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REFERRAL OF A PROJECT FOR A DECISION ON THE NEED FOR ASSESSMENT UNDER THE ENVIRONMENT EFFECTS ACT 1978
REFERRAL FORM

The Environment Effects Act 1978 provides that where proposed works may have a significant effect on the environment, either a proponent or a decision-maker may refer these works (or project) to the Minister for Planning for advice as to whether an Environment Effects Statement (EES) is required.  
This Referral Form is designed to assist in the provision of relevant information in accordance with the Ministerial Guidelines for assessment of environmental effects under the Environment Effects Act 1978 (Seventh Edition, 2006).  Where a decision-maker is referring a project, they should complete a Referral Form to the best of their ability, recognising that further information may need to be obtained from the proponent.

It will generally be useful for a proponent to discuss the preparation of a Referral with the Department of Transport, Planning and Local Infrastructure (DTPLI) before submitting the Referral.  
If a proponent believes that effective measures to address environmental risks are available, sufficient information could be provided in the Referral to substantiate this view.   In contrast, if a proponent considers that further detailed environmental studies will be needed as part of project investigations, a more general description of potential effects and possible mitigation measures in the Referral may suffice.

In completing a Referral Form, the following should occur:

· Mark relevant boxes by changing the font colour of the ‘cross’ to black and provide additional information and explanation where requested.   

· As a minimum, a brief response should be provided for each item in the Referral Form, with a more detailed response provided where the item is of particular relevance.   Cross-references to sections or pages in supporting documents should also be provided.   Information need only be provided once in the Referral Form, although relevant cross-referencing should be included.   

· Responses should honestly reflect the potential for adverse environmental effects.   A Referral will only be accepted for processing once DTPLI is satisfied that it has been completed appropriately.

· Potentially significant effects should be described in sufficient detail for a reasonable conclusion to be drawn on whether the project could pose a significant risk to environmental assets.    Responses should include:

-
a brief description of potential changes or risks to environmental assets resulting from the project;  

-
available information on the likelihood and significance of such changes;
-
the sources and accuracy of this information, and associated uncertainties.

· Any attachments, maps and supporting reports should be provided in a secure folder with the Referral Form.

· A CD or DVD copy of all documents will be needed, especially if the size of electronic documents may cause email difficulties.   Individual documents should not exceed 2MB.
· A completed form would normally be between 15 and 30 pages in length.  Responses should not be constrained by the size of the text boxes provided.  Text boxes should be extended to allow for an appropriate level of detail.
· The form should be completed in MS Word and not handwritten.   

The party referring a project should submit a covering letter to the Minister for Planning together with a completed Referral Form, attaching supporting reports and other information that may be relevant.   This should be sent to:

Postal address




Couriers
Minister for Planning   



Minister for Planning  


GPO Box 2392
  



Level 20, 1 Spring Street

MELBOURNE  VIC  3001



MELBOURNE  VIC  3001
In addition to the submission of the hardcopy to the Minister, separate submission of an electronic copy of the Referral via email to ees.referrals@dtpli.vic.gov.au is encouraged.  This will assist the timely processing of a referral.

______________________________________________________________

PART 1   PROPONENT DETAILS, PROJECT DESCRIPTION & LOCATION

1.  Information on proponent and person making Referral

	Name of Proponent:
	Michael Vukadinovic

	Authorised person for proponent: 

	Michael Vukadinovic

	Position:
	-

	Postal address:
	PO Box 2052 Wattletree Road PO, Malvern East VIC 3145

	Email address:


	michael@pavilionpartners.com.au

	Phone number:
	0419 533 127

	Facsimile number:
	-

	Person who prepared Referral:
	Fiona McMahon

	Position:
	Manager Development Services

	Organisation:
	Mount Alexander Shire Council

	Postal address:
	PO Box 185 Castlemaine, VIC 3450

	Email address:


	f.mcmahon@mountalexander.vic.gov.au

	Phone number:
	(03) 5471 1767

	Facsimile number:
	(03) 5471 1749

	Available industry & environmental expertise: (areas of ‘in-house’ expertise & consultancy firms engaged for project)
	-


2.  Project – brief outline

	Project title: 

	Baringhup West Broiler Farm Development.

