arbitrary decision 
without having regard to all the issues and 
facts surrounding the proposal. Main Roads 
have not consulted with the owner of the 
land to determine if the proposed access has 
an effect on safety and uninterrupted 
passage of through traffic on Brand 
Highway. There are no heavy haulage 
access roads to the land. The proposal is to 
build a heavy haulage access road down the 
middle of the land with a compliant and 
approved suitable access to Brand Highway. 

 
 
 
• The statement that the proposal will 

generate a large number of heavy vehicle 
movements that will greatly increase the risk 
of traffic conflict is without basis and 
wrong. The application documentation does 
not indicate heavy haulage movements to 
the capacity that Main Roads have 
commented. The proposed heavy haulage 
movements are between 6 and 12 
movements per day. 

 
• Chittering Street and Energy Place are local 

roads vested within the Shire of Chittering 
and are not compliant heavy haulage roads. 

 
 
 

• It is noted Main Roads do not support direct 
access to the highway for heavy haulage 
use. Following the advertising period the 
applicant amended the planning application 
for ‘As of Right’ vehicles and submitted a 
Traffic Impact Statement to Main Roads. 
The Officer’s Recommendation makes 
requirement for the applicant to obtain Main 
Roads approval for access to Brand 
Highway. 

 
• Noted. 

 
 
 

• This is noted. It is considered the proposal 
would generate a greater volume of vehicles 
and incorporate heavy haulage vehicles 
which previously were not the case. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

• Noted. As mentioned earlier, the Officer’s 
Recommendation takes this into account 
requiring the applicant to provide Council 
with the appropriate approvals for access to 
the highway. 
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DBNGP • Applicant is going through the process for a Section 41 
approval. 

 
 
 
 
 
• DBNGP Pty Ltd has no objection. 

 • Noted. It is considered appropriate that the 
applicant obtain and provide Council with 
the Section 41 approval prior to Council 
determining the application, which involves 
crossing the pipeline. This has been required 
in the Officer’s Recommendation. 

 
• Noted. 

    
    
Public Submission 1 • Our rural peaceful outlook and lifestyle will never be the 

same. We didn’t move here to look and listen to industry. 
We could have stayed in Suburbia for that. 

 
 
• Could impact on the health of our grandchildren because of 

dust and it is impossible to have zero dust from this type of 
industry. 

 
 
 
 

• Value of our property would be sure to decrease. 
 
 

• Safety of our children using school bus stop with extra 
traffic would be dangerous. 

 
 
 
 

• Hours of operation from 7am to 7pm, 7 days per week (one 
section of operation) is extreme. The other sections 
working 7am to 7pm 5 days per week. 

 
 
 

• For a proposal that “has not been approved” there has 
certainly been lots of activity on the property. 

 
 

• Muchea already has zoned designated Industrial Area; why 
have more here? 

 
 
 
 

• The proposal does not affect the lifestyle of 
the area and is a compliant use of Lot 2929 
Brand Hwy within the Shire of Chittering 
Town Planning Scheme. (TPS) 

 
• The proposal and the amendment set out 

methodology for dust management. The 
proposal does not envisage dust issues from 
development and or operations there is no 
evidence to support this statement. 

 
 
 
 
 

• The amendment removes entirely the use of 
Chittering Rd, for egress to and from the 
property the development and ongoing 
operations. 

 
 

• Hours of operation provide flexibility, 
particularly as Lot 2929 supports operations 
in Carnamah, Mukinbudin and Mt Marshall. 

 
 
 

• None approved development is being or will 
be undertaken on the site. 

 
 

• The development of Lot 2929 is in 
accordance with the Shire of Chittering 
Zoning Table. 

 
 
 

• Noted. Amenity of proposal and locality is 
accounted for in the assessment of the 
application. 
 
 

• Noted. The management of dust has been 
outlined in the proponent’s application. 
Further to this the amended application 
removes rock material being transported, 
stored and handled on the property, 
significantly reducing dust emissions. 
 

• Impact on property values and amenity of 
locality is addressed in the Agenda Report. 

 
• The proponent proposed to use Chittering 

Street for general traffic only and not heavy 
haulage or delivery use. The proponent has 
amended the application to remove the use 
of Chittering Street. 

 
• Noted. There are no regulations on hours of 

operations within the planning context. It is 
considered that a 7 day per week operation 
for a transport depot not to be excessive and 
is common in the Shire. 

 
• Noted. The activity and development on site 

has ceased as a result of Council becoming 
aware. 

 
• The property is zoned ‘Agricultural 

Resource’. Some industry related uses may 
be permitted within this zone in the Zoning 
Table of the Shire’s Town Planning 
Scheme. 
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• Transport Depot, if approved, could become a storage area 
for heavy duty vehicles. It has already been suggested there 
will be escort vehicles for use with haulage trucks, so how 
big are we talking? 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

• The size of the shed is 48m. That is a lot of storage for 
bags of crushed rock? 

 
 

• Noise from Hopper – impossible to say trees planted on 
boundary will reduce this. 

 
 
 
 

• Trees are going to take at least 5 years before any decent 
size to buffer noise. 

 
 
 

• Land has already been sprayed west of the pipe line and 
will become a dust bowl once vegetation dies back 
completely. 

 
 
 

• System 6 being removed? Being that the creek flows into 
the Ellenbrook this surely would not be a good 
environmental decision. 

 
 
 

• Maintenance of Chittering Street with extra light vehicles 
using this street to enter side gate – who will do this? 

 
 

• Once approved, where will the development stop once 
production starts i.e. huge sheds, hardstands, transport 
depot etc. 

 

• As above, also proposed amendment 
Transport Depot. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

• Reference pages 8-9 of the Planning 
Application. 

 
 

• Minimal noise from the bagging operations 
will escape Lot 2929 Brand Hwy. 

 
 
 
 

• No noise from the general site operations 
will escape Lot 2929 Brand Hwy. The 
proposed development is to the centre and   
north side of Lot 2929 Brand Hwy. 

 
• The land will not be “open up” for 

development without the use of a dust 
suppression agent (water). 

 
 
 

• The system 6 is in relation to a plant species 
of Darwinia. Preliminary Environmental 
assessment has failed to locate any Darwinia 
on Lot 2929 Brand Hwy. 

 
 

• The amendment removes entirely the use of 
Chittering Rd, from the development and 
ongoing operations. 

 
• Development is in accordance with the 

Application for Planning Approval only, any 
variance will require Planning Approval 
from the Shire of Chittering. 

• The application site plan proposes an area 
for the transport depot use. A transport 
depot use, as defined in the Town Planning 
Scheme, includes the parking of vehicles for 
the carry of persons or goods and includes 
maintenance and repair of those vehicles. It 
would be considered appropriate that the 
vehicles being parked on site are used in 
conjunction with the operation on site. The 
rural industry use includes servicing of rural 
equipment. 

 
• After the advertising period the applicant 

has removed any association with rock 
material on the property. 

 
• Noted. Noise Management has been 

commented on in the Agenda Report and it 
is recommended a site specific acoustic 
study be undertaken to ensure excessive 
noise does not leave the subject property. 
 

• As above. 
 

 
 
 

• Noted. Spraying of land cannot be 
administered or controlled by the Shire. The 
Officer’s recommendation requires the 
hardstand areas to be of a material that 
minimises dust. 
 

• The System 6 has not been removed. This 
has been clarified by comments from the 
Chittering Landcare Group and from 
assessment of the Shire’s Local Planning 
Strategy and Local Planning Policy No. 2. 

 
• The proponent has amended the application 

to remove the use of Chittering Street. 
 
 

• Any development approved will be required 
to be in accordance with the approved plans. 
The site plan provided with the application 
is indicative of the proposed development. 
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• Some pre-approval must have been given for a developer 

to spend over $2 million. 
 

• As a community there is a lot of concern and hopefully 
these comments will be considered. 

 
• The proponent has not received “pre–

approval” from the Shire of Chittering. The 
community through its elected members to 
the Shire of Chittering support the concepts 
within the TPS, the proposed development 
is in accordance with the shire of Chittering, 
TPS. 
 

 
• No pre-approval has been granted by the 

Shire of Chittering. 
 

• All submissions are scheduled and provided 
to Council for consideration. 

    
Public Submission 2 • I moved to Muchea to get away from the noise and 

industrial commotions. 
 

• Whilst I understand progress is inevitable, I question the 12 
hours per day 7 days per week. It would seem we would 
not get any reprieve from dust, noise and general visual 
pollution associated with this venture. 

 
 

• As a long-time resident and ratepayer, if this does go 
ahead, I ask why the facility can’t be built beside the Brand 
Hwy? This would alleviate trucks from driving up past 
most of the Muchea residents affected by this. 
 
 
 
 
 

• Also I ask that work hours be limited to a 5 ½ day week so 
that I can at least enjoy a day with peace and quiet that 
Muchea renown for. 
 
 
 
 
 

• And lastly the proposed tree planting for environmental 
reasons be enforced. This would remove some of the visual 
pollution and cut out some dust and noise. 
 

• As stated earlier, I can understand progress is unstoppable, 
all I ask for is some sanity to prevail and that our lifestyle 
is considered when this venture is dealt with by Council. 

• The proposed development is in accordance 
with the Shire of Chittering TPS. 
 

• Hours of operation provide flexibility, 
particularly as Lot 2929 supports operations 
in Carnamah, Mukinbudin and Mt Marshall. 
trees will be established specifically to 
reduce the visual impact. 

 
• The proposed development is in accordance 

with the Shire of Chittering TPS. The 
amendment removes entirely the use of 
Chittering Rd, from the development and 
ongoing operations. 
 
 
 
 

• Hours of operation provide flexibility, 
particularly as Lot 2929 supports operations 
in Carnamah, Mukinbudin and Mt Marshall, 
the development will not adversely impact 
upon the peace and quiet of Muchea. There 
is also substantial existing noise generation 
from truck movements on Brand Hwy. 

 
• Tree planting is underway and when 

completed as per the planning application 
will reduce the local impact. 

 
• The proposed development is in accordance 

with the objectives of Shire of Chittering 
TPS. 

• Noted. 
 
 

• Noted. Transport Depot’s are commonly 
operated over 7 days. The 
landowner/applicant still requires to comply 
with the Environmental Protection (Noise) 
Regulations 1997. 
 

