SCHEDULED PREMISES REGULATIONS REVIEW
SUBMISSION TEMPLATE
DELWP and EPA are reviewing the current Scheduled Premises Regulations in order to revise and update them
before they sunset in mid-2017.
A Discussion Paper has been published. It explores options for the new version of the regulations. It is an initial
opportunity for you to help shape the review by providing feedback.
We welcome your comments on the questions in the Discussion Paper by 14 December 2015.
You can provide your comments using this template. Alternatively, you can use the online questionnaire.
Please note: The online questionnaire needs to be completed in one sitting.
The Discussion Paper provides further details about the next steps for this review, including how to stay informed and
involved.
Your input may be made public. If you would like your contribution to remain confidential, please clearly indicate this
on the next page. Please note that Freedom of Information access requirements will apply to all comments, even
those treated as confidential. Accordingly, your comments may potentially be released to members of the public.
We thank you in advance for your cooperation and feedback.

Contact details

Name

Pam Whiteley

Company

Wildlife Health Surveillance Victoria, Faculty of Veterinary and Agricultural
Sciences, The University of Melbourne

City/Town

Werribee

State

Victoria

Postcode

3030

Email Address
Phone Number

I am making this submission on behalf of:





Individual
Non-government organisation / community organisation
Business
Local Government
Other government entity
Other (please specify)

Industry Activity or Scheduled Category (if applicable):
Wildlife health, veterinary science, epidemiology

Privacy Options - please select an option:




I am making this submission as an individual and I understand that it may be published
I am making this submission as an individual. I request my submission be published anonymously with my
postcode but with no other details.
This submission is being made by an organisation and I understand that it may be published, including the
name of the organisation
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The Current Regulations
These questions relate to the list of industry activities covered by the current Environment Protection (Scheduled
Premises and Exemptions) Regulations 2007 as discussed in Section 3 of the Scheduled Premises Regulations
Review Discussion Paper.
For a full list of industry activities and their definitions, please refer to the current regulations here.

QUESTION 1:
Which of the following currently scheduled categories or industrial activities are the most important for EPA
works approval, licensing, and/or financial assurance requirements?
For each of the activities you regard as most important, please tell us why in the box provided.
A01

PIW management

A02

Other waste treatment

A03

Sewage treatment

A04

Industrial wastewater
treatment

A05

Landfills

A06

Land disposal

A07

Composting

A08

Waste to energy

A09

Waste tyre storage

B01

Intensive animal industry

B02

Livestock saleyards

B03

Fish farms

C01

Extractive industry and
mining

D01

Abattoirs

D02

Rendering

D03

Animal skin tanning

D04

Seafood processing

D05

Pet food processing

D06

Food processing

D07

Milk processing

D08

Edible oil
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D09

Beverage manufacturing

E01

Textiles

F01

Timber preservation

F02

Fibreboard

F03

Paper pulp mills

G01

Chemical works

G02

Coal Processing

G03

Oil and gas refining

G04

Bulk Storage

G05

Container Washing

H01

Cement

H02

Bitumen (asphalt) batching

H03

Ceramics

H04

Mineral wool

H05

Glass works

I01

Primary metallurgical

I02
I03

Metal melting
Metal galvanising

I04

Metal finishing

I05

Can and drum coating

I06

Vehicle assembly

J01

Printing

K01

Power stations

K02

Carbon geosequestration

K03

Potable water treatment
plants

K04

Water desalination plants

L01

General emissions to air

L02

Contaminated sites—
onsite soil containment

L03

Tunnel Ventilation Systems

L04

Contaminated sites—long
term management
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QUESTION 2:
What currently scheduled categories or industrial activities might no longer warrant EPA works approval,
licensing, and/or financial assurance requirements?
For each of the activities you regard as longer warranting requirements, please tell us which risks have been
reduced and how in the box provided.
A01