	Project location: (describe location with AMG coordinates and attach A4/A3 map(s) showing project site or investigation area, as well as its regional and local context)

	AMG coordinates
36o57’59”S

143o55’38”E

See maps in Attachment 1.

	

	Short project description (few sentences):

	The project entails the use and development of three Class B broiler farms, each with a capacity of 400,000 birds.

	

	


3.  Project description
	Aim/objectives of the project (what is its purpose / intended to achieve?):

	The project aims to establish three broiler farms, operating to produce commercial quantities of broilers for the chicken meat industry.



	Background/rationale of project (describe the context / basis for the proposal, eg.  for siting):

	The project has been submitted to Council by the planning permit applicant (proponent).

	It is assumed that the basis for the project is to take advantage of the significant growth in chicken meat consumption in Victoria.



	Main components of the project (nature, siting & approx.  dimensions; attach A4/A3 plan(s) of site layout if available):



	Nature

The project entails three Class B broiler farms, each with a capacity of 400,000 birds.

Each farm is proposed to be self-contained and operated independently of the other farms.

Each farm will include ancillary structures to assist with the operation of the farm including, machinery shed, amenities building, feed silos, a bore, water tanks and water settlement pond, generator housing.

No dwelling has been included with the applications. 



	Siting

See Attachment 2.


	Dimensions

The project site consists of a number of individual parcels of land which have a combined area of approximately 470 hectares.

Each of the three farms consists of 8 sheds. Sheds are constructed 18 metres apart. Dimensions of each shed is as follows:

· Length- 164 metres 

· Width- 17.6 metres 

· Overall height- 4.3 metres (to ridgeline).



	Ancillary components of the project (eg.  upgraded access roads, new high-pressure gas pipeline; off-site resource processing):

	Road upgrades
Council has requested a Traffic Impact Assessment (TIA) be prepared by the project proponent which has recently been received (see Traffic Impact Assessment and Traffic Impact Assessment Addendum in supporting documentation). Upgrades to local roads or intersections with VicRoads controlled roads may be required pending assessment of the TIA.

	Gas

No reticulated gas is supplied to the site.
Electricity

Any upgrades to electricity supply infrastructure or capacity will have to be provided to the satisfaction of the relevant power authority, Powercor.

Off-site resource processing
Dead birds and spent litter will all be removed and processed off-site. 



	Key construction activities:



	Key construction activities consist of the development of all buildings constituting the three farms as outlined above in ‘Main components of the project’, construction of all internal access ways and possible upgrades to external roads.



	Key operational activities:



	Each of the three farms would be operated independently in accordance with an approved Environmental Management Plan (See Environmental Management Plan in related documents. NOTE: One EMP has been included with this referral as these are identical for each farm). Each farm has a production cycle consisting of an approximate 7 week growing period followed by a 10 day cleaning and preparation period. The submission included with the application indicates operations to consist of:

· 6 batches per year per farm

· Feed to be delivered as required by enclosed bulk delivery trucks and discharged by enclosed system to on-site silos. Feed distributed to sheds by enclosed automated system

· Drinking water for each farm to be supplied by storage 750,000 litre tank and distributed by an automated drinker system.

· 2730 truck visits (5460 movements) per year for all three farms consisting of bird delivery, gas delivery, litter delivery, litter removal, feed removal and bird removal.

See pages 4-6 of General Submission in supporting documentation for more detailed description.


	Key decommissioning activities (if applicable):

Not applicable



	Is the project an element or stage in a larger project?

	(  No    (  Yes   If yes, please describe: the overall project strategy for delivery of all stages and components; the concept design for the overall project; and the intended scheduling of the design and development of project stages).



	Is the project related to any other past, current or mooted proposals in the region?


	(  No    (Yes   If yes, please identify related proposals.




4.  Project alternatives

	Brief description of key alternatives considered to date (eg.  locational, scale or design alternatives.   If relevant, attach A4/A3 plans):   

	Unknown.

	

	Brief description of key alternatives to be further investigated (if known):

	Unknown.