• Noted. The location of the proposal has been 
assessed and considered in the Agenda 
Report. It has been noted in the application 
that Chittering Street is not used for heavy 
haulage use. The proponent has amended 
the application to remove the use of 
Chittering Street and heavy haulage 
vehicles. 
 

• Noted. Hours of operation has been 
considered in the Agenda Report and 
commented on above. 
 

 
 
 
 

• Noted. Officer’s Recommendation requires 
vegetation screening and maintenance. 
 
 

• Noted. All submissions are scheduled and 
provided to Council for consideration. 

    
Public Submission 3 • Dust pollution – a large area has already had all vegetation 

poisoned leaving it a dust bowl. 
 

• The land will not be “open up” for 
development without the use of a dust 
suppression agent (water). Also see the 

• Noted. The dust management has been 
addressed in the application and is to be 
applied should the proposal be supported on 
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• Noise pollution – trucks and machinery running from 7am 
to 7pm 7 days per week. 
 
 
 
 

• Land prices will fall as no one will want to live across the 
road from an industrial area. 
 
 
 

• Extra traffic on Chittering Street in the morning when 
children are commuting to the school bus shelter. 
 
 
 
 

• Once one company has started how many will be allowed 
to start? 

proposed amendment to the Planning 
Application for dust management.  The land 
surface has residual vegetation which is 
supressing any dust mobilisation. 
 

• No noise from the general site operations 
will escape Lot 2929 Brand Hwy. The 
proposed development is to the centre and   
north side of Lot 2929 Brand Hwy. 

 
 

• This is an emotional concept driven by self-
motivation. There is no evidence in fact to 
support this statement and local employment 
will be created.  

 
• The amendment removes entirely the use of 

Chittering Rd, from the development and 
ongoing operations. 

 
 
 

• Any and all parties seeking to undertake 
development within the Shire of Chittering 
must do so in accordance with the Shires 
objectives and provisions of TPS, being in 
force from time to time. 

the property. 
 
 
 
 

• It is noted noise pollution is a major concern 
and this has been addressed in the Officer’s 
Recommendation to require compliance of 
the Environmental Protection (Noise) 
Regulations 1997. 
 

• Noted. Amenity is one factor assessed and 
considered in the Agenda Report. 
 

 
 

• Noted. The proponent proposed no use of 
Chittering Street for heavy haulage or 
additional traffic. The proponent has 
amended the application to remove the use 
of Chittering Street. 
 

• Each application is determined on its merits. 
If a proposed use can be permitted on a 
property and meets all the requirements of 
the Shire’s Town Planning Scheme, Council 
may consider it. 

    
Public Submission 4 • The place is an eye sore already. 

 
 
 

• There is a lot of noise i.e. trucks, bobcats etc. already. 
 

• I hope this plan does not go through. There is enough noise 
in this area. The hay place goes continually. 

• The development will be undertaken in 
accordance with and compliant to the Shire 
of Chittering objectives and TPS. 
 

• The residents issue with an existing business 
does not reflect the proponent’s 
commitment to reduce the impacts on 
neighbouring properties. 

• Noted. Any unauthorised development has 
ceased as a result of Council taking action 
from complaints received. 

 
• Noted, as above. 

 
• Noted. 

    
Public Submission 5 • Visual impact – we purchased our property because of the 

rural outlook and with the knowledge that the farm across 
the road came under System 6 Management Policy and that 
it could not be developed. 

 
 
 
 
 
 

• The statement is wrong.  The system 6 is in 
relation to a plant species of Darwinia. 
Preliminary Environmental assessment has 
failed to locate any Darwinia on Lot 2929 
Brand Hwy. 

 
 
 
 
 

• Noted. Comments received from the 
Chittering Landcare Group indicate the site 
is not identified as System 6. This is further 
established from assessment of the Local 
Planning Strategy and Local Planning 
Policy No. 2 as being ‘nominated’ for future 
protection/conservation. The wetland values 
of the site shall still require careful 
consideration in respect of planning 
requirements. 
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• Property Values – We are worried that as a direct result of 

the development across the road that our property will drop 
in value and be very hard to sell. 

 
 

• Industrial Area – there is already an industrial area in 
Muchea, why are they not made to set up there as other 
business have. We are Townsite and pay our rates as such. 
We have strict rules put on us as to what we can do on our 
properties and yet the Shire will allow an industrial 
business across the road from us. 

 
• Transport Depot – Once you have granted permission for a 

truck depot, will they be allowed to put an unlimited 
amount of trucks on the property? I have heard that the 
owners intend to store and sell large machinery from the 
north west. 

 
• There is no evidence to support this 

statement.  
 

 
 

• The proposed development is in accordance 
with the objectives of Shire of Chittering 
TPS. 
 
 
 
 

• The intent of the developer is not to engage 
in or solicit the provision of a Transport 
Depot to unrelated third parties but use the 
zoning activity in accordance with the 
proposed definition within the scope of the 
amendment.  

 
• Noted. It can be viewed that the industrial 

nature of the proposal may be unsightly and 
create noise emissions. Amenity is a factor 
considered in the Agenda Report. 

 
• This is noted. The application made 

proposes uses that are discretionary and 
subject to Council approval. 
 

 
 
 

• It is considered the transport depot area 
applies to the area depicted on the proposed 
site plan. The storage of 
machinery/equipment used for rural 
purposes is permitted under the Rural 
Industry use. Sale of this 
machinery/equipment is not permitted as 
this requires a Warehouse approval. The 
amendment to the planning application by 
the Applicant removed the Warehouse 
proposal. 

    
Public Submission 6 • Visual impact – we purchased our property because of the 

rural outlook and with the knowledge that the farm across 
the road came under System 6 Management Policy and that 
it could not be developed. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
• Property Values – We are worried that as a direct result of 

the development across the road that our property will drop 
in value and be very hard to sell. 

 
 
• Industrial Area – there is already an industrial area in 

Muchea, why are they not made to set up there as other 
business have. We are Townsite and pay our rates as such. 
We have strict rules put on us as to what we can do on our 
properties and yet the Shire will allow an industrial 
business across the road from us. 
 

• The development does not represent an “Eye 
Saw” and is compliant with TPS provisions 
the statement is wrong.  The system 6 is in 
relation to a plant species of Darwinia. 
Preliminary Environmental Assessment has 
failed to locate any Darwinia on Lot 2929 
Brand Hwy. 
 
 
 

• This is an emotional concept driven by self-
motivation. There is no evidence in fact to 
support this statement and local employment 
will be created.  

 
• The land zoning and the proposal is entirely 

compliant and within the Shire of 
Chittering’s TPS. 
 
 
 
 

• Noted. Comments received from the 
Chittering Landcare Group indicate the site 
is not identified as System 6. This is further 
established from assessment of the Local 
Planning Strategy and Local Planning 
Policy No. 2 as being ‘nominated’ for future 
protection/conservation. The wetland values 
of the site shall still require careful 
consideration. 
 

• Noted. It can be viewed that the industrial 
nature of the proposal will be unsightly and 
noise will be a nuisance. Amenity is a factor 
considered in the Agenda Report. 

 
• This is noted. The application made 

proposes uses that are discretionary and 
subject to Council approval. 
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• Transport Depot – Once you have granted permission for a 
truck depot, will they be allowed to put an unlimited 
amount of trucks on the property? I have heard that the 
owners intend to store and sell large machinery from the 
north west. 

• The intent of the developer is not to engage 
in or solicit the provision of a Transport 
Depot to unrelated third parties but use the 
zoning activity in accordance with the 
proposed definition within the scope of the 
amendment.   

• It is considered the transport depot area 
applies to the area depicted on the proposed 
site plan. The storage of 
machinery/equipment used for rural 
purposes is permitted under the Rural 
Industry use. Sale of this 
machinery/equipment is not permitted as 
this requires a Warehouse approval. The 
amendment to the planning application by 
the Applicant removed the Warehouse 
proposal. 

    
Public Submission 7 My concerns are as follows: 

• The extra traffic up Chittering Street and the safety of 
residents who use this road to walk for exercise and also 
the local children using the road to catch buses to travel to 
school. 

 
 
• The extra noise and dust the industry will create. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

• The change in view as instead of looking at a peaceful rural 
block of land we are now going to have to look at trucks, 
stockpiles and sheds. 

 
 
 
 

• I am aware that progress must happen but can you please 
ensure that road safety is put in place i.e footpaths and 
extra lighting along Chittering Street. 
 

• Also ensuring that the proposed tree planting along 
Chittering Street be a mandatory stipulation so that we the 
residents will have a buffer from the noise and dust from 
the site. 

 
• The amendment removes entirely the use of 

Chittering Rd, from the development and 
ongoing operations. 
 
 
 

• No noise or dust from the general site 
operations will escape Lot 2929 Brand Hwy. 
The proposed development is to the centre 
and   north side of Lot 2929 Brand Hwy. 
Hours of operation provide flexibility, 
particularly as Lot 2929 supports operations 
in Carnamah, Mukinbudin and Mt Marshall, 
the development will not adversely impact 
upon the peace and quiet of Muchea. There 
is also substantial existing noise generation 
from truck movements on Brand Hwy. 
 

• The proposal does not affect the lifestyle of 
the area and is a compliant use of Lot 2929 
Brand Hwy within the Shire of Chittering 
Town Planning Scheme. (TPS). The 
proponent has already undertaken plantings 
to develop natural visual screens. 
 

• This is a matter between the ratepayer and 
the Shire of Chittering. 
 
 

• The proponent has already undertaken 
plantings (western side of the gas pipeline) 
to develop natural visual screens. These 
plantings will be further expanded along 
Chittering Rd. 

 
• The proponent proposed no heavy haulage 

or truck movement on Chittering Street. The 
proponent has advised amending the 
application to remove the use of Chittering 
Street. 
 

• This is noted. Noise must comply with the 
Environmental Protection (Noise) 
Regulations 1997. The Officer’s 
Recommendation requires all hardstand 
areas and access to be constructed to a 
standard which minimises dust. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

• Noted. The amenity of the proposal is 
considered by Council. It is considered the 
proposed vegetated screening shall reduce 
visual impact to residences. 

 
 
 

• Noted and dismissed as separate comment to 
proposed development. 

