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GUNNS LTD MUST BACK CLAIMS ON MARINE POLLUTION AND 
COMPLIANCE

Launceston, T asmania  Ð The Chairman of Gunns Ltd, John Gay, has made public, statewide 
claims that the revision of inadequate hydrodynamic modeling required by the Sweco Pic 
assessment of Gunns Ltd proposed Tamar Valley pulp mill, released last Thursday, already Òhas 
been doneÓ and is ÒsatisfactoryÓ.1  

SFA challenges these claims and calls on Gunns Ltd to make these analyses and reports, that 
allegedly directly address the speciÞc and vital deÞciencies raised by Sweco Pic and the 
consultant, Patterson Britton & Partners Pty Ltd, immediately available for public download via the 
Gunns Ltd website.

The proposed mill will discharge up to 30 GL (ÒGiga-litresÓ = billion litres) of process efßuent per 
annum into Bass Strait, approximately 2.7 km off Five Mile Bluff.2  The discharged mill efßuent will 
contain numerous pollutants including highly toxic and persistent compounds such as dioxins and 
furans.3  Hydrodynamic modeling, the numerical representation of the ocean and its ßuid 
processes, wholly underpins our understanding of the possible fate of such pollutants and their 
potential impacts on the marine ecosystem, marine industries, coastal amenity, and human health. 

SFA stands ready and willing to be corrected on the current existence of the alleged revised 
hydrodynamic modelling analyses speciÞc to compliance with the Sweco Pic recommendations.  
SFA has a science team prepared to scrutinize these alleged documents.  

If, however, the speciÞc hydrodynamic modelling work required for compliance by the Sweco Pic 
report has not yet been completed (as is the contention of SFA) there are crucial implications for 
both the State and Federal assessments of the proposed Tamar Valley pulp mill.

The Sweco Pic report (July 2007), like the SFA RPDC submission (September 2006), makes it 
clear that the foundation for adequately assessing the impact of pollutants on the marine 

1 ABC Tasmania Statewide Mornings w/ Jocelyn Nettlefold - Friday July 6th, 2007

2 Gunns Ltd Draft IIS (V18 A63), Hydrodynamic Modelling, GHD, July 2006 (incorrectly labeled March 2006)

3 BELL BAY PULP MILL PROJECT IMPACT ASSESSMENT for assessment under the EPBC Act 1999, 
Gunns Ltd., 2007
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environment is unÞnished and inadequate.  The appropriate revision of the hydrodynamic 
modelling would take signiÞcant time and effort and SFA contends that neither State nor Federal 
assessment process can advance until they are completed.

In the Federal arena, ÒGunns expects no significant impacts on relevant matters of national 
environmental significanceÓ4, yet these core deÞciencies exist across the entirety of the proponents 
Federal Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation (EPBC) Act 1999 assessment 
documentation on marine impacts.  Minister Turnbull and his department are currently assessing 
the proposed pulp mill under the EPBC Act on the basis of inadequate and unÞnished analyses.  

If the proponent is unwilling or unable to complete the speciÞc hydrodynamic modelling required, 
the only short term option open to the proponent with regard to these deÞciencies is to opt for a 
closed-cycle pulp process that eliminates the need for marine discharge.

SFA encourages every concerned Tasmanian to contact their MHA!s, MLC!s, MP!s, and Senators, 
and ask them to do their homework and act appropriately on this critical issue.

SFA is of the position that we do need jobs and economic growth in Tasmania.  But we must also 
be absolutely sure that any development is benign to the environment, other industries, and indeed 
our fellow citizens. /ENDS

BACKGROUND

Since November 2005 SFA Northern Tasmania has taken an active and constructive role in both 
the State and Federal assessments of the proposed Gunns Ltd pulp mill in the Tamar Valley.  In 
September 2006 SFA Northern Tasmania delivered a 48 page submission to the Resource 
Planning and Development Commission (RPDC) which, among other signiÞcant concerns, 
concluded that the hydrodynamic modelling was inadequate. The SFA RPDC submission made a 
number of recommendations for required analyses and revised modelling that are echoed in the 
Sweco Pic report released last week.

On April 18th, 2007 SFA Northern Tasmania wrote to Minister Turnbull and his Department 
regarding the deÞciencies in Gunns Ltd analyses and reports.  SFA urged Minister Turnbull to 
therefore reject Gunns Ltd!s call for an EPBC assessment based solely on ÒdesktopÓ analysis and 
Òpreliminary informationÓ.  This red ßag from SFA was apparently ignored. 

Online references:

SFA RPDC submission (September 2006) - download from RPDC website (5.4 MB PDF)
http://www.rpdc.tas.gov.au/__data/assets/pdf_Þle/0011/69635/302_Surfrider_Foundation_Australia.pdf

Assessment of the Gunns Limited Bell Bay Pulp Mill against the Environmental Emission Limit 
Guidelines, Report prepared for the Tasmanian Government, Sweco Pic, July 2007.
http://www.justice.tas.gov.au/__data/assets/pdf_Þle/0003/82281/Final_SWECO_Report.pdf

Review of documents re: hydrodynamic modelling of efßuent from proposed offshore efßuent 
outfall for Gunns pulp mill, Tasmania. Patterson Britton & Partners Pty Ltd, 30 March 2007.
http://www.justice.tas.gov.au/__data/assets/pdf_Þle/0018/82251/RFI_30_-_Paterson.pdf
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ABOUT THE SURFRIDER FOUNDATION: A HISTORY OF TACKLING 
POLLUTING PULP  MILLS

Surfrider is a non-proÞt organisation dedicated to the protection and enjoyment of Australia's 
oceans, waves and beaches for all people through Conservation, Advocacy, Research and 
Education (CARE).

We have 29 branches nationwide, international afÞliates in the USA, Japan, Brazil and Europe, 
and over 50,000 members worldwide.

Surfrider advocates for the sustainable management and use of the coastal zone, including coastal 
river catchments and offshore activities. Our opportunities to enjoy the coast: its clean water, its 
biodiversity and its spectacular landforms, are inßuenced by the actions of individuals, the 
aspirations of business, and the policies of all levels of government. Surfrider aims to increase 
awareness of many issues impacting on our enjoyment of the coast, and to ensure that our 
children have similar opportunities to enjoy it as we have today.

In 1991 Surfrider Foundation USA won the second largest Clean Water Act suit in United States 
history against two pulp mills in Humboldt County, California. As a result of the legal action the 
Louisiana PaciÞc!s Samoa pulp mill was converted to a closed-cycle, totally chlorine-free (TCF) 
process.

For further information visit the SFA website at: http://www.surfrider.org.au/
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