PIW management

A02

Other waste treatment

A03

Sewage treatment

A04

Industrial wastewater
treatment

A05

Landfills

A06

Land disposal

A07

Composting

A08

Waste to energy

A09

Waste tyre storage

B01

Intensive animal industry

B02

Livestock saleyards

B03

Fish farms

C01

Extractive industry and
mining

D01

Abattoirs

D02

Rendering

D03

Animal skin tanning

D04

Seafood processing

D05

Pet food processing

D06

Food processing

D07

Milk processing

D08

Edible oil

D09

Beverage manufacturing

E01

Textiles

F01

Timber preservation

F02

Fibreboard

F03

Paper pulp mills

G01

Chemical works
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G02

Coal Processing

G03

Oil and gas refining

G04

Bulk Storage

G05

Container Washing

H01

Cement

H02

Bitumen (asphalt) batching

H03

Ceramics

H04

Mineral wool

H05

Glass works

I01

Primary metallurgical

I02
I03

Metal melting
Metal galvanising

I04

Metal finishing

I05

Can and drum coating

I06

Vehicle assembly

J01

Printing

K01

Power stations

K02

Carbon geosequestration

K03

Potable water treatment
plants

K04

Water desalination plants

L01

General emissions to air

L02

Contaminated sites—
onsite soil containment

L03

Tunnel Ventilation Systems

L04

Contaminated sites—long
term management

QUESTION 3:
What other industrial activities, not included in the current regulations, might warrant works approval,
licensing, and/or financial assurance requirements and why?
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QUESTION 4:
What would happen to emission levels, the numbers of pollution events, and the management of wastes if
there were no EPA works approvals or licence requirements in Victoria? Why?
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Adapting to changes
The following questions relate to Section 4 of the Scheduled Premises Regulations Review Discussion Paper, which
discusses the need to ensure that the new scheduled premises regulations are as up-to-date and effective as
possible, in light of recent and anticipated changes in Victoria’s population, economy, mix of industrial technologies
etc.
Please see the current regulations for the full descriptions and application thresholds (requiring works approvals,
licences or financial assurances) in the current regulations.

QUESTION 5:
Do any of the descriptions and application thresholds for currently scheduled categories need to be changed
or clarified?



Yes

(If yes, go to Question 5A)

No

(If no, go to Question 6)

QUESTION 5 A:
Please indicate which definitions or application thresholds need to be changed or clarified for industrial
activities in the list below.
For the activities, please tell us in detail for each activity, what specific changes or clarifications could be
required?
A01

PIW management

A02

Other waste treatment

A03

Sewage treatment

A04

Industrial wastewater
treatment

A05

Landfills

A06

Land disposal

A07

Composting

A08

Waste to energy

A09

Waste tyre storage

B01

Intensive animal industry

B02

Livestock saleyards

B03

Fish farms

C01

Extractive industry and
mining

D01

Abattoirs

D02

Rendering
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D03

Animal skin tanning

D04

Seafood processing

D05

Pet food processing

D06

Food processing

D07

Milk processing

D08

Edible oil

D09

Beverage manufacturing

E01

Textiles

F01

Timber preservation

F02

Fibreboard

F03

Paper pulp mills

G01

Chemical works

G02

Coal Processing

G03

Oil and gas refining

G04

Bulk Storage

G05

Container Washing

H01

Cement

H02

Bitumen (asphalt) batching

H03

Ceramics

H04

Mineral wool

H05

Glass works

I01

Primary metallurgical

I02
I03

Metal melting
Metal galvanising

I04

Metal finishing

I05

Can and drum coating

I06

Vehicle assembly

J01

Printing

K01

Power stations

K02

Carbon geosequestration

K03

Potable water treatment
plants
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K04

Water desalination plants

L01

General emissions to air

L02

Contaminated sites—
onsite soil containment

L03

Tunnel Ventilation Systems

L04

Contaminated sites—long
term management

Aside from the current activity-by-activity triggers for works approval or licence requirements, the current Scheduled
Premises Regulations allow for a works approval or licence to be required for any activity with general emissions of
certain substances to air over a set amount per year (see Category L01 – General emissions to air). Section 4 of
the Discussion Paper introduces the idea that introducing more of these ‘emissions based triggers’ could increase the
flexibility of the regulations in keeping pace with new industry activities.

QUESTION 6:
Would an increased focus on emissions-based triggers for works approval or licence requirements,
regardless of the activity creating these emissions, make the Scheduled Premises regulations more effective?



Yes
No

Please tell us why you think that an increased focus on emissions-based triggers would/would not make the
Scheduled Premises Regulations more effective.

Section 4.1 of the Scheduled Premises Regulations Review Discussion Paper introduces some environmental
challenges considered most relevant to this review.

QUESTION 7:
Do you agree that the environmental challenges outlined in section 4.1 are the most relevant ones for this
review?



Yes

(If yes, go to Question 8A)

No

(If no, go to Question 7A)

QUESTION 7 A:
Please tell us what other environmental challenges relating to industrial activities should be considered?
Why?
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Considering the environmental issues in section 4.1 of the Discussion Paper, the following questions seek your input
on whether works approvals, licences, financial assurances, or other tools are best suited to addressing them.

QUESTION 8:
Are works approvals a suitable tool to address the environmental challenges outlined in section 4.1 of the
Discussion Paper?



Yes

(If yes, go to Question 8B)

No

(If no, go to Question 8D)

QUESTION 8 B:
Are licences a suitable tool to address the environmental challenges outlined in section 4.1 of the Discussion
Paper?