 
 

• Noted and supported in Officer’s 
Recommendation. 
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Public Submission 8 • I have lived in Muchea for over 30 years and the subject 

property has always been considered a first class farming 
property and with the newly opened stock yards nearby, I 
thought it would be sold as farm land for agistment of 
stock. 
 

• When Des De Gruchy owned this land it was the best farm 
land in the area. This proposal totally ignores the 
property’s true potential. 
 
 
 

 
• As a nearby resident/landowner enjoying a quiet 

country/rural lifestyle I am strongly opposed to this 
proposal which would involve large trucks, noise, 
machinery, excessive dust and an ugly industrial outlook. 
Ideally a buffer around the townsite would be wonderful. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

• If such business is considered necessary why not locate it 
the other side of the mineral sands on Brand Highway? 
 
 
 

• Chittering Street is zoned Townsite and is a System 6 
wetland area as is most the land around here. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

• I do believe should such a proposal be approved it will 

• The proposed development is in accordance 
with the objectives of Shire of Chittering 
TPS and landuse. 

 
 
 

• The proposed development is in accordance 
with the objectives of Shire of Chittering. 
TPS and landuse. The comments are not 
relevant. 
 
 
 

• The proposal does not affect the lifestyle of 
the area and is a compliant use of Lot 2929 
Brand Hwy within the Shire of Chittering 
Town Planning Scheme. (TPS) No noise or 
dust from the general site operations will 
escape Lot 2929 Brand Hwy. The proposed 
development is to the centre and   north side 
of Lot 2929 Brand Hwy. 
Hours of operation provide flexibility, 
particularly as Lot 2929 supports operations 
in Carnamah, Mukinbudin and Mt Marshall, 
the development will not adversely impact 
upon the peace and quiet of Muchea. There 
is also substantial existing noise generation 
from truck movements on Brand Hwy. 
 

• The proposed development is in accordance 
with the objectives of Shire of Chittering 
TPS and land use. 
 

• Noted.  
 
 
 
 
 

• Noted. The planning application must be 
assessed against the Shire’s Town Planning 
Scheme and other relevant legislation and 
consider all submissions made. 
Unfortunately the potential of the land’s use 
is subjective and not a matter assessed. 
 

• This is noted and all matters raised are part 
of the assessment of the application. The 
visual and noise amenity are strongly 
considered. The Officer’s Recommendation 
requires compliance of noise emissions, 
appropriate dust suppression and vegetation 
screening. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

• The zoning of the land determines what uses 
are permitted and not the locality. The 
specific location of the proposal is assessed 
once Council receive the application. 
 

• The subject property is zoned ‘Agricultural 
Resource’ and some adjoining properties are 
zoned ‘Townsite’. The System 6 
classification on the property has been 
confirmed by the Chittering Landcare Group 
to be incorrect. This is further established 
from assessment of the Local Planning 
Strategy and Local Planning Policy No. 2 as 
being ‘nominated’ for future 
protection/conservation. 
 

• Noted.  
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cause big headaches for townsite residents and the Shire as 
this type of venture often involves a lot of time and energy 
to ensure it runs accordingly to Shire regulations. 

    
Public Submission 9 • Three rows of trees down Chittering Street need to be 

established now, and any trees that die are to be replaced. 
This will hide any equipment that is stored in the paddocks 
around the house area. Trees will take years to grow tall 
enough to be effective enough to shield surrounding 
properties from dust and noise. 
 

• Trucks are to operate 5 ½ days a week only. 
 

 
 
 
 

• Limit of trucks to be parked on the property at any one 
time. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

• No sheds or hardstands to be built on the south side of the 
house area. 
 
 
 
 

• No storing of mining equipment on the property for future 
sale (owner has indicated that this could happen). 
 
 
 

• Ground water quality is to be monitored for contamination. 
 
 
 
 
 

• How much ground water is to be used for the operation of 
this industry? What controls are in place to stop seepage 

• The proponent has already undertaken 
plantings (western side of the gas pipeline) 
to develop natural visual screens. These 
plantings will be further expanded along 
Chittering Rd. The density of plantings will 
be maintained. 
 

• (four dot points) No noise or dust from the 
general site operations will escape Lot 2929 
Brand Hwy. The proposed development is 
to the centre and north side of Lot 2929 
Brand Hwy. 

 
• Hours of operation provide flexibility, 

particularly as Lot 2929 supports operations 
in Carnamah, Mukinbudin and Mt Marshall, 
the development will not adversely impact 
upon the peace and quiet of Muchea. There 
is also substantial existing noise generation 
from truck movements on Brand Hwy. The 
proposed development is in accordance with 
the objectives of Shire of Chittering TPS 
and landuse. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

• Only surface will be accessed by the 
proponent. All ground water will be 
licenced in accordance with the Department 
of Water requirements. Also proposed 
amendment to planning application. 

 
• See proposed amendment, dust suppression 

agent and additional fire fighting capacity. 

• Noted. It is understood the timing of the 
growth of the plantings to reduce dust and 
noise may not be adequate. The Applicant is 
to liaise with the Chittering Landcare Group 
to establish vegetation screening with the 
purpose in mind. 

 
• This is noted. 

 
 
 
 
 

• Noted. The application site plan proposes 
the area/s to be used for the parking of 
vehicles and equipment. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

• The transport depot development requires a 
buffer of 200m which is to be applied and 
recommended in the Agenda. Building 
structures must meet setback requirements 
of at least 30m from lot boundaries. 
 

• Noted. The application, including 
amendments, proposes temporary storing 
and servicing of equipment used in 
excavation activities. 
 

• The Department of Water monitor water 
quality. It has been recommended that a 
Catchment Management Plan be required to 
address stormwater management and water 
quality. 
 

• The application does not provide details on 
the amount of water to be used to effectively 
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into ground water? 
 
 
 
 
 
 

• As there are shift workers in the area, what noise is going 
to be generated by the tumbler and how will this be 
monitored? 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

• The proposal does not affect the lifestyle or 
amenity of the area and is a compliant use of 
Lot 2929 Brand Hwy within the Shire of 
Chittering Town Planning Scheme. (TPS) 
 

suppress dust for the operations. The 
Officer’s Recommendation requires 
construction of hardstand areas to a standard 
which creates minimal dust. The above 
comment responds to the management of 
water quality. 

 
• All noise emitted will require to be in 

accordance with the Environmental 
Protection (Noise) Regulations 1997. 
Should noise exceed these requirements, the 
Shire shall investigate. 

    
Public Submission 10 • Three rows of trees down Chittering Street need to be 

established now, and any trees that die are to be replaced. 
This will hide any equipment that is stored in the paddocks 
around the house area. Trees will take years to grow tall 
enough to be effective enough to shield surrounding 
properties from dust and noise. 
 

• Trucks are to operate 5 ½ days a week only. 
 

• Limit of trucks to be parked on the property at any one 
time. 

 
 

• No sheds or hardstands to be built on the south side of the 
house area. 
 
 
 
 

• No storing of mining equipment on the property for future 
sale (owner has indicated that this could happen). 

 
 
 

• Ground water quality is to be monitored for contamination. 
 
 
 
 
 

• How much ground water is to be used for the operation of 
this industry? What controls are in place to stop seepage 
into ground water? 

 

• The proponent has already undertaken 
plantings (western side of the gas pipeline) 
to develop natural visual screens. These 
plantings will be further expanded along 
Chittering Rd. The density of plantings will 
be maintained. 
 

• (four dot points) No noise or dust from the 
general site operations will escape Lot 2929 
Brand Hwy. The proposed development is 
to the centre and north side of Lot 2929 
Brand Hwy. 

 
• Hours of operation provide flexibility, 

particularly as Lot 2929 supports operations 
in Carnamah, Mukinbudin and Mt Marshall, 
the development will not adversely impact 
upon the peace and quiet of Muchea. There 
is also substantial existing noise generation 
from truck movements on Brand Hwy. The 
proposed development is in accordance with 
the objectives of Shire of Chittering, TPS 
and landuse. 
 

• Only surface will be accessed by the 
proponent. All ground water will be 
licenced in accordance with the Department 
of Water requirements. Also proposed 
amendment to planning application. 
 

• See proposed amendment, dust suppression 
agent and additional fire fighting capacity. 
 
 

• Noted. It is understood the timing of the 
growth of the plantings to reduce dust and 
noise may not be adequate. The Applicant is 
to liaise with the Chittering Landcare Group 
to establish vegetation screening with the 
purpose in mind. 

 
• This is noted. 

 
• Noted. The application site plan proposes 

the area/s to be used for the parking of 
vehicles and equipment. 

 
• The transport depot development requires a 

buffer of 200m which is to be applied and 
recommended in the Agenda. Building 
structures must meet setback requirements 
of at least 30m from lot boundaries. 
 

• Noted. The application, including 
amendments, proposes temporary storing 
and servicing of equipment used in 
excavation activities. 
 

• The Department of Water monitor water 
quality. It has been recommended that a 
Catchment Management Plan be required to 
address stormwater management and water 
quality. 
 

• The application does not provide details on 
the amount of water to be used to effectively 
suppress dust for the operations. The 
Officer’s Recommendation requires 
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• As there are shift workers in the area, what noise is going 
to be generated by the tumbler and how will this be 
monitored? 

 
 
 
 
 

• The proposal does not affect the lifestyle or 
amenity of the area and is a compliant use of 
Lot 2929 Brand Hwy within the Shire of 
Chittering Town Planning Scheme. (TPS) 

construction of hardstand areas to a standard 
which creates minimal dust. The above 
comment responds to the management of 
water quality. 

 
• All noise emitted will require to be in 

accordance with the Environmental 
Protection (Noise) Regulations 1997. 
Should noise exceed these requirements, the 
Shire shall investigate. 

    
Public Submission 11 Strongly object as we did not buy property here to live near a 

transport depot and warehouse. We have the following concerns: 
• Working next to a waterway that is connected to the 

Gnangara Water Reserve.  
 

o Heavy vehicle fuel, oil, hydraulic fluid and any 
wash down chemicals and other contaminants have 
the potential to pollute the waterway and our 
ground water. 
 
 
 

o We rely on the ground water as our drinking source 
so how do you guarantee this will not be 
contaminated by chemicals? Obviously this 
pollutant can then have a negative effect on our 
native flora and fauna, we have endless birdlife in 
this beautiful area. 
 