	


5.  Proposed exclusions

	Statement of reasons for the proposed exclusion of any ancillary activities or further project stages from the scope of the project for assessment:

	

	This project does not include dwellings as part of the permit applications. The majority of broiler farms include a proximate dwelling used by an on-site farm manager. It is not a requirement of the Victorian Broiler Code 2009 that a dwelling be included with an application, however it is reasonable to assume that a dwelling may be constructed at a later date to ensure effective day-to-day management and compliance with an approved Environmental Management Plan.



6.  Project implementation

	Implementing organisation (ultimately responsible for project, ie.  not contractor):

	Unknown.



	Implementation timeframe:

	Unknown.



	Proposed staging (if applicable):

	Not applicable/unknown




7.  Description of proposed site or area of investigation

	Has a preferred site for the project been selected?      

	(  No    (Yes   If no, please describe area for investigation.

	If yes, please describe the preferred site in the next items (if practicable).

	

	








	General description of preferred site, (including aspects such as topography/landform, soil types/degradation, drainage/ waterways, native/exotic vegetation cover, physical features, built structures, road frontages; attach ground-level photographs of site, as well as A4/A3 aerial/satellite image(s) and/or map(s) of site & surrounds, showing project footprint):

	

	Topography

The northern and eastern portion of the site displays a relatively gentle topography sloping down in a northerly and easterly direction. The south-western portion of the site displays a steeper topography where the land slopes down to the watercourse traversing the site. 

Soil

The area is predominantly basalt soils displaying moderate permeability and very high water storage capacity.

Waterways
A named waterway traverses the south-western corner of the site, being Boundary Gully.
Vegetation
The majority of the site consists of exotic vegetation, with some areas containing indigenous vegetation of local significance (see Vegetation and Net Gain Assessment in supporting documentation). 

Built structures

The site currently contains a single dwelling and a number of agricultural buildings which are primarily concentrated around the dwelling. This group of buildings is situated approximately 300 metres north of Baringhup-Havelock Road.
Road frontages

The site is bounded on all sides by government road reserves as follows:

North- Baringhup West Road (bitumous seal)

East- Green Lane (gravel)

South- Baringhup-West Road (gravel)

West- O’Keefes Road (unmade)


	Site area (if known): 470 hectares

	

	Route length (for linear infrastructure) N/A               (km)    and width N/A.          (m)     

	

	Current land use and development:

	

	The majority of the site is currently used for agriculture with a small portion used for a dwelling as outlined in above site description.

	

	Description of local setting (eg.  adjoining land uses, road access, infrastructure, proximity to residences & urban centres):

	

	Adjoining land uses
All surrounding land is used for broad scale agriculture.

Road access
Road access is from council controlled roads from the north, east and west.
Infrastructure
Power is currently the only reticulated service provided to the site.

Proximity to residences and town centres
The rural township of Baringhup is located approximately 3 kilometres to the east of the site. The nearest dwelling is located on Baringhup-Havelock Road to the west of the site, approximately 450 metres from the site boundary and approximately 1 kilometre from the nearest broiler farm. Location of other surrounding dwellings and the Baringhup township is outlined in Attachment 3.


	Planning context (eg.  strategic planning, zoning & overlays, management plans):

	

	Strategic Planning

The Mount Alexander Rural Land Study was recently completed for the Shire (adopted by Council but not as yet implemented into the planning scheme) which identified areas of agricultural productivity in the Shire. The surrounding area was identified as one of the most productive areas in the Mount Alexander Shire. This study can be supplied if required.
Other strategic planning for this area of the Mount Alexander Shire is limited to what is contained in the planning scheme. 
Zoning
Farming Zone

Overlays
Nil

Management Plans
Nil

	Local government area(s):



	Mount Alexander Shire



8.   Existing environment

	Overview of key environmental assets/sensitivities in project area and vicinity                  (cf.  general description of project site/study area under section 7):

	

	The watercourse, Boundary Gully, traverses the property which then feeds into the Loddon River several kilometres to the north.
Baringhup West Road has recently been identified as containing the Wimmera Rice Flower (Pimelea spinescens) which is critically endangered flora listed under the Environmental Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 (EPBC). Further information on the specific location can be supplied at a later date if required.

