
 

 

 

 

Ref: 21-0708P/01  

29 July 2026 

 

Office of the Coordinator-General 

PO Box 15517 

City East Queensland 4002 

Via Email:    

 

Attention:   

 

RE: Response to Information Request  

SDA Application for a Material Change of Use for Special industry (Bromelton Energy and Resource Centre) in the 
Bromelton SDA – AP2026/001 

 Lot 1 Beaudesert Boonah Road, Bromelton QLD 4285 (Lot 1 on RP45234) 

 

Dear ,  

We refer to the Office of the Coordinator-General’s (OCG) Information Request, dated 1 May 2026, in relation to the above-
described SDA Application (AP2026/001) and the email from  of DETSI dated 2 June 2026 providing further 
information request items, and herein provide a full response in accordance with Schedule 2, Part 2, Section 2.2 of the 
Bromelton SDA Development Scheme (December 2017).  

We request that OCG provide this response to all referral entities, by written notice, within five (5) business days and 
request that the referral entities process with the assessment of the application in accordance with Schedule 2, Part 2.2 of 
the Bromelton SDA Development Scheme. 

Should you have any further queries regarding this application, please do not hesitate to contact Andrew Crawford / 
Gabriella Tomarchio on . 

 

Yours sincerely,  

 
Andrew Crawford 
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR 
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Queensland’s Waste Strategy  
The Queensland Government has recently released the new waste strategy ‘Less Landfill, More Recycling 2035: Queensland 
Waste Strategy’ (July 2026) which seeks to boost Queensland’s recycling rate every year and reduce the amount of waste 
sent to landfill. The strategy is guided by three priorities: 

▪ Making recycling easy for Queenslanders in everyday life 

▪ Investing in modern infrastructure to turn waste into new products 

▪ Establishing strong end markets where recycled materials are cost-effective and meeting performance standards.  

The waste strategy identifies that one of the benefits of boosting recycling is reduced emissions by reducing waste going 
to landfill.  In addition to recycling, the strategy states that investing in technologies such as energy from waste and 
landfill gas capture, will contribute to cutting greenhouse gas emissions and create economic opportunities through 
carbon credits.  It is noted that the development of energy from waste facilities will be a critical component of 
Queensland’s waste management strategy over the next decade.  In this regard, the Project aligns with the waste strategy 
objectives and intended outcomes,  and provides key infrastructure to address waste management in Queensland.  

 

Response to Information Request 
The project team has undertaken a comprehensive review of the Information Request and prepared a detailed response to 
each of the mattes raised.  Matters are addressed in the context of relevant assessment benchmarks including inter alia, 
the Bromelton SDA Development Scheme; State Codes, Seqwater Development Guidelines, Scenic Rim Regional Council 
Planning Scheme, Environmental Protection Act and Regulation, and other relevant legislation, technical standards, 
guidelines and specifications. 
 
In addition, technical reports have been updated to ensure they accurately reflect additional  assessment, further analysis, 
and any new information provided in support of the response.  During this process, further clarification on matters was 
sought via the OCG, as required, to ensure the submitted responses and updated reports fully address the matters raised. 
Importantly: 
▪ The Stormwater Management Plan and Flood Risk Assessment has been revised to updated Appendix B – Concept 

Civil Drawings only in response to the changed intersection dedication boundary as requested by TMR. No other 
changes have been made to this report.  

▪ The Traffic Impact Assessment has been revised to update the intersection drawing contained in Appendix N. No 
other changes have been made to this report.  

 
Further to the revisions to technical reports, corresponding updates have also been undertaken to the Planning Report. 
Specifically, the overview of technical reports detailed in Section 7 are subject to amendments to reflect the updated 
assessments to maintain across the application material. In particular: 

▪ Hazard and Risk Assessment (Section 7.6). 

▪ Greenhouse Gas Assessment (Section 7.11). 

▪ Traffic Impact Assessment (Section 7.13). 