• Working over a major gas line. 
 
 
 
 

o Will the gas line be reinforced for the extra weight 
hauled by the trucks? 

 
o We naturally have safety concerns for the housing 

if this line is penetrated. 
 

o What happens if there is a major explosion? 
 

• Industrial area will devalue our properties. 
o Anyone trying to sell in this area will struggle and 

therefore lose money they previously would have 
made. 

 
 

• The water way is not connected to the 
Gnangara Water Reserve. 
 

• All areas used for mechanical activities or 
wash down have impervious concrete floors 
to prevent contamination of the ground 
water. All contaminates will be collected 
and held on site and disposed of by a 
licenced waste collection service.  

 
•  All areas used for mechanical activities or 

wash down have impervious concrete floors 
to prevent contamination of the ground 
water. All contaminates will collected and 
held on site and disposed of by a licenced 
waste collection service.  

 
• All development within the gas pipeline will 

be undertaken in accordance with the 
Dampier to Bunbury Natural Gas Pipeline 
Authority. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

• This is an emotional concept driven by self-
motivation. There is no evidence in fact to 
support this statement and local employment 
will be created.  

 
 

• Noted. Department of Water advise the 
watercourse is part of the Gingin Brook. 
 

• Noted. This has been addressed by the 
proponent and in the Officer’s 
Recommendation requiring a Catchment 
Management Plan and swales. 

 
 
 

• Noted as response above. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

• The proponent has obtain a permit for the 
development within the Dampier to 
Bunbury Natural Gas Pipeline, expiring 13 
March 2013. 
 

• As above. 
 

 
• Noted. 

 
• The Dampier to Bunbury Natural Gas 

Pipeline WA Nominees Pty Ltd administers 
development within the pipeline easement. 

 
• Noted. Amenity of the locality is part of 

Council’s assessment of the proposal. 
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• No footpaths. 

 
o We have a lot of children and walkers in the area. 
 
o Our children catch the school bus from the corner 

of Chittering Street and Philmore Street so more 
traffic here and the gate access to Chittering Street 
will make it hazardous. 
 
 
 

• Noise levels. 
 

o We already have the constant highway traffic and 
Hay Australia noise. 

 
 
 
 
 
 

• Chittering Street and Brand Hwy intersection. 
 
 

o This intersection is already busy and can be 
dangerous due to the trucks entering Hay Australia 
and horse floats regularly entering Sandown Park. 
 

• Letter reply 
 

o The letter sent to us was dated 5th September 2012. 
You only gave us until the 26th to comment. By law 
we should be given 30 days. 

 
• The proposed development is in accordance 

with the objectives of Shire of Chittering. 
TPS and land use. The comments are not 
relevant. This is a matter between the 
ratepayer and the Shire of Chittering. 
The amendment removes entirely the use of 
Chittering Rd, from the development and 
ongoing operations. 

 
 
 

• No noise from the general site operations 
will escape Lot 2929 Brand Hwy. The 
proposed development is to the centre and   
north side of Lot 2929 Brand Hwy. the 
development will not create any noise from 
the general site operations will escape Lot 
2929 Brand Hwy. The proposed 
development is to the centre and   north side 
of Lot 2929 Brand Hwy. 
 

• The amendment removes entirely the use of 
Chittering Rd, from the development and 
ongoing operations. 
 

 
 
 

• This is not relevant to the response, the 
Shire of Chittering have determined the 
process. 

 
• Footpaths do not relate to this proposal. 

 
• Noted. 

 
• Noted. The proponent has advised amending 

the application to remove the use of 
Chittering Street. 

 
 
 
 

• Noted.  
 
• Any noise emitted is to be in accordance 

with the Environmental Protection (Noise) 
Regulations 1997. 
 
 
 
 
 

• This intersection is not used as part of the 
proposed operation on site. 

 
• Noted. 
 
 
 
• Comment below. 

 
• Clause 9.4.3 of the Shire’s Town Planning 

Scheme No 6 requires a minimum of 
fourteen days for the application to be 
advertised. An advertising period of twenty-
one days was given and extensions for 
submissions were also granted after this 
period. Council have met the legal 
requirements of advertising. 

    
Public Submission 12 Oppose the proposal for the following reasons: 

• This development will greatly affect noise and pollution 
levels in the immediate residential area. 

 
 
 
 

 
• No noise from the general site operations 

will escape Lot 2929 Brand Hwy. The 
proposed development is to the centre and   
north side of Lot 2929 Brand Hwy. No noise 
or dust from the general site operations will 
escape Lot 2929 Brand Hwy. The proposed 

 
• Noted. 
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• This being a residential area, children live here and catch 

the school bus on Chittering Street. This poses a threat to 
their safety. 
 

• There have already been unsightly views when passing the 
property to and from my property since the new 
occupancy. 

 
• Work has already obviously started on the proposed site 

before consultation has been finalised. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

• We have enough unsavoury smells from our neighbour 
with his fertilisers for his market garden without more 
fertiliser being brought into the neighbourhood i.e. 
landscape supplies. 
 

• This is a residential area, not an industrial estate. So if you 
approve this site you will be forced to accept other sites for 
industrial use. I would like to know how this proposal fits 
in with the Shire’s future plans i.e. 20 year plan. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

• There will be a great increase in traffic flow, not limited to 
light vehicles. There will also be heavy vehicles sharing 
our light duty road. 
 

• I feel that this proposal, if approved, will greatly affect the 
value of the surrounding properties, my property included, 
in a negative way. 
 
 

• The Shire has enough trouble maintaining its by-laws in its 
Shire boundaries and this will be another example of ‘too 
hard, let them do what they like if no one complains’. For 

development is to the centre and   north side 
of Lot 2929 Brand Hwy. 
 

• The amendment removes entirely the use of 
Chittering Rd, from the development and 
ongoing operations.  

 
• The proposal does not affect the lifestyle or 

amenity of the area and is a compliant use of 
Lot 2929 Brand Hwy within the Shire of 
Chittering Town Planning Scheme. (TPS). 
Hours of operation provide flexibility, 
particularly as Lot 2929 supports operations 
in Carnamah, Mukinbudin and Mt Marshall, 
the development will not adversely impact 
upon the peace and quiet of Muchea. There 
is also substantial existing noise generation 
from truck movements on Brand Hwy. 

 
• The proposed development does not 

envisage or entail any noxious or semi 
noxious activities. 
 
 

• The proposed development is in accordance 
with the objectives of Shire of Chittering. 
TPS and land use. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

• The amendment removes entirely the use of 
Chittering Rd, from the development and 
ongoing operations.  

 
• This is an emotional concept driven by self-

motivation. There is no evidence in fact to 
support this statement and local employment 
will be created.  

 
• The proposed development is in accordance 

with the objectives of Shire of Chittering. 
TPS and land use. All development and 

 
 
 

• Noted. The proponent has advised amending 
the application to remove the use of 
Chittering Street. 

 
• Noted. Any unauthorised development on 

the property has ceased. 
 

 
• See above comment. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

• Noted. The amendment to the planning 
application removes the landscape supplies 
development. 

 
 

• Each application is determined on its merits. 
Council is not ‘forced’ to accept other sites 
of industrial use. The proposed development 
is not identified in the Shire’s Local 
Planning Strategy, however development 
applications aren’t commonly identified in 
Local Planning Strategies. Assessment of 
the application to the Shire’s Local Planning 
Strategy has been undertaken in the Agenda 
Report. 

 
• Noted. As commented above, Chittering 

Street is not used. 
 
 

• Noted. 
 
 
 
 
• Noted. Council officers aim to ensure 

compliance of all developments approved in 
the Shire. At this stage Council can only 
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example, the property on the corner of Great Northern 
Hwy and Muchea East road (south side). That property is 
looking disgraceful with all the transport equipment and 
junk scattered about the place. You can’t tell me no one 
from the Shire hasn’t seen it. This is just one example and 
the proposed property is looking the same. 
 

• We rely on our ground water to survive. What measures 
are in place to stop any pollution to our drinking water. 
People in this area already disregard our water supply by 
using banned fertiliser in their farming practices. 

operations will be in accordance with the 
local laws (by-laws) of the Shire of 
Chittering. 
 
 
 
 

• Only surface will be accessed by the 
proponent. All ground water will be 
licenced and extracted in accordance with 
the Department of Water requirements. Also 
proposed amendment to planning 
application. 

assess the proposal on its merits. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

• Concerns of ground water contamination 
have been addressed in the Officer’s 
Recommendation with the requirement of a 
Catchment Management Plan. The use of 
fertilisers for general rural practice cannot 
be administered by the Shire. 

 
 

    
Public Submission 13 Oppose the proposal for the following reasons: 

• This development will greatly affect noise and pollution 
levels in the immediate residential area. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

• This being a residential area children live here and catch 
the school bus on Chittering Street. This poses a threat to 
their safety. 

 
• There have already been unsightly views when passing the 

property to and from my property since the new 
occupancy. 
 

 
• Work has already obviously started on the proposed site 

 
• No noise from the general site operations 

will escape Lot 2929 Brand Hwy. The 
proposed development is to the centre and   
north side of Lot 2929 Brand Hwy. No noise 
or dust from the general site operations will 
escape Lot 2929 Brand Hwy. The proposed 
development is to the centre and   north side 
of Lot 2929 Brand Hwy. 
The proposal does not affect the lifestyle or 
amenity of the area and is a compliant use of 
Lot 2929 Brand Hwy within the Shire of 
Chittering Town Planning Scheme. (TPS). 
Hours of operation provide flexibility, 
particularly as Lot 2929 supports operations 
in Carnamah, Mukinbudin and Mt Marshall, 
the development will not adversely impact 
upon the peace and quiet of Muchea. There 
is also substantial existing noise generation 
from truck movements on Brand Hwy. 

 
• The amendment removes entirely the use of 

Chittering Rd, from the development and 
ongoing operations.  
 

• The proposal does not affect the lifestyle or 
amenity of the area and is a compliant use of 
Lot 2929 Brand Hwy within the Shire of 
Chittering Town Planning Scheme. (TPS) 

 
• The proposed development is in accordance 

 
• Noted. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

• Noted. The proponent has advised amending 
the application to remove the use of 
Chittering Street. 