	

	The site is located within the Moolort Plains region which accommodates the Moolort Wetlands complex. The complex is regionally significant and includes a range of wetlands, marshes and freshwater meadows which house a number of threatened species. The site has been identified as containing a freshwater meadow located to the south of proposed Farm 2. See Attachment 4 for plans supplied by NCCMA.


9.  Land availability and control


	Is the proposal on, or partly on, Crown land?

	(  No    (Yes   If yes, please provide details.


	The proposed broiler farms are not located on Crown land, however buffer distances do cover two parcels of Crown land along Baringhup-Havelock Road which are managed by the Department of Environment and Primary Industries (DEPI). 
The larger of these parcels is zoned Public Use Zone (PUZ7) and consists of an old quarry site. The smaller of the parcels contains the former Baringhup Primary School which has been unused for a number of years. Mount Alexander Shire Council is the delegated public land manager for the former primary school.

See attachment 5.


	Current land tenure (provide plan, if practicable):



	Land is currently under ownership of several private entities.


	Intended land tenure (tenure over or access to project land):


	Unknown.


	Other interests in affected land (eg.  easements, native title claims):

	Nil




10.  Required approvals






	State and Commonwealth approvals required for project components (if known):

	

	The national Department of the Environment has been contacted about the application in relation to species protected under the EPBC Act. There are no current approvals required, however the applicant is responsible to seek and obtain approvals if the development is to affect any significant communities protected under the EPBC Act.


	Have any applications for approval been lodged?

	(  No    (Yes   If yes, please provide details.

	Three separate planning applications were lodged with Council for the use and development of a broiler farm with a capacity of 400,000 birds. The applications are currently under assessment. 


	Approval agency consultation (agencies with whom the proposal has been discussed):

	Referred under Section 55 of the Planning and Environment Act:

Coliban Water

Goulburn-Murray Water

	

	Other agencies consulted:

	

	Notification under Section 52 of the Planning and Environment Act

Aboriginal Affairs Victoria

Department of Environment and Primary Industry

Environmental Protection Authority

North Central Catchment Management

Environmental Health (internal Council department)

Infrastructure (internal Council department)
Discussion/consultation not under the Planning and Environment Act

Department of the Environment (Federal)




PART 2   POTENTIAL ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS

11.    Potentially significant environmental effects

	Overview of potentially significant environmental effects (identify key potential effects and comment on their significance and likelihood, as well as key uncertainties):

	

	Boundary Gully & Loddon River

Boundary Gully which flows through the site is a tributary to the Loddon River which is drawn on by Coliban Water for potable water supply. 
Two broiler farms are proposed to be constructed approximately 400 metres from Boundary Gully. Potential environmental effects relate to contamination of water supply. 
Based on responses received from referral authorities, likelihood of water contamination is low given farm infrastructure and dams can be suitably constructed to address these issues.
Moolort Plains Wetland

The Moolort Plains Wetland lies upstream to the south of the site. This wetland is identified as being an important location for bird migration, as a wildlife corridor and as habitat for several threatened species. 
Uncertainties relate to potential spread of disease from broiler farms to native birds frequenting the area. 

There is limited potential for adverse effects to the wetland given the confined nature of the broiler farms.
Roadside vegetation

As outlined above in Section 8, Baringhup-Havelock Road has been identified as containing the Wimmera Rice Flower.
Likelihood of damage or destruction of the vegetation is medium if road upgrades are required; however this could be addressed through appropriate design and management during construction phase and also post construction. 


	


12.    Native vegetation, flora and fauna

Native vegetation

	Is any native vegetation likely to be cleared or otherwise affected by the project?

(  NYD    ( No    ( Yes   If yes, answer the following questions and attach details.

	Native vegetation on-site is not likely to be cleared (see attached Vegetation and Net Gain Assessment). It is yet uncertain about effects on roadside vegetation as outlined above in section 11.


	What investigation of native vegetation in the project area has been done?  (briefly describe)

	A Vegetation and Net Gain Assessment has been undertaken for the site.


	What is the maximum area of native vegetation that may need to be cleared?         

             ( NYD                Estimated area ……………………….(hectares)

	

	How much of this clearing would be authorised under a Forest Management Plan or Fire Protection Plan?

