
Tonkin Park Stage II Bassendean, Change to 
Environmental Conditions 

 

Ridgepoynt Pty Ltd 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Section 46 Report and Recommendations 
of the Environmental Protection Authority 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Environmental Protection Authority 
Perth, Western Australia 

Bulletin 1128 
 March 2004 

 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ISBN. 0 7307 6763 9 
ISSN. 1030 - 0120 
Assessment No. 1517

 



 
Contents 

Page 

1. Introduction and background......................................................................................... 1 

2. The proposal ..................................................................................................................... 2 

3. Environmental factors ..................................................................................................... 6 

4. Conditions and commitments.......................................................................................... 6 

5. Conclusions ....................................................................................................................... 6 

6. Recommendations ............................................................................................................ 7 
 
Tables 
1. Summary of proposed project extension 
 
Figures 
1. Location of Tonkin Park Industrial Estate. 
2. Location of Tonkin Park Stage I and II development sites. 
3. Location of lots 8494, 1041, 1057, 700 and 6869 on Tonkin Park Stage II site, without 

environmental encumbrances. 
 
Appendices 
1. References/Bibliography 
2. Statement of environmental conditions of approval (24 February 2000) 
3. Recommended Environmental Conditions



 

1. Introduction and background 
 
The Minister for the Environment has requested the Environmental Protection Authority 
(EPA) to consider and provide advice under Section 46(3) of the Environmental Protection 
Act 1986 on Ridgepoynt Pty Ltd’s (formerly Centurion North West Pty Ltd) proposal to allow 
a time extension to remediate the Tonkin Park Stage II site in accordance with the Ministerial 
conditions set out in Statement No. 539 issued on the 24 February 2000.  
In the 1980’s, property developer Northcorp purchased the 42 hectare (ha) property (figure1, 
figure 2) with the intention to subdivide and develop the property.   In 1988, Northcorp 
submitted a Public Environmental Review (PER) to the EPA to remediate the site.  Following 
submissions, Northcorp amended the original proposal to a two stage development.  In 1990, 
Northcorp developed Stage I of the Tonkin Park site in accordance with Ministerial 
conditions which allowed Northcorp to clear the Tonkin Park Stage I site for development by 
relocating Stage 1 waste material to Stage II.  As part of this agreement, all wastes from Stage 
II were to be subsequently relocated off-site to a suitable landfill before Stage II could be 
subdivided and sold.  Development on the 25 ha Stage I land, which includes lots 107 and 
108, has been completed. 
In 1995, Ridgepoynt, the proponent, purchased the 17 ha Tonkin Park Stage II site from 
Northcorp with full knowledge of the Ministerial conditions requiring the removal of all 
wastes before development.  The site is currently undeveloped, and has no services (power, 
gas, phone).  It is zoned industrial and is surrounded by other industrial properties.  The 
nearest residential property is located approximately half a kilometre to the north-east.  
Wastes consisting of pyritic cinders and building rubble are located in a 7 ha low-lying area 
within the southern portion of the site. The extent of the contamination is estimated to be up 
to 250,000m3. The remaining northern portion of the site (identified as lots 8494, 1041, 1057, 
700 and 6869, see figure 3) has been investigated and is considered by the Department of 
Environmental Protection (DEP) to be suitable for light industrial and/or commercial 
development, without encumbrances (DEP, 1996c).   
In June 1998, Ridgepoynt submitted a Section 46 request which was released for a four week 
public review.  The request was for a change to Ministerial condition 4 on the Tonkin Park 
Stage II site to allow the proponent to manage the wastes by the use of one or a combination 
of remediation options, including on-site containment and disposal to landfill. 
The EPA’s decision to formally assess the proposal was based mainly on the impact of the 
waste material on public health and the environment, through contamination of soil and  
groundwater.  
In 2000, the Minister for the Environment approved Ridgepoynt Pty Ltd’s Section 46 request 
subject to Ministerial conditions (Statement 539, condition 8) which stated that “if the 
proponent does not substantially commence remediation of the Stage 2 site within three years 
following the date of publication of the statement, or within such further period as the 
Environmental Protection Authority may by notice in writing to the proponent specify, then 
the approval as granted in Statement No.82 published on 25 October 1989 shall lapse and no 
further implementation of the proposal shall be authorised”. 
In 2003, the proponent requested a further extension of time which allowed the proponent 
until the 19 March 2004 to complete remediation of the site.  