 
• Noted. Any unauthorised development on 

the property has ceased. 
 

 
 

• See above comment. 
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before consultation has been finalised. 
 
 
 
 
 

• We have enough unsavoury smells from our neighbour 
with his fertilisers for his market garden with out more 
fertiliser being brought into the neighbourhood i.e. 
landscape supplies. 
 

• This is a residential area, not an industrial estate. So if you 
approve this site you will be forced to accept other sites for 
industrial use. I would like to know how this proposal fits 
in with the Shire’s future plans i.e. 20 year plan. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

• There will be a great increase in traffic flow, not limited to 
light vehicles. There will also be heavy vehicles sharing 
our light duty road. The Shire will have to widen and 
resurface roads to the entrances to the property with 
specific type bitumen to handle the heavy traffic, which 
will incur more cost to the rate payer, which I am not 
prepared to pay. 

 
• I feel that this proposal, if approved, will greatly affect the 

value of the surrounding properties, my property included, 
in a negative way. 
 

 
• The Shire has enough trouble maintaining its by-laws in its 

Shire boundaries and this will be another example of ‘too 
hard, let them do what they like if no one complains’. For 
example, the property on the corner of Great Northern 
Hwy and Muchea East road (south side). That property is 
looking disgraceful with all the transport equipment and 
junk scattered about the place. You can’t tell me no one 
from the Shire hasn’t seen it. This is just one example and 
the proposed property is looking the same. 
 

• We rely on our ground water to survive. What measures 
are in place to stop any pollution to our drinking water. 

with the objectives of Shire of Chittering. 
TPS and land use. All development and 
operations will be in accordance with the 
local laws (by-laws) of the Shire of 
Chittering. 

 
• The proposed development does not 

envisage or entail any noxious or semi 
noxious activities. 
 
 

• The proposed development is in accordance 
with the objectives of Shire of Chittering. 
TPS and land use. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

• The amendment removes entirely the use of 
Chittering Rd, from the development and 
ongoing operations. All cost of development 
will be paid by the proponent (this includes 
thee access road of Brand Hwy. 

 
 
 
• This is an emotional concept driven by self-

motivation. There is no evidence in fact to 
support this statement and local employment 
will be created.  

 
• The proposed development is in accordance 

with the objectives of Shire of Chittering. 
TPS and land use. All development and 
operations will be in accordance with the 
local laws (by-laws) of the Shire of 
Chittering. 
 

 
 
 

• Only surface will be accessed by the 
proponent. All ground water will be 

 
 
 
 
 
 

• Noted. The amendment to the planning 
application removes the landscape supplies 
development. 

 
 

• Each application is determined on its merits. 
Council is not ‘forced’ to accept other sites 
of industrial use. The proposed development 
is not identified in the Shire’s Local 
Planning Strategy, however development 
applications aren’t commonly identified in 
Local Planning Strategies. Assessment of 
the application to the Shire’s Local Planning 
Strategy has been undertaken in the Agenda 
Report. 

 
• Noted. As commented above, Chittering 

Street is not used. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

• Noted. 
 
 
 
 
• Noted. Council officers aim to ensure 

compliance of all developments approved in 
the Shire. At this stage Council can only 
assess the proposal on its merits. 

 
 
 
 
 
 

• Concerns of ground water contamination 
have been addressed in the Officer’s 
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People in this area already disregard our water supply by 
using banned fertiliser in their farming practices. 
 

 
 

• I have been involved with the transport industry for 29 
years in many different ways and I can tell you this is not a 
good idea for this area. 

licenced and extracted in accordance with 
the Department of Water requirements. Also 
proposed amendment to planning 
application. 
 

• The intent of the developer is not to engage 
in or solicit the provision of a Transport 
Depot to unrelated third parties but use the 
zoning activity in accordance with the 
proposed definition within the scope of the 
amendment.   

Recommendation with the requirement of a 
Catchment Management Plan. The use of 
fertilisers for general rural practice cannot 
be administered by the Shire. 
 

• Noted. 
 

    
Public Submission 14 • Our property is located at 162 Chittering Street and has 

been  a certified Bio-Dynamic farm for 17 years and is a 
registered business with the Shire. We have been classified 
a sensitive agricultural area with the Department of 
Agriculture and are the longest held A-Grade Demeter 
certified Bio-Dynamic farmer in WA. If this proposal is 
approved we will lose our certification under our certifying 
body and our livelihood. 
 

• Our bio-dynamic farm and market gardens is well known 
amongst chefs, restaurants, food lovers and consumers in 
Perth with our produce supplying many renowned 
restaurants, health food stores and sold at farmers markets 
including the Lower Chittering Markets. Our produce has 
also been the subject of numerous articles on bio-dynamic 
farming and good food and featured in The Food Lovers 
Guide to Perth. The farm has also been the focus of a 
number of bio-dynamic field days and visits from 
university and Tafe students. 

 
• Certification of a bio-dynamic farm is the result of much 

work as the certifying body, Demeter Australia, sets very 
high standards to ensure produce is free from artificial 
pesticides and chemicals and produced under strict 
requirements of bio-dynamic farming techniques. The 
Australian Demeter Bio-dynamic Standard is one of the 
strictest certification standards of any organic farming 
system in the world. Achieving certification under this 
standard was no minor achievement. 

 
• My late husband and I gave much consideration to the 

location of our farm as we were mindful that activities 
undertaken by our neighbours could adversely affect our 
bio-dynamic certification. We purchased our property in 
Chittering Street, Muchea, after we had researched the use 

o (following 5 dot points). See response; 
Department of Agriculture and Food WA in 
relation to issues raised by the so called 
Bio-Dynamic farming operation No 
development or ongoing operations of the 
business on Lot 2929 Brand Hwy will 
affect the farming operations. 
 
 

o There is and will be no interpretation to the 
natural flow of water (adequate drainage 
infrastructure is proposed) by development 
of the land. See DEC proposed response. 
The concept of flooding to adjoining 
properties is emotional scare mongering 
and without any factual basis. 
 
 
 
 

• There is and will be no interpretation to the 
natural flow of water (adequate drainage 
infrastructure is proposed) by development 
of the land. See DEC proposed response. 
The concept of flooding to adjoining 
properties is emotional scare mongering and 
without any factual basis. 
 
 
 

• No noise or dust from the general site 
operations will escape Lot 2929 Brand Hwy. 
The proposed development is to the centre 
and   north side of Lot 2929 Brand Hwy. 
The proposed development does not 

• Noted. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

• Noted. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

• Noted. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

• Noted. 
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of artificial chemicals, pesticides and fertilisers on the 
property by the previous owner, checked the quality of 
water on the farm, and ensured that the farm itself, and 
adjoining properties, were all zoned rural. 
 
 
 

• The sensitivity of our bio-dynamic farm has already been 
acknowledged by the Shire who have registered the road 
verge in front of our property so that it will not be sprayed 
with pesticides that could impact our bio-dynamic 
certification This sensitivity has also been acknowledged 
by the Department of Agriculture who have it listed as a 
Sensitive Site. 
 

• Other concerns to us is the natural drainage in the dryer 
months of water flowing from our property through natural 
drainage systems into the adjoining property, we have been 
advised through correspondence with the EPA that any 
disturbance to this is undesirable and that the land has 
wetland zoning. It is an important source of water for the 
Ellenbrook catchment and any such disturbance may result 
in flooding to adjoining properties.  

 
• We are also concerned with the proposal being built in 

close proximity to our boundary, fearing that easterly 
winds will inundate our property with dust and any other 
contaminants that will affect our certification but will also 
affect the crops themselves including fruit, vegetables, 
grazing lands for beef/sheep and goats, pigs and poultry. 

 
 
 

• We respect our neighbours want to develop the land but 
would prefer that it was located in the far north-eastern 
sector rather than the land adjoining our property, still this 
would be a concern if any contamination was to affect our 
property as it would still lead us to losing our certification. 
 
 

• It is also our understanding that the owner wishes to use 
Chittering Street for light vehicle access to the property, 
my concern is the amount of traffic that this may bring to 
our street. We have young children that ride bikes and walk 
each day, as well as other locals riding horses, walking 
dogs etc. 
 

envisage or entail any noxious or semi 
noxious activities or contaminates.  All 
ground water will be licenced in accordance 
with the Department of Water requirements 
and used as a dust suppression agent and to 
complement fire fighting capacity. 
 

• The location of the proposed development is 
in accordance with the Shire of Chittering 
TPS and Land use. 
 
 
 
 
 

• The amendment removes entirely the use of 
Chittering Rd, from the development and 
ongoing operations. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

• Noted. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

• Noted. The Department of Water administer 
any interference with the watercourse and 
any further requirements regarding surface 
and ground water impacts. 

 
 
 
 
 

• Noted.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

• This is noted. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

• Noted. The proponent has amended the 
application to remove the use of Chittering 
Street whereby all access is via Brand 
Highway. 
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• The proposed change of use is not compatible with the 

established land use in the area. The land is currently zoned 
rural as it was at the time of purchase of the applicant. A 
change in land use would be detrimental to the Sensitive 
Site registered with the Department of Agriculture 
immediately adjacent to the proposed development. 
 
 
 

• The applicant claims to have spoken to some residents to 
the west of the subject property however as the neighbour 
to the immediate west of the property, who is 
acknowledged by the applicant as someone they know who 
is the owner of a registered Sensitive Site with the 
Department of Agriculture, I am yet to be consulted by the 
applicant regarding their proposed development or 
adequate measures to protect my bio-dynamic certification. 
 

• The change of land use would jeopardise my established 
farm business. The applicant indicates in their application 
that the first stage of development would be the use of 
chemical herbicide Glyphosate to kill the pasture in the 
proposed development area to the west of the gas pipeline. 
The applicant claims they will undertake measures to 
ensure this does not impact upon my certification, however 
no details have been provided as to how this will be 
achieved nor have they undertaken consultation with 
myself to ensure any such measures are adequate. 
Furthermore this spraying has already taken place showing 
a disregard for myself, my bio-dynamic certification and 
the approval process. The applicant has also failed to 
provide detail on how dust from the land, which has been 
sprayed with Glyphosate, will be managed to avoid 
contaminating my land during construction. 

