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Introduction 
The Shire of Broome (The Shire) is planning for the closure of the Buckley’s Rd Waste Management 
Facility and the establishment of a new Regional Resource Recovery Park (RRRP).  
 
This project includes a community engagement process, which is designed to create awareness of the 
RRRP, present results of the site investigations conducted to date, and to gather feedback from the 
community on the project and the proposed locations for the Community Recycling Centre (CRC) and 
Class III Landfill. 
 
A three-hour workshop was held for Coconut Well residents on 4 March 2021, forming part of the 
community review. The session format was a question and answer forum that was facilitated by Aha! 
Consulting. The participants were provided the opportunity to raise any questions or queries they may 
have in relation to the RRRP at the start of the meeting. The presentations provided were then tailored to 
these key question topics. 
 
Responses 
 
Responses to all question raised during the Information Session that were captured by the Facilitator or by 
the Project Team have been collated with responses to all questions included as the body of the section 
below. All questions and responses have been arranged according to theming to assist in the absorption 
of large amounts of information and with the aim of simplifying the review by participants who have special 
interest on particular themes. Some information discussed during the workshop is not captured within 
these notes. That information is available in the Information Pack and supporting reports on the project 
website www.rrrp.com.au. 
 
Next Steps 
Participants were encouraged to take away the information packs and fact sheets and were provided 
information about the additional engagement sessions being run by the Shire. Participants were also 
invited to provide a response to the online survey that is open until 27 March 2021.  
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Question Response 
THEME: LOCATION  

1. Can you confirm the 
location and size of 
the sites?  

 Site D2 – a 98 hectare site located 12km northeast of Broome’s town 
centre along Cape Leveque Rd.  

 Site G1 – 119 hectare site located 38km northeast of Broome’s town 
centre along Great Northern Highway.  

 The proposed landfill location within Site G1 is conceptually designed 
approximately 1,030m from Great Northern Hwy  

 Site D2 is located on the corner of Cape Leveque Rd and McGuigan 
Rd with a 110m setback to the CRC and 385m to proposed landfill 
location from Cape Leveque Rd. 

2. Is it possible for the 
landfill to go to Site 
G1? 

 Both Sites G1 and D2 have been assessed as suitable for landfill and 
are currently being considered. 

 Based on the results of the site investigations and data gathered on 
both sites to date, Site D2 is the preferred site for environmental and 
operational reasons. Council will make the final decision on the 
preferred location of landfill taking into consideration technical reports 
as well as the feedback from the Community Review process. 

3. Why can’t both CRC 
and the landfill be 
located at Site G1? 

 38km travel for community to travel to drop off their recycling and 
waste materials at the CRC has been deemed to be too far. Therefore, 
the CRC is to be developed at D2. 

4. Please provide an 
aerial of Site D2 
without the landfill 

 See Drawing C-101 which shows Site D2 with the CRC and 
associated Site Infrastructure (Appendix One). 

5. Can you confirm Site 
D2 is in  Water Corp 
Lease?  

 Site D2 is located within Reserve 25716, which is a Crown Reserve 
vested to  Water Corp. The Shire has obtained agreement from The 
Water Corporation (Water Corp) to transfer the vesting of the land to 
the Shire. 

  Site D2 is not located within the Broome Water reserve. 
 The Public Drinking Water Resource Area borefield is approximately 

1.5km to the east of Site D2  
 The PDWSA is up hydraulic gradient to Site D2  

THEME: GROUNDWATER  

6. When were the 
groundwater bores 
installed and what is 
the difference 
between the two 
bores types? 

 Groundwater bores were installed during November 2020. 
 Monitoring bores comprise a shallow and deep well (a cluster), 

o Shallow wells are screened in Pindan sand above the regional 
water table to assess if there is perching of groundwater during 
the wet season that would be needed to be understood, for 
geotechnical and engineering reasons. 

o Deep wells are used to assess groundwater levels and to collect 
samples for laboratory analysis to determine the baseline 
conditions at the sites. 

 One larger (100mm ⌀  bore was installed centrally at each site to ~60-
65m below ground level for conversion to a production bore though 
used currently for pumping tests. It is proposed on the selected site 
that the production bore will be used for site water requirements 
including dust suppression. 
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7. When will the hydro-
geological testing be 
completed? How 
long will 
groundwater 
monitoring be 
undertaken for? 