1 



 

On 25 February 2004 Ridgepoynt advised the EPA of contractual arrangements put in place 
for the supply of material and engineering services to complete the remediation works.  
Ridgepoynt advised that due to unforseen circumstances it was not able to obtain 
development approvals for the construction of the on-site containment cell within the 
timeframe it anticipated and that sourcing suitable clays for use in the cell construction was 
also causing some delay.  On 4 March 2004, Ridgepoynt advised  that it would not meet the 
EPA’s deadline of substantially commencing remediation by 19 March 2004 and indicated, 
by providing details of construction timelines, that the remediation would be completed by 31 
October 2004.  Accordingly, Ridgepoynt requested that an extension of time be considered so 
that remediation works could be completed. 
References/bibliography are listed in Appendix 1.  Environmental Condition Statement No. 
539,  published  on 24 February 2000 is presented in Appendix 2.   

2. The proposal 
The proposal is a request to allow an extension of time to complete remediation of the Tonkin 
Park Stage II site.  There is no change to the waste management option to be used. All 
remediation work is to be carried out and completed in accord with the draft conditions. 
Table 1: Summary of proposed project extension. 

Project characteristic Current approved project Proposed 
extension 

 
SITE IDENTIFICATION 

 
The development site is a 42 hectare area bounded by 
Collier Road to the north and east, Alice Street to the west, 
and a drain reserve and Railway Parade to the south.  It 
also includes a 2.3 hectare wedge of land to the north of 
Collier Road bounded by Scadden and Iolanthe Streets. 
 
Tonkin Park Stage 1 is located in the eastern half of the 
site, with the addition of Lots 107 and 108 in the north-
west corner of the site. 
 
Tonkin Park Stage II is located in the remaining western 
portion. 

 

No change 

 
PROPERTY AREA 

 
Stage I - 25 hectares 
 
Stage II - 17 hectares 
 

No change 

 
QUANTITY OF WASTES 
ON SITE 
 

 
300 000 to 500 000 tonnes (or 150 000 to 250 000 cubic 
metres) 

No change 

 

REMEDIATION 
OPTIONS   

 

 

 

 

Using one or a combination of the following remediation 
options: 

• containment on-site, and/or 

• disposal at a landfill site. 

 

No change 

Source:  EPA Bulletin 960 (1999) – Tonkin Park Stage II Bassendean
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3. Environmental factors 
The Section 46 request to allow an extension of time results in no change to the 
environmental factors.  
The relevant environmental factors identified in the EPA’s previous assessment (EPA 
Bulletin 960, 1999) of the proposal were: 
(a) soil contamination – containment and prevention of groundwater contamination; and  
(b) water quality – groundwater quality flowing to the Swan River. 
 
The EPA sought comments and advice from the DEP regarding whether the time limit should 
be extended, and any new environmental issues which should be considered if the time 
extension was granted.   
The DEP advised that there was merit in the remediation works being managed and 
completed under the provisions of existing Part IV Ministerial Conditions, provided that an 
enforcement condition be added to the existing Statement to ensure timely commencement 
and completion of remediation.  The DEP also suggested that the proponent should report 
regularly on the progress of the remediation works. 

4. Conditions and commitments 
Section 46(3) of the Environmental Protection Act 1986 requires the EPA to report to the 
Minister for the Environment on whether or not the proposed changes to conditions or 
procedures should be allowed. In addition, the EPA may make recommendations as it sees fit. 
 
The EPA recommends that the following condition be imposed if the proposal by Ridgepoynt 
Pty Ltd is approved for implementation: 
 
(a) The existing Ministerial Conditions applied to the project (Ministerial Statement No. 

539  published on 24 February 2000), be subject to modifications necessary to require 
the completion of the remediation works by 31 October 2004. 