 
• The application does not provide any details as to how the 

drainage within the proposed development area will be 
managed so as to not have a detrimental impact upon 
adjoining areas. The maps and plans provided in Annexure 
D of the application show infrastructure built on top of the 
existing drainage in the area. This area is prone to flooding 
in wet winters and alteration of the existing drainage, 
through redirection, covering/enclosing or infilling, would 
have detrimental effects on adjoining properties, especially 
my own which is located up-stream of the proposal. 
 

 
• The land was and is zoned “Agricultural 

Resource”. There is no application to 
change the Land use. The proposed 
development is in accordance with the 
objectives of Shire of Chittering. TPS and 
land use. All development and operations 
will be in accordance with the local laws 
(by-laws) of the Shire of Chittering. 

 
• See response; Department of Agriculture 

and Food WA in relation to issues raised by 
the Bio-Dynamic farming operation 
(following 5 dot points). No development or 
ongoing operations of Lot 2929 will affect 
the farming operations. 

 
 
 

•  See response; Department of Agriculture 
and Food WA in relation to issues raised by 
the so called Bio-Dynamic farming 
operation (following 5 dot points). No 
development or ongoing operations of lot 
2929 will affect the farming operations. The 
proponent has sprayed an area abutting the 
so called Bio-Dynamic farming operation 
without interference with or impact on the 
farming operation. The proponent is, was 
and shall remain mindful not to undertake 
activities which may adversely impact upon 
the farming operations. 

 
 
 
 

• There is and will be no interpretation to the 
natural flow of water (adequate drainage 
infrastructure is proposed) by development 
of the land. See DEC proposed response. 
The concept of flooding to adjoining 
properties is emotional scare mongering and 
without any factual basis. 

 
 
 
 

 
• The compatibility of the proposed uses are 

assessed in the Agenda Report against the 
Shire’s Town Planning Scheme and other 
legislation. The impact of the proposal on 
your property is noted. 

 
 
 
 

• Noted. It is not a requirement of the 
proponent to consult with neighbouring 
properties; it is at their own desire. Council 
have advertised the proposal in accordance 
with Clause 9.4.3 of the Town Planning 
Scheme. 

 
 
 

• Noted. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

• Noted. Development on site, if supported, 
would require to be raised and any 
additional water runoff caused by 
development would require to be maintained 
on site. 
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• While the proponent has suggested they will undertake 
environmental plantings around the boundaries of the 
property, the detail of the species to be used in these 
plantings are not provided and it is unclear as to when the 
environmental, aesthetic, noise and dust suppressing 
benefits of these plantings will be realised. Inadequate 
and/or slow growing plantings will not provide any 
benefits for quite some time. 
 
 

• The applicant has shown a disregard for the process by 
commencing with development of the land prior to 
receiving all of the appropriate approvals by undertaking 
spraying of the land with herbicides and the construction of 
internal roads. 
 

• The introduction of commercial traffic to Chittering Street 
will be detrimental to residents of the area who walk, ride 
bicycles and ride horses along the street. 

 
 

• I strongly encourage the Shire of Chittering to reject the 
proposed land use application and the proposed 
development and to instruct the applicant to undertake 
genuine and detailed consultation with all affected parties, 
such as myself, and to provide sufficient details as to how 
all of the above concerns may be addressed. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

• I also encourage the Shire of Chittering to give 
consideration to, in the event that they do concede to 
allowing the application to establish an industrial business, 
ensuring that any rezoning of the land use be restricted to 
the eastern portion of the lot which is immediately adjacent 
to Brand Hwy and ensure that the western portion of the lot 
is always zoned rural so as to protect my registered 
Sensitive Site agricultural system. 

 
• Should the Shire limit the zoning to the eastern portion, 

this would: 

 
 

• The proponent has undertaken and 
completed environmental planting to the 
entire boundary area west of the gas pipeline 
easement. The species selection is detailed 
in the Preliminary Environmental 
Management Plan (PEMP) has been 
developed in association with Chittering 
Land Care. 

 
 

• The proposed development is in accordance 
with the objectives of Shire of Chittering. 
TPS and land use. All development and 
operations will be in accordance with the 
local laws (by-laws) of the Shire of 
Chittering. Only preparatory works have 
been undertaken on the site, timing of road 
construction was designed to avoid dust 
generation during the dryer months of the 
year. 

 
• The entire land was and is zoned 

“Agricultural Resource”. There is no 
application to change the Land use. The 
proposed development is in accordance with 
the objectives of Shire of Chittering. TPS 
and land use. All development and 
operations will be in accordance with the 
local laws (by-laws) of the Shire of 
Chittering. The development and ongoing 
operational activities to the western end of 
the property will have no adverse impact on 
the farming operations 

 
• See response; Department of Agriculture 

and Food WA in relation to issues raised by 
the Bio-Dynamic farming operation No 
development or ongoing operations of the 
business on 2929 Brand Hwy will affect the 
farming operations.  

 
 
 
 
 

 
 

• Noted. The proponent advised Chittering 
Landcare Group assisted with the 
Environmental Management Plan and 
proposed plantings. 

 
 
 
 
 
 

• Noted. Unauthorised works on the property 
has now ceased as a result of Council’s 
request. 

 
 
 

• Noted. The proponent has proposed to 
amend the application to not use Chittering 
Street. 
 
 

• Noted. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

• Noted. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

• As below. 
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o Minimise impact of rezoning to my established and 

registered agricultural Sensitive Site; and 
 
 
o Minimise impact of commercial traffic upon Chittering 

Street to the extreme eastern portion of the street and to 
Brand Hwy. Ideally all commercial traffic should be 
restricted to Brand Hwy and Energy Road. 

 
• The amendment removes entirely the use of 

Chittering Rd, from the development and 
ongoing operations. 
 

• The proponent is establishing heavy haulage 
access of Brand Hwy. (Energy Rd is 
unsuitable and the Shire of Chittering will 
not bear the cost of upgrading Energy Rd) 

 
• Noted. 

 
 
 

• Noted. As mentioned earlier, an amendment 
to the application removed Chittering Street 
for proposed access and use. 

    
Public Submission 15 • How could this ever be considered in our townsite? There 

is an industrial area zoned east of this, off the Great 
Northern Highway. Let it be permitted there as it is 
definitely not appropriate and wanted in our townsite. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

• Would you allow this in the ‘Tidy Town Bindoon’? 
 
 

• The noise of the hoppers, trucks and machinery coming 
and going 7 days a week. 

 
 
 
 

• The dust it is going to create. 
 
 
 
 

• The ugliness at the front of our townsite. 
 
 

• The excess traffic coming and going. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

• The development is not within the Muchea 
Town site.  The land was and is zoned 
“Agricultural Resource”. There is no 
application to change the Land use. The 
proposed development is in accordance with 
the objectives of Shire of Chittering. TPS 
and land use. All development and 
operations will be in accordance with the 
local laws (by-laws) of the Shire of 
Chittering. 

 
• Not relevant to the issue. 

 
 

• (dot points3-6) No noise from the general 
site operations will escape Lot 2929 Brand 
Hwy. The proposed development is to the 
centre and   north side of Lot 2929 Brand 
Hwy. No noise or dust from the general site 
operations will escape Lot 2929 Brand Hwy. 
The proposed development is to the centre 
and   north side of Lot 2929 Brand Hwy. 
The proposal does not affect the lifestyle or 
amenity of the area and is a compliant use of 
Lot 2929 Brand Hwy within the Shire of 
Chittering Town Planning Scheme. (TPS). 
Hours of operation provide flexibility, 
particularly as Lot 2929 supports operations 
in Carnamah, Mukinbudin and Mt Marshall, 
the development will not adversely impact 
upon the peace and quiet of Muchea. There 
is also substantial existing noise generation 
from truck movements on Brand Hwy. 

 
• Not relevant to the intent and purpose of 

Landscape supplies. 
  

• The subject property is located adjacent to 
the Muchea Townsite and is zoned 
‘Agricultural Resource’. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

• This comment is not relevant to the proposal 
being presented. 
 

• Noise shall be required to comply with the 
Environmental Protection (Noise) 
Regulations 1997 and is required as part of 
the Officer’s Recommendation. 

 
 

• Noted. The proponent has outlined dust 
management measures in the application 
and is addressed in the Officer’s 
Recommendation. 

 
• Noted. Amenity is a consideration of 

Council in determining applications. 
 

• Noted. The proponent has amended the 
application to only use the Brand Highway 
for access, which is considered to ease the 
impact of noise and traffic hazard of 
Chittering Street. 
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• We already have a landscape supplies one street away from 
this. 

 
 

• This particular property already looks like an eyesore from 
the road with the works already commenced, even though 
this supposedly has not been approved yet. 

 
 
 
 

• Approve it in the industrial area, it is not wanted in our 
townsite. 

• The proposed development is in accordance 
with the objectives of Shire of Chittering. 
TPS and land use. All development and 
operations will be in accordance with the 
local laws (by-laws) of the Shire of 
Chittering. Only preparatory works have 
been undertaken on the site, timing of road 
construction was designed to avoid dust 
generation during the dryer months of the 
year. 

 
• The development is not within the Muchea 

Town site.  The land was and is zoned 
“Agricultural Resource”. There is no 
application to change the Land use. The 
proposed development is in accordance with 
the objectives of Shire of Chittering. TPS 
and land use. All development and 
operations will be in accordance with the 
local laws (by-laws) of the Shire of 
Chittering. 
 

 
 

• Noted. The amended application removes 
the proposed landscape supplies. 

 
 
• Noted. Unauthorised development has 

ceased at the property. 
 

 
 
 
 

• Noted. 
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1. INTRODUCTION 

Shawmac has been commissioned to prepare a Transport Impact Statement for the proposed  

workshop and storage facility to be located at Lot 299 (No. 2929), Brand Highway, Muchea, in the 

Shire of Chittering. This report has been prepared in accordance with the WAPC Transport Impact 

Assessment Guidelines – Volume 4: Individual Developments and in a format which will be suitable 

for submission to both Main Roads Western Australia and the Shire of Chittering. 

The subject lands is located approximately 44km north-east of the Perth CBD on a parcel of land on 

the western side of Brand Highway between Chittering Street and Energy Place. The general location 

of the proposed facility is shown in Figure 1.1. 