Yes

(If yes, go to Question 8C)

No

(If no, go to Question 8D)

QUESTION 8 C:
Are financial assurances a suitable tool to address the environmental challenges outlined in section 4.1 of the
Discussion Paper?



Yes

(If yes, go to Question 9A)

No

(If no, go to Question 8D)

QUESTION 8D:
What other tool(s) would be more suitable than works approvals, licences and/or financial assurances to
address the environmental challenges outlined in section 4.1 of the Discussion Paper? Why?
A diversity of tools should be used to maximize detection of problems and early risk reduction.
Tools should include measurement of toxins by testing animal samples for a range of key toxins
from all chemical groups where they can affect the health of people, domestic animals and wildlife
(mammals, birds, reptiles, amphibians and fish).
Payment for toxicological testing could be provided by the industries responsible.
This could be targeted to animals high in food webs where bio-magnification and bioaccumulation
may be detected and have serious consequences.
For examples, testing tissues collected from dead platypus from streams across Victoria, marine
mammals in coastal Victoria, raptors or foxes or feral cats on sewage wetlands etc.
This approach will provide some evidence of what is happening in Victoria. There is an information
gap and serious environmental health impacts could be missed.
Impacts could include acute toxicity, increased susceptibility to predation or car accidents, chronic
toxicity with reduced immune function and increased susceptibility to infectious diseases, increased
rates of neoplasia, developmental problems (egg shell thinning, failure to hatch birds eggs due to
deformed embryos) etc.
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New Elements being considered
Section 5 of the Scheduled Premises Regulations Review Discussion Paper describes some potential new
components which could be introduced into the Scheduled Premises Regulations and EPA’s administrative processes
which sit behind them, in order to meet the challenges of modern regulation.
Section 5.1 introduces the concept of tiered licence conditions, applied depending on a site’s individual risk profile.
Section 5.2 introduces the concept of a licence fee component that reflects EPA’s likely regulatory effort at each site.

QUESTION 9 A:
Would tiered licence conditions, applied depending on a site’s individual risk profile, be worthwhile?



Yes
No

Please tell us why.

QUESTION 9 B:
Would a site-based licence fee component, reflecting EPA’s regulatory effort at each site, be worthwhile?



Yes



No

Please tell us why.

QUESTION 10:
Please tell us if you think there are any components of the Scheduled Premises Regulations or Fees
Regulations, or how they are applied by EPA, which could be improved.

QUESTION 11:
Do you have any concerns with how current processes for managing scheduled premises are operating?



Yes

(If yes, go to Question 11A)

No

(If no, go to Question 12)
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QUESTION 11 A:
What are your concerns with how current processes for managing scheduled premises are operating, and
how might these concerns be effectively addressed?

QUESTION 12:
Are there any other key points you would like to make?
From 8D:
A diversity of tools should be used to maximize early detection of problems and early risk reduction.
Tools should include measurement of toxins by testing samples for a range of key toxins from all key
chemical groups where they can affect the health of people, domestic animals and wildlife (mammals,
birds, reptiles, amphibians and fish).
Payment for toxicological testing should be provided by the industries responsible.
This could be targeted to animals high in food webs where bio-magnification and bioaccumulation may be
detected and have serious consequences.
For examples, testing tissues collected from dead platypus from streams across Victoria, marine mammals in
coastal Victoria, raptors or foxes or feral cats on sewage wetlands etc.
This approach will provide some evidence of what is happening in Victoria. There is an information gap
and serious environmental health impacts could be missed.
Impacts could include:
• acute toxicity,
• chronic toxicity and increased susceptibility to predation or car accidents,
• chronic toxicity with reduced immune function and increased susceptibility to infectious diseases,
• increased rates of neoplasia,
• increased developmental problems (Condor egg shell thinning, failure to hatch birds eggs due to
deformed embryos, abnormal sex ratios in reptiles) etc.
• development of antibiotic resistance in new ecosystems and movement with wildlife, and other
natural systems - water
Seek and apply best international practice through guidelines and work by organizations such as the
Society for Environmental Chemistry and Toxicology etc. Dr Anne Fairbrother, past SETAC president
would be a good advisor. Learn from SETAC colleagues (Is Victorian EPA decades behind best practice,
how is it doing what is suggested here? – not just regulating BUT measuring what is happening)
I have had experience in this field and worked with the US EPA, US Fish and Wildlife Service, and USGS
National Wildlife Health Center.
Be aware that environmental contaminants can interact with other disease agents (infections, other
chemicals from ecosystems, etc) so health impacts are multifactorial.

Please return written submissions by 14 December 2015 to:
Email: scheduled.premises@epa.vic.gov.au
Mail:
Scheduled Premises Regulations Review
c/o- Policy and Regulation Unit
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EPA Victoria
GPO 4395
Melbourne VIC 3001
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