 
The amended conditions and amended Consolidated Commitments statement are presented in 
Appendix 3. 

5. Conclusions 

The EPA has considered the request by Ridgepoynt Pty Ltd to extend the time limit of 
environmental approval for the remediation of Tonkin Park Stage II site in Bassendean and 
has concluded that an extension to 31 October 2004 should be allowed. 
The EPA recommends that the following changes to the existing Ministerial Statement 539 be 
made: 
 

(a) Delete Condition 8.1 and insert in its place the following: 
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“The proponent shall provide progress reports on the remediation to the Department of 
Environmental Protection at fortnightly intervals until completion, commencing two 
weeks after the formal authority issued to the decision-making authorities under section 
45(7) of the Environmental Protection Act 1986, to the requirements of the Minister for 
the Environment on advice of the Environmental Protection Authority”. 
 
(b) Delete Condition 8.2 and insert in its place the following:  
 
“The proponent shall complete the remediation works by 31 October 2004. 
 

6. Recommendations 
 
The EPA submits the following recommendations to the Minister for the Environment: 
 
1. That the Minister notes that this report is pursuant to Section 46(3) of the 

Environmental Protection Act 1986 and thus is limited to consideration of proposed 
changes to the original conditions. 

2. The Minister notes that the proposed change is to allow Ridgepoynt Pty Ltd an 
extension of time to 31 October 2004 to complete remediation of the Tonkin Park Stage 
II site in Bassendean. 

3. The EPA recommends that the Minister considers this report and notes that the proposal 
raises no significant environmental factors as set out in Section 3. 

4. That the Minister notes that the EPA has concluded that the modified proposal can be 
managed to meet the EPA’s objectives, and thus not impose an unacceptable impact on 
the environment provided there is satisfactory implementation by the proponent of the 
amended conditions, including the proponent’s commitments, as set out in Section 4. 

5. The Minister imposes the amended conditions recommended in Appendix 3 of this 
report. 
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Appendix 3 

 
 
 
 
 

Recommended Environmental Conditions  

 



Statement No.  
 

RECOMMENDED ENVIRONMENTAL CONDITIONS  
 

 
STATEMENT TO AMEND CONDITIONS APPLYING TO A PROPOSAL 

(PURSUANT TO THE PROVISIONS OF SECTION 46 OF THE 
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION ACT 1986) 

 
 

INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT,  
TONKIN INDUSTRIAL PARK, BASSENDEAN (STAGES 1 & 2) 

 
 

Proposal:  Remediation of wastes, as documented in schedule 1 of this 
statement to allow redevelopment of 42 hectares of land 
adjacent to Collier Road, Bassendean for industrial 
purposes. 

 
Proponent: Ridgepoynt Pty Ltd  
 
Proponent Address: 245 Collier Road, Bayswater, Western Australia 6053  
 
Assessment Number: 1517  
 
Previous Assessment Numbers: 126, 126-1, and 1201  
 
Previous Statement Numbers: Statement No. 082 (published on 25 October 

1989) 
Statement No. 224 (published on 27 February 
1992) 
Statement No. 539 (published on 24 February 
2000) 

 
Report of the Environmental Protection Authority:  Bulletin 1128 
 
Previous Reports of the Environmental Protection Authority:  Bulletins 397, 588 

and 960.  
 
The implementation of the proposal to which the above reports of the Environmental 
Protection Authority relate is subject to the conditions and procedures contained in 
Ministerial Statement No 539 (24 February 2000), as amended by the following:  
 
Condition 8 (Commencement of Stage 2 Site Remediation) of Statement No. 539 is 
deleted and the following condition is inserted:  

 



 
 

Published on  
 
8 Site Remediation 
 
8-1 The proponent shall provide progress reports on the remediation to the 

Department of Environmental Protection at fortnightly intervals until 
completion, commencing two weeks after the formal authority issued to the 
decision-making authorities under section 45(7) of the Environmental 
Protection Act 1986, to the requirements of the Minister for the Environment on 
advice of the Environmental Protection Authority.  

 
8-2 The proponent shall complete the remediation works by 31 October 2004.  
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