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FORRESTFIELD–AIRPORT LINK — SOIL CONTAMINATION 
1332. Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS to the Minister for Environment: 
I refer to question without notice 1278 of Tuesday, 29 October 2019, and the minister’s answer. 
(1) Notwithstanding the determination by the Public Transport Authority that the use of PFAS-contaminated 

material from the Forrestfield–Airport Link project as fill for the NorthLink project is not waste, does the 
Department of Water and Environmental Regulation consider that the use of this material is waste and is 
liable for the landfill levy? 

(2) What were the specific and detailed factors that the PTA used in its determination? 
(3) Is this self-determination test as to what is waste and what is liable for the landfill levy supported by the 

Department of Water and Environmental Regulation in exercising its responsibilities in administering the 
landfill levy statutory regime? 

(4) If yes to (3), is this self-determination test as to what is waste and what is liable for the landfill levy 
extended to private companies? 

(5) Does this mean that if a private company were advised by the PTA of its determination that the use of 
PFAS-contaminated material from the Forrestfield–Airport Link as fill was not waste and not liable for 
the landfill levy, and subsequently used it as fill, the Department of Water and Environmental Regulation 
would accept this as meeting the requirements of the statutory levy regime? 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON replied: 
I thank the honourable member for some notice of the question. 
(1) As indicated in my answer to question without notice 1052, incorporated into Hansard on 15 October 2019, 

the Department of Water and Environmental Regulation’s “Factsheet—Assessing Whether Material is Waste” 
provides that the producer or source of the material is responsible for determining whether a material is 
waste. Accordingly, DWER has not assessed the use of soil excavated from the Forrestfield–Airport Link 
project as fill for the NorthLink project. 

(2) In the case of the NorthLink project, the Public Transport Authority does not consider the soil to be waste 
as consideration was paid for the soil and the soil is wanted for use on another state government transport 
project. The member should also refer to answers provided to his previous questions without notice 816, 
835, 854 and 881. 

(3)–(4) Yes. 
(5) As set out in DWER’s “Factsheet—Assessing Whether Material is Waste”, whether material is waste in 

a particular case will depend on all the facts and circumstances of that case. 
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