 Initial hydrogeological investigations are now complete with ongoing 
quarterly analysis to continue. 

 Groundwater levels are monitored continuously using data loggers 
installed in the deep monitoring bores to assess the seasonal 
groundwater level fluctuations. 

 There will be at least three more quarterly groundwater monitoring 
events whereby groundwater samples are collected from the 
monitoring bores and are tested at National Association of Testing 
Authorities, Australia (NATA) accredited laboratories to confirm the 
baseline conditions. The critical aspect of these investigations is to 
assess seasonal variations which alter pre and post the wet season. 
These figures will then be used to compare against the maximum 
groundwater levels determined through the historical records for 
rainfall and groundwater levels across the Broome Region (refer 
Section 3.3.1 of the Site Investigation Reports for further information).  

8. What is the depth to 
groundwater at both 
sites? 

 The range of depth to groundwater recorded during the November 
2020 groundwater monitoring event across Site D2 was 15 to 31m. 
The range of depth to groundwater across Site G1 was 3.8 to 9 m. 

 The maximum (wet season) groundwater levels at both D2 and G1 is 
based on the historical available data for groundwater levels in the 
area recorded in nearby registered bores screened in the same 
formation. 

9. What is the 
groundwater velocity 
(speed) at Buckley’s 
Plain? 

 Groundwater velocity decreases between Site D2 and wetlands on 
Buckley’s Plain due to a flattening out of the hydraulic gradient. This 
further reduces the risk to groundwater contamination.  

 Groundwater and surface water interactions are complex and for 
instance discharge of groundwater to the Buckley’s Plain wetlands 
probably includes seepage around the edges of the wetlands that is 
from rainfall recharge falling in the immediate vicinity as well as up-
coning of groundwater from a considerable depth in the aquifer. 

10. What is the 
groundwater velocity 
(speed) of both 
sites? 

 Site D2 has been estimated to have a velocity of 21m per year. 
 Site G1 has been estimated to have a velocity of 2m per year. 
  Water Corp figures estimate a velocity in the Site D2 area near the 

TWS borefield in the order of 10 to 13m per year. 
 The reason for the difference in groundwater velocity between the 

sites is due to a combination of factors including the lower hydraulic 
gradient and aquifer transmissivity recorded at G1. 

 The groundwater velocity is useful for screening risk to nearby 
sensitive receptors because it provides an estimate for unimpeded 
contaminant migration so provides conservative modelling. However it 
must be noted that it does not take into consideration the natural 
attenuation processes including adsorption (adhesion of atoms), 
dispersion and degradation processes which retard contaminant 
migration and reduce concentrations along the flow path. 
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11. Why does Site D2 
have greater depths 
to groundwater than 
Site G1 when it is 
further inland? 

 The range of depth to groundwater recorded during the November 
2020 groundwater monitoring event across Site D2 was 39m The 
Australian Height Datum (AHD) to 21m AHD. The range of depth to 
groundwater across Site G1 was 24.5m AHD to 15.5m AHD. Results 
show that Site D2 is located on higher ground than Site G1. Talis has 
also assessed the regional topographical models published by 
Landgate which are shown in the Regional Topography figure 
(Appendix Two) and are consistent with the results from the onsite 
investigations. 

 To illustrate the depths to groundwater Talis has mapped the regional 
topography and groundwater levels to determine the average depths 
to groundwater on across both Sites. Utilising this information, cross 
sections from both Sites to respective discharge points down stream 
are provided (Appendix Three).  

 These figures clearly show that Site D2 has a greater depth to 
groundwater than Site G1. These results are consistent with the site 
specific data collected during hydrogeological investigation however, 
there are slight alterations to the values between the regional maps 
and the site specific data which is normal due to the accuracy of the 
regional data sets. 

12. What is  Water Corp’s 
view of the proposed 
use of Site D2? 

 Water Corp undertook a Groundwater Source Protection Assessment 
for a landfill located at Site D2 which determined that a proposed 
landfill is a low risk groundwater contamination source to P1 Public 
Drinking Water Source Area` 

  Water Corp is supportive of the proposed use of Site D2 for both the 
CRC and Class III Landfill. 