Figure 1.1 – Site Location Map 
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While the number of daily trips to and from the site is expected to be minimal, a significant 

proportion of these trips will consist of as-of-right heavy vehicles such as light trucks and semi-

trailers which will use Brand Highway to enter and exit the site. The primary issues which will be 

addressed as part of this assessment will therefore relate to ensuring that the proposed access 

arrangements to the site will accommodate safe ingress and egress via the proposed crossover to the 

west side of Brand Highway. Brand Highway is classified as a Primary Distributor and is owned, 

operated and maintained under the jurisdiction of Main Roads Western Australia (MRWA) 

Wheatbelt North Region.  

2. EXISTING AND PROPOSED SITUATION 

2.1. Existing Situation 

The subject site is zoned as Agricultural Resource and is currently being used for primary production 

which generates approximately ten (10) light vehicle movements per day. The site is bounded by the 

Brand Highway to the east, Chittering Street to the south and Energy Place to the north. An aerial 

view of the site and the boundary road network is shown in Figure 2.1. 

Figure 2.1 - Aerial Photo of Proposed Development Site 

 

 The existing cross-section of Brand Highway in the vicinity of the site consists of a sealed width of 

7.0m with 3.5m lanes, a 1.0m sealed shoulder and a 1.0m unsealed gravel shoulder. Chittering Street 

consists of a sealed width of 7.0m with no shoulders and Energy Place is currently a gravel track 

approximately 3.0m wide. Existing access arrangements to the site consist of 5.5m wide crossover on 

approach to the intersection with Brand Highway with the crossover width flaring to approximately 

11.5m at the highway to accommodate simultaneous outbound left- and right-turning movements 

220m north of Chittering Street.  Figure 2.2 shows an aerial photo of the existing site crossover 

which is the location of the proposed access to the development.  
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Figure 2.2 – Existing Site Access 

 

Existing daily and peak period traffic volumes for Brand Highway have been sourced from Main 

Roads Western Australia (MRWA). The latest data shows that the average weekday daily volume on 

Brand Highway in the vicinity of the subject site is in the order of 3,863 vehicles per day (vpd). The 

data suggests that the roadway peak periods for Brand Highway occur between 6:30 a.m. and 7:30 

a.m. in the morning with a volume of 266 vph and between 3:30 p.m. and 4:30 p.m. in the afternoon 

with a volume of 316 vph. The data also indicates a significant percentage of heavy vehicle traffic 

(24.5%) which will be accounted for as part of the traffic assessment. No traffic data was available 

for Chittering Street and Energy Place and it has been assumed that the weekday daily traffic 

volumes on these roads are less than 200 vpd and 50 vpd respectively.  

Figure 2.3 and 2.4 shows the existing intersections of Brand Highway with Energy Place and 

Chittering Street. 

Figure 2.3 – Existing Brand Highway/Energy Place Road Intersection 
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Figure 2.4 – Existing Brand Highway/Chittering Street Road Intersection 

 
 

2.2. Proposed Development 

The developer, Whitestone Quarries WA Pty Ltd has proposed the construction of a workshop and 

storage facility to be located on the western side of Brand Highway, north of the Chittering Street 

intersection with Brand Highway. Proposed access arrangements to service the development consist 

of an upgraded crossover to Brand Highway at the same location as the existing crossover. 

Based upon discussions with the applicant, Shawmac has been advised that the workshop and storage 

facility is planned to operate 12 hours per day on weekdays (between 7:00 a.m. and 7:00 p.m.). The 

facility will be staffed by between one (1) and  three (3) employees. 
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3. TRAFFIC ASSESSMENT 

3.1. Site Trip Generation 

Based upon discussions with the applicant, it is anticipated that the proposed workshop and storage 

facility is expected to generate approximately 20 movements per day on a typical weekday during the 

typical operating hours of 7:00 a.m. and 7:00 p.m. This estimate has been based upon the following 

breakdown: 

 8 as-of-right heavy vehicle movements (both inbound and outbound movements); and 

 12 light vehicle movements (both inbound and outbound movements). 

Table 3.1 summarised the overall trip generation associated with the proposed development, 

including an estimate of the number of movements expected to occur during the weekday a.m. and 

p.m. peak hours.  

Table 3.1 – Trip Generation 

 Daily AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour 
 Total In Out Total In Out Total In Out 

Trucks 8 4 4 2 1 1 2 1 1 
Employees 12 6 6 6 6 0 6 0 6 

Total 20 10 10 8 7 1 8 1 7 
 

3.2. Trip Distribution 

It has been assumed that all site-generated traffic associated with the proposed facility will access 

and egress the site via  the upgraded existing crossover to the west side of Brand Highway with the 

majority of traffic entering and exiting the site to and from the south according to the following 

distribution: 

 Light vehicles – 90% south and 10% north on Brand Highway; and 

 Truck movements – 100% south on Brand Highway. 
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3.3. Traffic Operations Assessment  

Austroads’ Guide to Traffic Management provides advice on the capacity of unsignalised 

intersections. For minor roads where there are relatively low volumes of turning traffic, capacity 

considerations are usually not significant and capacity analysis is unnecessary. Intersection volumes 

below which capacity analysis is unnecessary are indicated in Table 3.2. 

Table 3.2 – Threshold Analysis Parameters (Austroads, 2009) 

Type of road Light cross and turning volumes maximum design hour volumes 

(vehicles per hour (two way)) 

Two-lane major road 400 500 650 

Cross road 250 200 100 

 

As indicated by the table, the peak hour volumes on Brand Highway would be required to reach over 

650 vehicles before additional analysis of the intersection is warranted.  

Based upon the latest traffic data, the peak morning and afternoon hour volumes are 266 vph and 316 

vph, respectively. The proposed activities on the site are expected to generate approximately 8 

additional vehicular trips during the roadway peak hour. The threshold of 650 vph will not be 

reached and therefore detailed analysis of the intersection is not necessary. 

Based upon a review of the anticipated daily and peak hour traffic generation associated with the 

proposed development of the site, it can be concluded that the site-generated traffic can be 

accommodated within the existing practical capacity of the boundary road system with minimal 

vehicular queuing or delays.  
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3.4. Review of Existing Road Geometry, Sightlines and Crash 

History 

The proposed upgraded crossover location has also been assessed with respect to relevant sightline 

requirements for exiting vehicles (from a minor approach, such as a crossover or access road), as 

documented in Austroads Guide to Road Design: Part 4A – Unsignalised and Signalised 

Intersections. 

Brand Highway currently has a posted speed limit of 110 kph in the vicinity of the intersection.  

MRWA guidelines indicate that typical design speeds are generally 10 kph or more above the posted 

speed limit and it has therefore been assumed that the design speed for Brand Highway in the vicinity 

of the site would be 120 kph.  Minimum sightline requirements for 110 kph (as sourced from 

Austroads guidelines) have been documented in Table 3.3. However, it should be noted that based 

upon Australian Road Rules, heavy vehicles are limited to a maximum travel speed of 100 kph. 

Table 3.3. - Minimum Sight Distances 

 Type Sight Distance (m) 

Approach Sight Distance 
Minimum 229 

Desirable 245 

Safe Intersection Sight Distance 
Minimum 329 

Desirable 345 

 

Approach sight distance (ASD) is the minimum level of sight distance, which should be available at 

all intersections.  ASD is numerically equal to normal car stopping sight distance (SSD), which is 

defined as the distance travelled by a vehicle between the times when the driver receives a stimulus 

signifying a need to stop and the time the vehicle comes to rest. 

Safe intersection sight distance (SISD) is the minimum standard, which should be provided on the 

major road at any intersection.  It provides sufficient distance for a driver of a vehicle on the major 

road to observe a vehicle on a minor road approach moving into a collision situation (e.g. in the worst 

case, stalling across the traffic lanes), and to decelerate to a stop before reaching the collision point.  

It is generally sufficient to enable cars to cross a major road safely from a side road. 

The existing access road intersects with Brand Highway at an angle of approximately 72 degrees.  

Intersection angles are generally recommended to range between 70 and 110 degrees, with a 

preferred intersecting angle of 90 degrees to the major road. 

Based upon a review of the existing road geometry and sightlines, the available sight distance is 

excellent in both directions and exceeds the minimum required distances for the intersection. Figure 

3.1 and 3.2 show photos of the available sight distance at the proposed site access taken during a site 
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investigation. 

Figure 3.1 – Sight Distance to the North Along Brand Highway From Site Crossover 

 

Figure 3.2 – Sight Distance to the South Along Brand Highway From Site Crossover 
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In order to assess the need for turn treatments at the proposed site access, reference was made to the 

Austroads’ Guide to Road Design – Part 4A: Unsignalised and Signalised Intersections. The 

guidelines describe the hourly traffic volumes on the major and minor roads that warrant each type of 

turn treatment including basic (Type BA), auxiliary lane (Type AU) and channelised (Type CH) turn 

treatments. Figure 4.9(a) of this document is shown below as Figure 3.3. 

Figure 3.3 – Warrants for Turn Treatments on the Major Road at Unsignalised Intersections (Design 
Speed ≥ 100km/h 

 

The projected major road traffic volume is 324 vph on Brand Highway and the turn volume is less 

than 8 vph on the access road with the majority (90%+  to and from the south) of site-generated 

traffic turning left into the site and right out of the site. As a result, a BAR or localised widening on 

the southbound approach to the crossover to allow for through traffic to overtake stopped vehicles on 

the right is neither justified nor is it required. A basic left-turn treatment (BAL) on Brand Highway in 

the form of a widened shoulder to allow vehicles turning left into the development to move off the 

highway to allow through vehicles would enhance safe ingress by site-generated traffic. 

Figure 3.4 illustrates typical basic turn treatments for unsignalised intersections including the BAL 

treatment. 
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Figure 3.4 – Typical Rural Basic Turn Treatments 

 

The existing crossover at its intersection with Brand Highway will also be upgraded to a suitable 

rural standard with appropriate line marking and traffic control implemented at this location to allow 

for safe and efficient ingress and egress by site-generated traffic. Localised clearing of vegetation to 

the north and south of the site crossover will enhance safe exiting sightlines. Details regarding the 

upgrade of this road will be addressed during the detailed design stages of the project. Details 

relating to the proposed upgrades to the crossover and changes to the existing road space on Brand 

Highway will be addressed during the detailed design stages of the process. 