▪ Human Health Risk Assessmetn (Section 7.17).  

▪ Socioeconomic Impact Assessment (Section 7.18). 

Please refer to the balance of this letter for a full response to the Information Request.  
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existing and future downstream WTPs that take raw water from the Logan River catchment and supply drinking water 
to the community everyday, which is an arrangement that must retain certain and safe for the foreseeable future. 
 
Both the HHRA Report and the Planning Report assert that the quantity of PFAS will decrease within residual waste to 
be used as fuel for the facility, however, do not provide justification for this assertion. As reported by the Federal 
Government in a report for the Department of Climate Change, Energy the Environment and Water titled: Hazardous 
Waste in Australia 2025 (Appendix A), reported PFAS-contaminated waste has risen from near-zero to over 100,000 
tonnes in the last eight years. The report specifies that this trend is most clear in Victoria and Queensland which are 
states that house most of the infrastructure for managing PFAS waste nationally. The report denoted that PFAS waste 
arisings are likely to be underestimated.  
 
The Parliamentary Inquiry into the extent, regulation and management of PFAS investigated the impacts of PFAS in 
Australia, including within waste streams from households and other uses. The committee noted compelling evidence 
that costs associated with PFAS removal and wastewater treatment are much greater than the costs required to 
produce PFAS chemicals and the products that contain them. Accordingly, the monitoring and control of PFAS in waste 
is paramount, considering the cumulative impacts on our catchments. Recommendations from the report include 
requirements for legacy PFAS contamination within waste streams to be reduced, however given the findings of 
Appendix A and the substantial increases in PFAS in waste streams, this will remain an ongoing issue.  
 
 Being responsible for providing safe and reliable drinking water, Seqwater is under increasing pressure regarding the 
monitoring and treatment of PFAS-type substances in both raw and treated drinking water supplies. There are a 
number of risks associated with these increases including population health, reputational risks and increased cost to 
the consumer of managing the risk through water treatment plant upgrades. Accordingly, Seqwater maintains 
significant concerns with regard to the emerging and potential cumulative impacts that PFAS-type substances will have 
on the surrounding catchment in terms of drinking water quality.  
 
 The proponent is requested to submit an amended Human Health Risk Assessment Report including:  
▪ Consideration of the above discussion, including Hazardous Waste in Australia 2025 report  

▪ Amended assumptions regarding the quantity of PFAS expected in residual waste over the life of the Development 

▪ Amend the resulting data based on the above  

▪ Assumptions for all per- and poly- fluoroalkyl substances which have a health-based guideline value included in 
the Australian Drinking Water Guidelines (version 4, 2025), including perfluorooctanoic acid (PFOA), 
perfluorooctane sulfonic acid (PFOS), perfluorohexane sulfonic acid (PFHxS) and perfluorobutane sulfonic acid 
(PFBS)   

 Integrate additional measures that reduce PFAS, PFOS, PFHxS and PFBS in runoff leaving the site (at all discharge 
points) to the equivalent health-based limits prescribed in the ADWG (Table 10.6, page 221) – e.g. improved carbon or 
other filtration/capture/treatment technology for the emissions stack, as well as methods within the cycle of waste 
processing proposed at the site, including stormwater management, transport, incineration, removal and storage of 
materials - or provide further justification and reasoning as to the proposed location of a facility producing and 
discharging these contaminants within a drinking water catchment. Any international examples and case-studies 
sought to be used must be within a drinking water catchment for relevance.   

 
Response  
Please refer to the Technical Note (Item 35) prepared by Cleanaway which provides a detailed response to this matter.  
The Human Health Risk Assessment (Revision E) has been reviewed and updated in response to the matters. 

The response includes inter alia: 

▪ Detailed analysis of PFAS pathway through the facility. 

▪ Discussion regarding stack emissions, international literature review and adopted assumptions for BERC 

▪ Summary of assessment in respect of the Seqwater catchment, Logan River and Wyaralong Dam and details around 
deposition to soil. 