13. What volume of water 
will be extracted and 
how often will it be 
used for dust 
suppression? 

 An estimated 2-5ML per year will be extracted for dust suppression 
and other uses for the landfill operations. 

 Dust suppression likely to be undertaken on a daily basis during the 
dry season and as required outside of this period. 

14. What is the total 
water drawdown and 
its impact on the salt 
water interface? 

 The expected draw from the aquifer for the operation of the RRRP is 
2-5ML/year which is relatively minor. The risk posed by up-coning of 
saline water at depth beneath the site due to operation of a small 
production bore at Site D2 is minimal. Nevertheless, salinity levels 
would be monitored frequently during operation of a production bore 
and measures taken should any increasing trend be detected. This is 
a typical licensing requirement.  
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15. What happens if the 
landfill lining system 
fails and groundwater 
contamination 
occurs?  

 Talis has undertaken groundwater risk assessments including the 
potential impacts arising from a breach of the lining system which has 
returned favourable results with all contaminants returning to 
background concentrations prior to reaching downstream receptors. 
Several reasons for this finding are as listed below.  
o The landfill will include a range of environmental engineering 

controls particularly a basal lining and leachate management 
system to be designed and constructed to best practice 
standards. 

o Engineering control materials and construction will be subject to 
Construction Quality Assurance testing and supervision to ensure 
it meets the performance and design specifications.  

o Leak detection testing will be undertaken at the end of the 
construction phase to detect any holes in the lining system that 
will be repaired if found. 

o Construction of the landfill will require sign off by the Department 
of Water and Environmental Regulation (DWER). 

o Ongoing groundwater monitoring using networks of monitoring 
bores positioned close to the landfill will be undertaken, including 
testing for landfill indicators as per licence requirements.  

o Contingency measures if required can be put in place should a 
leak be detected and would include treatment and/or recovery of 
contaminated groundwater.  

16. Why can’t you build a 
landfill only 1m deep 
(to ensure separation 
for the groundwater 
table) at Site G1? 

 A 1m deep landfill can be designed and constructed, however there 
are significant disadvantages to this type of design including: 
o Significant material deficiency will require a borrow pit to obtain 

the required operational and rehabilitation soil for the facility; 
o Significant loss of void space and reduced lifespan of the facility; 
o Requirement to develop landfill cells much sooner, and; 
o Greater surface area/land clearing required. 

 This will result in a much more costly landfill development (as 
described in the financial modelling in the Site Comparison Report). 

17. If groundwater 
contamination occurs 
will the Shire provide 
potable water? 

 In the event groundwater contamination occurred, remediation and/or 
management measures would be required to be implemented. 

THEME: SURFACE WATER  

18. Why is there no levee 
bund to the west of 
Site D2? 

 Regional flood modelling indicates that regional surface water flows 
from north east to the south west across Site D2.  

 The modelling to date has not indicated the requirement for a levee 
along the western boundary however the final levee design will be 
determined during the detail design phase of the project.  

 The levee bund has been designed to direct surface water flows 
along the eastern boundary to the south west and to re-join the local 
surface water flow, minimising interruption to local surface water flow. 

19. How high are the 
levee bunds? 

 Based on the modelling works, the levee bunds at Site D2 are 1.3m in 
height and 3,300m in length. Levee height is anticipated to be 
increased to 2-3m to provide visual screening of the site.  

 The height of the levee bund at Site G1 is 2.8m and 3,400m in length. 
Some rock armour may be incorporated into the design if required. 

 The final design of the levee bunds at the preferred site will be 
determined during the detailed design phase of the project. 
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20. What happens to the 
surface water system 
on site during 
cyclonic events? 

 A surface water management system will be developed on site to 
ensure all clean surface water on the site is captured and directed to 
surface water ponds. The final design and capacity of the surface 
water system will be designed through detailed design stage however 
it is anticipated it will be to manage 1 in 100 or 1 in 200 year events. 
The system will allow for overtopping and discharge into the regional 
drainage flow path of the clean surface water if a storm event is 
exceeded. This is a standard approval authorities design requirement. 

THEME: LEACHATE MANAGEMENT  

21. What happens to 
leachate 
management system 
on site during 
cyclonic event? 

 Leachate (i.e. any water that encounters waste) will be collected 
through the leachate management system. Leachate will be pumped 
from the base of the landfill to the leachate ponds for evaporation. 