( N/A       ……………………….  approx.  percent (if applicable)

	

	Which Ecological Vegetation Classes may be affected? (if not authorised as above)

( NYD   (  Preliminary/detailed assessment completed.     If assessed, please list.

	

	Have potential vegetation offsets been identified as yet?

(  NYD    ( Yes   If yes, please briefly describe.

	

	Other information/comments? (eg.  accuracy of information)

	

	


NYD = not yet determined

Flora and fauna

	What investigations of flora and fauna in the project area have been done? 

(provide overview here and attach details of method and results of any surveys for the project & describe their accuracy)

	No fauna investigations have been undertaken.

Flora investigation has been undertaken as outlined in section 12. There appears to be no reason to question the accuracy of the assessment. 



	Have any threatened or migratory species or listed communities been recorded from the local area?  

(  NYD    ( No    (  Yes   If yes, please:
· List species/communities recorded in recent surveys and/or past observations.  

	· Indicate which of these have been recorded from the project site or nearby.

	The Moolort Plains Wetland is known to provide habitat for threatened species, being:

· Brolga, 
· Australian Painted Snipe, 
· Black Falcon and 
· Growling Grass Frog

	No formal documentation has been presented to indicate these species are on-site or nearby. 



	If known, what threatening processes affecting these species or communities may be exacerbated by the project? (eg.  loss or fragmentation of habitats)  Please describe briefly.

	None known.

	

	Are any threatened or migratory species, other species of conservation significance or listed communities potentially affected by the project? 

(  NYD    (   No    (  Yes   If yes, please:

· List these species/communities:

	· Indicate which species or communities could be subject to a major or extensive impact (including the loss of a genetically important population of a species listed or nominated for listing) Comment on likelihood of effects and associated uncertainties, if practicable.

	

	

	

	Is mitigation of potential effects on indigenous flora and fauna proposed?

(  NYD   (   No     (  Yes   If yes, please briefly describe.

	

	Other information/comments? (eg.  accuracy of information)

	Information regarding species of the Moolort Plains Wetland is available from North Central Catchment Management which is considered an accurate source.



13.   Water environments

	Will the project require significant volumes of fresh water (eg.  > 1 Gl/yr)?

(  NYD    (  No    (  Yes   If yes, indicate approximate volume and likely source.

	

	

	Will the project discharge waste water or runoff to water environments?

(  NYD    (  No    (  Yes   If yes, specify types of discharges and which environments.

	

	Are any waterways, wetlands, estuaries or marine environments likely to be affected?  

(  NYD     (  No     (  Yes   If yes, specify which water environments, answer the following questions and attach any relevant details.

	

	

	Are any of these water environments likely to support threatened or migratory species? 

(  NYD      (  No    (  Yes   If yes, specify which water environments.

	

	Are any potentially affected wetlands listed under the Ramsar Convention or                      in 'A Directory of Important Wetlands in Australia'?  

(  NYD     (  No     ( Yes   If yes, please specify.

	

	Could the project affect streamflows?

(  NYD    (  No    (  Yes   If yes, briefly describe implications for streamflows.

	

	

	Could regional groundwater resources be affected by the project?

(  NYD    (  No    (  Yes   If yes, describe in what way.

	

	Could environmental values (beneficial uses) of water environments be affected?  

(  NYD    (  No    (  Yes   If yes, identify waterways/water bodies and beneficial uses (as recognised by State Environment Protection Policies)

	

	Could aquatic, estuarine or marine ecosystems be affected by the project?

(  NYD     (  No    (  Yes   If yes, describe in what way.

	

	Is there a potential for extensive or major effects on the health or biodiversity of aquatic, estuarine or marine ecosystems over the long-term?   
(  No     (  Yes   If yes, please describe.  Comment on likelihood of effects and associated uncertainties, if practicable.

	

	Is mitigation of potential effects on water environments proposed?

(  NYD     (  No   (  Yes   If yes, please briefly describe.

	

	Other information/comments? (eg.  accuracy of information)

	Estimates of water usage for each farm is approximately 30-50 megalitres based on advice from Goulburn-Murray Water.