A review of the documented 5-year crash history at this location indicates that there have been no 

recorded crashes at either the Brand Highway/Chittering Street or Brand Highway/Energy Place 

intersection.  
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4. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS 

Shawmac has undertaken an assessment of the anticipated traffic operations associated with the 

proposal to construct a workshop and storage facility on Lot 299 (No. 2929), Brand Highway, 

Muchea in the Shire of Chittering.  

Based upon assessment of the anticipated site-generated traffic associated with the development 

proposal and the existing primary boundary road network, the increase in traffic can be 

accommodated within the existing practical capacity of these roads and the increased activities on the 

subject site will result in a negligible impact on existing traffic operations.    

A site visit to assess the available sightlines for vehicles entering and exiting the site concluded that 

sight distance in both directions is sufficient and meets the minimum required sight distance as 

prescribed by Austroads guidelines. 

Due to the type of as-of-right heavy vehicles expected to access the site, the implementation of a 

localised widening of the existing shoulder along the west side of Brand Highway (a BAL treatment) 

on approach to the site crossover from the south will result in safe and efficient ingress and egress at 

this location for vehicles accessing the site from the south.  The existing crossover will be upgraded 

to a suitable rural standard at its intersection with the Brand Highway and will include the 

implementation of appropriate line marking and traffic control at this location. 

Details relating to the implementation of the BAL treatment and to the upgrade of the crossover will 

be addressed during the detailed design stages of the project.  

In conclusion, based upon the results of the Transport Impact Statement and associated 

recommendations, the proposed development of the workshop and storage facility at 299 Brand 

Highway, Muchea, can be supported from a traffic operations and safety perspective. 
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Locality Plan 
 

Lot 22 Reserve Road 

Muchea 

 

Lot 22 Reserve Road 
Reserve Road 

Great Northern Highway 
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Attachment 2 – Site Plan 
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Attachment 5 ‐ Consultation Plan 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Note: Properties highlighted in yellow were notified and given twenty‐one (21) days to respond. 
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Schedule of Submissions for proposed extractive industry – Lot 22 Reserve Road, Muchea 
 

 

       
Submitter  Submitter Comments  Applicant’s response  Officer’s response 
Main Roads WA   No objection. 

 Lot 22 does not abut a MRWA controlled road however the 
intersection of Reserve Road and Great Northern Highway will 
be the point of access to the MRWA network. 

 The application states ‘an average of 8 truck movements per 
day’ and provided these are not Restricted Access Vehicles 
(RAV), the frequency and type of vehicle will not unduly 
impact the MRWA network. 

The vehicles entering are not RAV    Noted. 
 Noted. 

 
 

 This is noted.  

Ellen Brockman Integrated 
Catchment Group (Chittering 
Landcare Group) 

Would like Council to consider the following comments: 
 The clearing permit granted by the Department of 

Environment and Conservation allows for the removal of 45 
trees. The clearing permit area does not match the area that 
is planned for extraction. Figure 9, the staging of the site, in 
the application indicates a larger area than clearing allows, 
thus stage 2 of the proposed gravel extraction cannot be 
approved. 

 Following discussion with the proponent and landowner, 
modifications to the rehabilitation plan have been suggested 
that the Council may think worthy of consideration. The 
Chittering Landcare Group considers this proposal to have 
merit and will begin the implementation of the Shire’s 
Biodiversity Strategy. The modifications involve: 
 Creating a 100m wide corridor connecting the remnant 

vegetation on Lot 23 to the north with the conservation 
reserve, Barracca Spring, to the south. This would be 
located 100m in from the eastern boundary of the 
property and be densely revegetated using local native 
species. This revegetation would be undertaken as soon as 
possible rather than waiting for excavation to be 
completed. Information sheets provided to the landowner 
will encourage the planting of a greater variety of species 
within the corridor. 

 The resource enhancement wetland in the south western 
corner of the property will be planted with appropriate 
wetland species of trees, shrubs and rushes to provide 
wind breaks and protect the water resources. 

 A property plan will be developed by the landowner to 
have the actual pit area rehabilitated with perennial 
pastures as excavation finishes and for the area to be 
divided into four separate paddocks with treed 
boundaries. This will allow for rotational grazing, better 
protection by the strategic planting of trees and a more 
sustainable use of the area. 

Due to the fact that the buffer zone will be put in place the 
area to be cleared will be that of the original application 
placed previously shown in green on Figure 7 
 
 
Attached is a plan of the area to be revegetated with the 
100metre zone shown and planting to commence in the near 
future suitable to weather and winter rains. 

 
 Noted. Applicant is aware of the buffer requirement 

and intends to excavate areas approved for clearing. 
 
 
 
 
 

 Noted. 
 
 
 
 
 

 This is noted. The applicant has provided a plan 
showing proposed revegetation of a 100m corridor 
which is not impacted by excavation. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 This is noted. Revegetation of the wetland in the south 
western corner of the property will be undertaken by 
the landowner and operator at their will and is not 
required by this proposal. 

 This is noted. The revegetation of the 100m corridor 
was agreed to replace revegetation of the excavation 
areas. The excavation areas will be required to be 
rehabilitated with pasture and treed paddock areas as 
agreed by the Chittering Landcare Group. It is the 
Officer’s Recommendation to revise the rehabilitation 
plan to reflect this. 

Department of Water   No comment.     Noted. 
Department of Mines and 
Petroleum 

 The Department notes the proposal.     Noted. 

Department of Planning   Management plans should only be used to guide matters that  The points mentioned have been covered in the application   Noted. 
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cannot be reasonably determined at the time of application – 
this may deal with issues such as dust suppression (including a 
process for conflict resolution), or how the future 
rehabilitation of the site will be managed. It is recommended 
that matters that can reasonably be measured and defined 
should be set as conditions of the planning approval. 

 The approved plan should show: 
o Dimensions of excavation areas; 
o Proposed location, number and size of each pit within 

excavation areas; 
o Proposed location of equipment and other site works 

within excavation areas; 
o Permitted staging or works; 
o Location of any additional structures or dwellings; 
o Proposed size and location of stockpiles within 

excavation areas; 
o Indication of nominal buffer distances in accordance 

with EPA Guidance Statement No 3; 
o Location of nearby dwellings and other uses; 
o Appropriate scale; 
o Topography; 
o Access and indication of road standard; 
o Environmental attributes; 
o Proposed excavation areas be surveyed to assist 

Council with monitoring and compliance. 
 Council be guided by EPA Guidance Statement No 3 to ensure 

generic buffers distances have been addressed, and if 
variation is justified, it be evidence based. 

 Dust and noise suppression to be dealt with via a 
management plan, however Council would need to be 
satisfied in the first instance that the proposal could achieve 
appropriate dust and noise suppression consistent measures 
with the zone and SCA objectives of TPS 6. 

 Council should consider imposing a condition relating to the 
size and management of stockpiles on the land. The condition 
should ensure that the size and management of stockpiles do 
not impact on the visual amenity or the rural character of the 
area. 

 Council should determine whether any roads that will be used 
by the site’s operator require upgrading prior to the 
commencement of operations. If Council determine road 
upgrading is necessary, it is recommended that the 
requirement be imposed as a condition of planning approval, 
prior to the commencement of site works so as to avoid dust 
impacts. 

and cannot see for any further comment   
 
 
 
 
 

 The Officer’s Recommendation makes note of the 
Department’s advice by requesting a revised excavation 
site plan showing all the points raised. It is noted the 
application mentions all of the points raised throughout 
the document. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 This is noted. As mentioned earlier, the Applicant has 
advised of the intent not to excavate within the 500m 
buffer. 

 This is noted. The Applicant has obtained a water 
licence on the property for the purpose of dust 
suppression. The measures of dust management within 
the application adequately address this. 

 
 This is noted. Details of stockpiling have not been 

addressed in the application. The Officer’s 
Recommendation requires all stockpiles to be located 
within the floor of the pit/excavation area. 
 

 This is noted. The Officer’s Recommendation requires 
an agreement between the Shire and operator for road 
construction and/or maintenance.  

Environmental Protection 
Authority 

 EPA does not review extractive industry applications. 
 If you believe this development will have a significant impact 

on the environment it can be formally referred to the EPA 
under section 38 of the Environmental Protection Act 1986. 

Environmental issues have been covered with further 
enhancement to the property through rehabilitation 

 Noted. 
 Noted. 

Department of Environment 
and Conservation 

No objection and provides the following advice: 
 DEC recommends that the proponent develop a weed 

These issues have been attended to in the application for Lot 
22 and are not part of Lot 51. 

 
 Noted. The Applicant has addressed weed management 
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management plan for Lot 22 that is endorsed by the Shire in 
consultation with the Chittering Land Conservation 
Committee. The plan would include details how the 
proponent will undertake annual ongoing weed control across 
Lot 51 Lot 22 for the life of the project for all invasive weeds 
including Paterson’s Curse, Cape Tulip, Arum Lily, Wild Radish 
and Afghan Melons. 

 DEC recommends that the proponent develop a site 
rehabilitation plan to the satisfaction of the Shire and that the 
Shire should consult with the Chittering Land Conservation 
District Committee for advice. This plan would include the 
proponent to undertake any ongoing infill planting, fencing 
and weed control maintenance for the life of the project. 

in Section 5.11. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 This is noted. The Applicant has outlined the 
rehabilitation of the site. The introduction of 
revegetating the 100m corridor was a result of liaising 
with the Chittering Landcare Group. 

       
Public Submission 1   Do not object to the extraction of sand on Lot 22. 

 Object to gravel extraction because of the associated noise 
during screening or crushing of the product, if that should 
become part of the process of removal of the material. 

 Do not believe the letter of support for extraction in the 
buffer zone as being valid or true. 

In the management plan of the application it has been stated 
that there will be no screening or crushing process. 
 
The letter of support for extraction in the buffer zone was 
fully supported and signed with approval at the time of 
application. 
 
The extractive industries of both sand and gravel are not of 
great abundance within the Shire and need to be protected as 
an industry for further development and securing of growth 
and employment for the Shire. 
 
 

 Noted. 
 Noted. The application notes no screening or blasting in 

Section 4.4. 
 

 Noted. The letter of support for excavation within the 
500m buffer area has been disregarded. 
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