 The final design and capacity of the leachate management system will 
be determined through detail design however it is anticipated that it 
will be designed to a 1 in 100 or 1 in 200 year events.  

 During flood events that exceed the adopted rainfall event, leachate 
pumps can be turned off to leave the leachate within the landfill cell. If 
required, leachate can be transferred back into landfill cell(s) to 
prevent over topping of the leachate ponds.  

THEME: LANDFILL GAS 

22. Can you turn the 
landfill gas into 
power? 

 It is common in large landfill facilities accepting approximately 
200,000 tonnes of waste per annum to cover the landfill gas 
generated into power. The Shire’s current landfill only accepts 
approximately 38,000 tonnes per annum. This volume is not 
anticipated to be sufficient to make power generation a financially 
viable option for initial commencement, however may be an option in 
the future if waste volumes increase significantly or technology for 
smaller scale systems become viable. 

THEME: GEOLOGY  

23. Why is Site G1 being 
considered if it is 
near a fault line? 

 The Site meets the Environmental Protection Authority (EPA) WA 
Draft Guidance Statement: Separation Distances (2015) 
recommended separation distance of 100m from a fault line. Approval 
authorities may request confirmation through geophysical surveys. 

24. How deep is the fault 
line at Site G1? 

Geophysical surveys may be required to further understand the 
geology of Site G1 and the presence of any fault lines. 

THEME: FLORA AND FAUNA  

25. What about the 
animals that occupy 
the sites?  

 Flora and Fauna Surveys have been completed at both sites to 
determine the presence of significant fauna species.  

 The survey concluded a low likelihood that the habitats on both sites 
supports any taxa with a distribution restricted to the sites. 

 Progressive clearing will be undertaken for the landfill therefore 
sufficient time for larger fauna species to move on will exist. 

26. How will weeds be 
managed?  

 Weeds will be managed with best practice standards to minimse the 
impact of weeds of significance on surrounding lands.  

 A weed management plan will be developed and submitted to the 
DWER as part of the approvals process. 
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THEME: AMENITY  

27. How do we handle 
illegal dumping of 
waste? 

 This is an ongoing issue that the Shire is constantly working on and 
will be ongoing regardless of the preferred location of the landfill.  

 The Shire proposes to construct the CRC at Site D2 to ensure that 
community drop off facilities for all recycling and waste materials are 
provided close to town. This should also reduce the potential risk of 
illegal dumping by providing the community waste services within an 
appropriate distance from town. 

28. What will Site D2 look 
like from Cape 
Leveque Rd? 

 The site will be screened from the roadside with regionally endemic 
native vegetation. 

 Behind the vegetation will be a 2-3 metre levee bund constructed and 
vegetated for stormwater management as well as providing visual 
screening. This will also provide an important visual barrier in the 
event a bush fire impacting vegetation adjacent to Cape Leveque Rd. 

 The CRC is set back 110m from Cape Leveque Rd. The proposed 
landfill should it be located within this site is 385m from Cape 
Leveque Rd. 

29. What about visual 
amenity from the 
western side 
(Buckley’s Plain)? 

 There will be approximately 3km of bushland between Buckley’s Plain 
and the propose western boundary of D2 which will provide suitable 
screening of operations at the Site. 

30. How are impacts like 
dust, odour and 
wind-blown waste 
dealt with? 

 There are multiple management measures adopted at modern landfill 
facilities to reduce dust, litter and odour emissions. This includes: 
o Staged development of landfill cells to minimise cleared areas.  
o Daily soil cover of 150mm on top of the waste to minimise odour, 

vermin and wind-blown waste issues. 
o A water cart used on site to minimise dust emissions. 
o Full cells will be capped and revegetated with native species.  
o The entire site will be fenced and litter fencing will be used close 

to the active landfill area. 
o There will be regular collection of wind-blown waste in and 

immediately around the facility. 
o Operations will be ceased during periods of high winds. 