	


14.   Landscape and soils 

Landscape

	Has a preliminary landscape assessment been prepared? 

(  No    (  Yes   If yes, please attach.

	Is the project to be located either within or near an area that is: 

· Subject to a Landscape Significance Overlay or Environmental Significance Overlay?

(  NYD     (  No    (  Yes   If yes, provide plan showing footprint relative to overlay.

	

	· Identified as of regional or State significance in a reputable study of landscape values?

(  NYD     (  No    (  Yes   If yes, please specify.

	

	· Within or adjoining land reserved under the National Parks Act 1975 ?

(  NYD     (  No    ( Yes   If yes, please specify.

	

	· Within or adjoining other public land used for conservation or recreational purposes ?

(  NYD     (  No    (  Yes   If yes, please specify.

	

	Is any clearing vegetation or alteration of landforms likely to affect landscape values?

(  NYD     (  No   (  Yes   If yes, please briefly describe.

	

	Is there a potential for effects on landscape values of regional or State importance?          (  NYD     (  No   (  Yes     Please briefly explain response.

	

	Is mitigation of potential landscape effects proposed?

(  NYD     (  No   (  Yes   If yes, please briefly describe.

	

	Other information/comments? (eg.  accuracy of information)

	

	


Note: A preliminary landscape assessment is a specific requirement for a referral of a wind energy facility.   This should provide a description of:

· The landscape character of the site and surrounding areas including landform, vegetation types and coverage, water features, any other notable features and current land use;

· The location of nearby dwellings, townships, recreation areas, major roads, above-ground utilities, tourist routes and walking tracks;

· Views to the site and to the proposed location of wind turbines from key vantage points (including views showing existing nearby dwellings and views from major roads, walking tracks and tourist routes) sufficient to give a sense of the overall site in its setting.

Soils

	Is there a potential for effects on land stability, acid sulphate soils or highly erodible soils? 

(  NYD     (  No   (  Yes   If yes, please briefly describe.

	

	Are there geotechnical hazards that may either affect the project or be affected by it? 

(  NYD     (  No   (  Yes   If yes, please briefly describe.

	

	Other information/comments? (eg.  accuracy of information)

	

	


15.   Social environments 


	Is the project likely to generate significant volumes of road traffic, during construction or operation?

(  NYD    (  No   (  Yes   If yes, provide estimate of traffic volume(s) if practicable.

	During operation it is estimated that the three farms will produce an additional 5460 truck movements per year combined for all three farms. 

Estimates of truck movements during construction are not known.



	Is there a potential for significant effects on the amenity of residents, due to emissions of dust or odours or changes in visual, noise or traffic conditions?

(  NYD    (  No   (  Yes   If yes, briefly describe the nature of the changes in amenity conditions and the possible areas affected.

	

	Effects on amenity would only be due to the increased number in vehicles. The locality is an agricultural area which currently accommodates agricultural transport or operating vehicles. 

Dwellings along any route are typically close to boundaries and may be affected. Use of any unsealed road would increase likelihood of nuisance caused by dust. Traffic conditions may be altered at particular times of the day/night. 


	Is there a potential for exposure of a human community to health or safety hazards, due to emissions to air or water or noise or chemical hazards or associated transport?
(  NYD    (  No   (  Yes   If yes, briefly describe the hazards and possible implications.

	

	

	Is there a potential for displacement of residences or severance of residential access to community resources due to the proposed development?

(  NYD    (  No   (  Yes   If yes, briefly describe potential effects.

	

	

	Are non-residential land use activities likely to be displaced as a result of the project?   

(  NYD    (  No   (  Yes   If yes, briefly describe the likely effects.

	

	Do any expected changes in non-residential land use activities have a potential to cause adverse effects on local residents/communities, social groups or industries?

(  NYD    (  No   (  Yes   If yes, briefly describe the potential effects.

	

	Is mitigation of potential social effects proposed?

(  NYD     (  No   (  Yes   If yes, please briefly describe.

	

	Other information/comments? (eg.  accuracy of information)

	

	


Cultural heritage

	Have relevant Indigenous organisations been consulted on the occurrence of Aboriginal cultural heritage within the project area? 