 Both sites well exceed the recommended separation distances of 
500m to sensitive receptors. The approval authorities provide 
recommended separation distances to minimise odour, noise and 
dust impacts for surrounding sensitive receptors such as houses 
dwelling, schools, etc. The minimum separation distance for landfill 
facilities is 150m from a house and 500m from multiple dwellings. Site 
D2 has a minimum separation distance of 3.4km to the nearest 
resident which is 7 times the recommend 500m separation distance. 

31. What is the finished 
height of the landfill? 

 The proposed landfill will be a maximum of 20m above ground level. 
This includes a 1.2m layer of capping soil for cell revegetation. 

 The height is required to achieve the desired shape and profile to 
ensure the capped landfill is free draining.  

 Buckley’s Rd is currently at approximately 25m above the ground with 
the final capping design height of 30m. 
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THEME: ABORIGINAL HERITAGE  

32. What discussions 
have occurred with 
Northern Yawuru 
people? 

 The Shire has worked closely with Nyamba Buru Yawuru (NBY) 
throughout the investigation process. 

 As the prescribed body corporate responsible for Yawuru Native title 
lands, the Shire will continue to work with NBY through the next 
phases of the project. 

33. The site will break up 
a song line. How can 
you repair it? How 
can you replace law 
and culture?  

 Engagement undertaken with Nyamba Buru Yawuru as Registered 
Native Title Body Corporate and Traditional Owners of both sites. 
Have engaged actively with Executive, Law Bosses, Cultural 
Reference group, All Boards throughout the entirety of studies from 
November 2019- present on both Sites G1 and D2.  

 Cultural Heritage Surveys undertaken by NBY and Anthropologists 
with no heritage issues found with either site. 

 Cultural monitoring during all ground disturbing works were 
undertaken as part of investigations.  

 Lurujarri Heritage Trail (LSC11) is included in the Shire’s Municipal 
Inventory of Heritage Places 2019. It is an 80km coastal walking trail 
commencing in Broome and following the land of a traditional Song 
Cycle. A map can be found in Appendix Four. This trail has cultural 
heritage significance for the following reasons:  
o the trail follows the land of a traditional Song Cycle, with camping 

places which have been used for millennia and a number of 
archaeological sites which testify to the long-standing presence of 
Aboriginal people utilising the route for practical and cultural 
purposes;  

o the trail is associated with prominent local Law Man, the late 
Paddy Roe OAM, who created and promoted the heritage trail to 
both maintain Aboriginal cultural heritage and to further the cause 
of reconciliation, and who was awarded the Order of Australia 
Medal in recognition of his achievements;  

o with spectacular scenery and substantially unmodified 
landscapes, the trail has outstanding aesthetic values with varying 
landscape types and opportunities for vistas;  

o the trail includes several sites of scientific interest, most notably 
dinosaur footprints claimed to be one of the world’s most 
important resources for further study; and,  

o the trail has been established for more than 25 years and has 
been walked by a large number of people—both Aboriginal and 
non-Aboriginal—furthering an appreciation of country, leading to 
increased potential for reconciliation, and gaining international 
recognition of this Song Line 

THEME: ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT   

34. What monitoring will 
be put in place and 
will these results be 
available to the 
community? 

 An extensive monitoring program will be required for the Site in 
accordance with the DWER Licence to operate the facility. This will 
include groundwater monitoring wells surrounding the landfill cells and 
up and down stream of the facility to assess any potential impact to 
groundwater. Reports will be provided to the DWER on a quarterly 
basis (or as specified with the various licence conditions). The Shire 
can make these report publicly available.  

 All current technical information including the Site Investigation Report 
and the Site Comparison Reports are available at rrrp.com.au. 
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THEME: TRAFFIC MANAGEMENT  

35. What will be the 
impact to Cape 
Leveque Rd from 
increased traffic? 

 A Traffic Impact Assessment and Management Plan will be developed 
during detail design stage of the project and will be submitted to 
approval authorities. 

 The Shire is currently assessing the potential improvements required 
for Cape Leveque Rd including turning pockets in both directions 
which is common for these types of facilities. 

THEME: APPROVALS  

36. Will there be a public 
Environmental 
Review process? Has 
it been referred yet? 
What is the highest 
level of assessment? 

 There are two key approval processes.  
o The DWER require a Works Approval to construct the facility and 

a Licence to operate the facility. 
o A referral can be made to the EPA for Environmental Impact 

Assessment. 
 While all EPA approvals require community consultation, the EPA 

decides on the level of consultation required. 
 The highest level of consultation is called a Public Environmental 

Review which includes a formal public review process of all the 
information for ~6-8 weeks. 

 The Shire will refer both elements of the RRRP to the EPA for 
transparency, to reduce project timeframes and risks. 

 As part of the Shire’s submission to the EPA, it can recommend or 
request the level of assessment. At this stage, it is anticipated that the 
Shire will request formal assessment including Public Review.  

THEME: DECISION MAKING PROCESS AND FUTURE DEVELOPMENT  

37. Is the Minister of 
Tourism aware of the 
project?  

 Previous Minister of Tourism, Paul Papalia was briefed on the 
RRRP and has shown interest in the projects ability to manage 
resource recovery throughout the Dampier Peninsula region.  

38. Where will the town of 
Broome extend to? Site 
D2 is located in prime 
real estate / future 
development area.  

 The Shire has assessed the potential further expansion and 
development areas of the town as determined in the current 
planning documentation. Site D2 is not in any further development 
areas identified in any planning documents. In addition, if the town 
size was to double in a northern direction, the site could still 
maintain significant separation distances to future development 
areas. 
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39. How can the Shire 
decide on the landfill 
site without a full 12 
months monitoring 
data? 

 Approval authorities require information on seasonal variations 
across a range of aspects at both sites, particularly flora and fauna 
and groundwater values. The focus for this in Broome is pre and 
post wet season. 

 The Project Team has completed required pre and post wet season 
studies in accordance with approval requirements. 

 The Shire has also undertaken pre wet season groundwater 
monitoring and investigations. Further: 
o data loggers within the groundwater wells are constantly 

recording the groundwater depths.  
o Three more rounds of groundwater sampling are to be 

undertaken with the next round to be complete in April 2021 and 
will provide the Shire with post wet season data. 

o This will then be assessed against the maximum groundwater 
levels determined at the Site by the Hydrogeologists Team.  

 All this information will be available at rrrp.com.au soon and will be 
available to Councillors for a decision on development options. 

 Once the preferred site has been determined, the Shire will continue 
to monitor groundwater and collect further information to support the 
relevant approval authority’s data requirements. 

 Talis explained at the meeting that other landfill projects have been 
approved by the relevant approval authorities with similar 
information currently collected by the Shire.  

40. What is the decision- 
making process? 

 The Council will need to decide on development option for the 
RRRP between an ‘integrated’ facility at D2 with both the CRC and 
landfill or a ‘network’ with CRC at D2 and landfill at G1. 

 This community consultation process is being used to provide the 
community and stakeholders with all the technical information that 
will be provided to the Councillors. 

 Once a development option has been determined a more detailed 
design and approval application process will begin. This will also 
require community consultation as part of the various approval 
process going forward. 

41. Why is the decision 
being made so soon ie 
in April?  

 As outlined during the meeting, the current Buckley’s Rd landfill is 
running out of operational space and the Shire need to deliver a 
new facility to satisfy the community needs. There is now urgency to 
progress this project in a timely manner so the Shire’s aim is to 
present this matter to the April Ordinary Council Meeting at the 
earliest. 

THEME: COST AND LIABILITY  

42. How will the RRRP be 
funded? 

 The Shire is planning that it will provide 100% of the funding 
required for the RRRP project. Investigation into Federal and State 
Government funding opportunities the project are always underway. 

43. Why spend all this 
money if the 
monitoring reveals that 
there is a fatal flaw? 

 From all the investigations to date as well as involved various 
government agencies and peer review consultants, there is no 
indication of any potential fatal flaws for the project at either site. 

 The Shire believe it has sufficient information at this stage to make 
an appropriately informed decision on the project.  
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44. Why does the costing 
for Site G1 include a 
loading of 20%? Can 
you show a cost 
comparison without 
these included? 

 The 20% loading is a standard contingency built into projects like 
this that are at the conceptual stage. This contingency was only 
applied to both capital and operation costs of the two Development 
Options associated with Sites D2 and G1. 

 If this contingency is removed then the total cost difference over 40 
years would reduce from $62.02M to $54.5M. Over 70 years this 
would reduce from $154.61M to $130M.  