(    No     If no, list any organisations that it is proposed to consult.

(    Yes   If yes, list the organisations so far consulted.   

	All applications have been formally referred to Aboriginal Affairs Victoria.



	What investigations of cultural heritage in the project area have been done? 

(attach details of method and results of any surveys for the project & describe their accuracy)

	None



	Is any Aboriginal cultural heritage known from the project area?  

(  NYD    (  No    (  Yes   If yes, briefly describe:
· Any sites listed on the AAV Site Register

· Sites or  areas of sensitivity recorded in recent surveys from the project site or nearby 

· Sites or  areas of sensitivity identified by representatives of Indigenous organisations

	

	

	Are there any cultural heritage places listed on the Heritage Register or the Archaeological Inventory under the Heritage Act 1995 within the project area?  

(  NYD    (  No    (  Yes   If yes, please list.

	

	Is mitigation of potential cultural heritage effects proposed?

(  NYD     (  No   (  Yes   If yes, please briefly describe.

	

	Other information/comments? (eg.  accuracy of information)

	


16.     Energy, wastes & greenhouse gas emissions

	What are the main sources of energy that the project facility would consume/generate?

	(  Electricity network.   If possible, estimate power requirement/output  ………………….

	(  Natural gas network.  If possible, estimate gas requirement/output  …………………...

	(  Generated on-site.   If possible, estimate power capacity/output ……………………….

	(  Other.   Please describe.

	Please add any relevant additional information.

	Gas is not supplied to the area via a reticulated network. Gas is proposed to be delivered to the site.



	What are the main forms of waste that would be generated by the project facility?

	(  Wastewater.  Describe briefly.

	(  Solid chemical wastes.  Describe briefly.

	(  Excavated material.  Describe briefly.

	(  Other.  Describe briefly.

	Please provide relevant further information, including proposed management of wastes.

	Primary form of waste is spent litter from farm shed floors. This is proposed to be collected and taken off-site to an approved facility.


	What level of greenhouse gas emissions is expected to result directly from operation of the project facility?

(  Less than 50,000 tonnes of CO2 equivalent per annum

(  Between 50,000 and 100,000 tonnes of CO2 equivalent per annum

(  Between 100,000 and 200,000 tonnes of CO2 equivalent per annum

(  More than 200,000 tonnes of CO2 equivalent per annum

	Please add any relevant additional information, including any identified mitigation options.

	Unknown.




17.   Other environmental issues

	Are there any other environmental issues arising from the proposed project?

(  No    (  Yes   If yes, briefly describe.

	

	


18.   Environmental management

	What measures are currently proposed to avoid, minimise or manage the main potential adverse environmental effects?  (if not already described above)

	(   Siting:  Please describe briefly

The applicant has sited the farms in accordance with standards outlined in Victorian Code for Broiler Farms 2009 (The Code).

	

	(   Design: Please describe briefly

Design has been developed in accordance with The Code.

	

	(   Environmental management: Please describe briefly.

The applicant has supplied an Environmental Management Plan in accordance with The Code. 

	

	(   Other:  Please describe briefly

	

	Add any relevant additional information.

	


19.   Other activities

	Are there any other activities in the vicinity of the proposed project that have a potential for cumulative effects?

(  NYD    (  No    (  Yes   If yes, briefly describe.

	

	


20.   Investigation program

Study program

	Have any environmental studies not referred to above been conducted for the project?

(  No    (  Yes   If yes, please list here and attach if relevant.

	

	

	Has a program for future environmental studies been developed?

(  No    (  Yes   If yes, briefly describe.

	

	


Consultation program

	Has a consultation program conducted to date for the project?

(  No    (  Yes   If yes, outline the consultation activities and the stakeholder groups or organisations consulted.

	

	

	Has a program for future consultation been developed?

(  NYD    (  No    (  Yes   If yes, briefly describe.

	The Environmental Management Plans submitted with the applications contain brief sections on future consultation processes with neighbours and Council.

	


Authorised person for proponent:  

I, …………………………………………………(full name), 

……………………………………………………(position), confirm that the information contained in this form is, to my knowledge, true and not misleading.  
Signature _________________________

   Date

Person who prepared this referral: 
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