 Regardless of the loading, the cost of developing and operating Site 
G1 will still be a greater cost to the community than at Site D2. 

45. What has been the cost 
to rate payers to do the 
reviews required? 

 The Shire has invested approximately $1M to date to undertake the 
relevant investigations across both Sites to ensure all the relevant 
information has been gathered and peer review undertaken to 
enable the Council to make an informed decision on this important 
community and municipal service project. 

46. What guarantees can 
the Shire provide to the 
community about the 
safety of the proposed 
location of landfill to 
Site D2? What liability 
does the Shire cover 
into the future? 

 The Shire is undertaking a rigorous series of investigations to 
ensure that decisions are made using the best information currently 
available based on best interests of the community and the 
environment. 

 Any development must first comply with strict regulatory and 
approval frameworks and will not be developed unless it complies 
with approvals frameworks. 

 The risk level for locating the landfill at either Site D2 or G1 has 
been determined to be low. 

47. Who is 
liable/accountable if 
impacts to Coconut 
Well residents and 
Traditional Owners 
occurs? 

 The Shire will own and operate the facility and would therefore be 
liable for any potential impacts associated with the facility. This is 
the same as the liability that the Shire has with Buckley’s Rd facility. 

48. Has the Shire 
considered the long 
term loss of revenue 
from impacts to 
Tourism? 

 The Shire does not anticipate there would be any impact on social 
or environmental values on or surrounding the site that in turn would 
result in an impact on tourism. 

THEME: WASTE ACCEPTANCE AND VOLUMES 

49. Who will use the 
RRRP? 

 The RRRP will be a fully integrated facility providing both recycling 
and waste disposal services to the Broome community 

 The Community will access the CRC to drop of their reusable items, 
recyclables and general waste requiring disposal. 

 The Community will not access the landfill regardless of its location 
at Site D2 or Site G1. 

 Commercial waste generators will have access to the stockpile 
areas and landfill to cater for recycling and waste disposal 
requirements. 

50. How will waste from 
mining companies be 
handled? 

 There are strict regulations about what types of waste can be put 
into a Class III Landfill. All waste accepted at the new landfill needs 
to meet requirements that will be validated through laboratory 
testing. Test results will be supplied to the Shire and if the material 
does not comply with the Class III standard, loads will not be 
accepted at the Site. 
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51. Will the landfill accept 
waste from other parts 
of the region?  

 There are no plans to accept waste requiring landfill from outside of 
the Shire of Broome with the cost of transporting waste to the 
proposed site also considered expensive for neighbouring Shires.  

 To make recycling facilities viable, there are opportunities to accept 
recyclable materials from other parts of the region. However, the full 
details of this are not yet developed. 

 Site D2 has expansion capacity to cater potential regional recycling 
initiatives within the master plan footprint conceptually developed.  

52. How can you say the 
lifespan is 70 years 
when you do not know 
what waste volumes 
are being accepted?  

 The current design is based on waste volume projections for the 
Shire’s waste along with population projections. Based on these 
future estimates the void space available will provide 70 years of 
landfill void space.  

 A variety of factors can alter the lifespan as new technologies are 
developed, legislation changes, population numbers alter and waste 
volumes fluctuate. 

THEME: COMMUNITY CONSULTATION   

53. Is the rest of the 
community to be 
consulted or is it just 
Coconut Well? 

 The entire community is invited to provide feedback on the RRRP 
through a variety of events and mediums such as community 
meetings, pop-up information sessions, surveys and through social 
and general media channels. . 

 This Coconut Well meeting was schedule as the Shire recognise this 
group as a key stakeholder. 

THEME: ALTERNATIVES 

54. Can a transfer station 
be established closer 
to town? 

 The Shire does not anticipate that a waste transfer station or CRC 
will be required as the proposed location of the CRC at D2 is at an 
acceptable distance from the town of Broome. 
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Appendices 

1. Appendix One: Drawing C-101 
2. Appendix Two: Regional Topography Plan 
3. Appendix Three: Depth to Groundwater 
4. Appendix Four: Lurujarri Heritage Trail Map 
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Appendix One: Drawing C-101 
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Appendix Two: Regional Topography Plan
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Appendix Three: Depth to Groundwater
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Appendix Four: Lurujarri Heritage Trail Map


