Waste

By Cam Lucadou-Wells

Greater Dandenong Council has withdrawn
its legal fight against a controversial waste-to-
energy plant in Dandenong South.

Despite its previously declared ‘strong oppo-
sition), the council settled with the Environment
Protection Authority and the plant’s proponent
Great Southern Waste Technologies ahead of an
appeal hearing at VCAT on 1 February.

The plant is expected to burn 100,000
tonnes a year of municipal household solid
waste, commercial and industrial waste to
produce 7.9 MW of electricity to the grid.

Councillors endorsed the council's with-
drawal in a recent closed briefing from council
officers.

They were advised the council was unlikely
to win its appeal against the EPA’s works ap-
proval for the project, and faced a potential
legal bill of up to $700,000 including GSWT’s
COStSs.

“After extensive work by Council’s environ-
mental experts and lawyers and following a
conclave which was held between both par-
ties” expert consultants and EPA officers, it was
established that the proposal meets the re-
quired relevant EPA legislation,” city planning
director Jody Bosman said.

“Additional conditions requested by coun-
cil's lawyers are being added to the EPA Works
Approval and have been agreed to in principle
by the EPA.

“The settlement ends the prospects of
Council incurring substantial costs in pro-
ceeding to a VCAT hearing and any claims in
the absence of such settlement.

“VCAT have now confirmed the settlement
in its Orders issued yesterday.”

The project is sited at 80 Ordish Road in

fight off

Dandenong’s industrial two zone - the home
to the most offensive industries.

However it has drawn ire from residential
estates and several schools within five kilome-
tres away.

A “very disappointed” councillor Jim Me-
meti said residents in Dandenong South and
Keysborough South were “sick and tired” of liv-
ing near “hazardous industries”.

“How many more of these hazardous waste
facilities will be built? After this waste to en-
ergy facility, what's next? -

“That’s why the state government need to
rezone (the area) as quickly as possible.”

In 2020, Cr Memeti successfully moved for
the council to campaign for the removal of the
industrial two zone.

The council is arguing to cease future haz-
ardous industries in the zone but allow exist-
ing heavy industry to continue.

Great Southern Waste Technologies direc-
tor Bill Keating welcomed the “positive out-
come” after an “expensive” legal battle.

“The council had their experts have a look
at it. N

“It was a case that they were then happy to
withdraw from this.”

In the out-of-court settlement, the council
bore some of GSWT’s legal costs. -

GSWT also agreed to a further “minor” con-
dition as part of the EPA works approval for the
plant, Mr Keating said.

He said construction was at least 12 months
away until the plant’s detailed design was fi-
nalised.

A viable, ongoing supply of waste also
needed to be secured prior to works, Mr Keat-
ing said.

Continued page 3
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Incinerator creates a stir

The controversial waste-to-energy plant
mooted for Dandenong South created news
throughout 2020.

On 25 February the Star Journal reported
that the proposal had been met by an over-
whelming public backlash from hundreds of
residents over air quality and health concerns.

Residents - as close as 1.4 kilometres from
the plant - wrote letters and signed petitions,
decrying the 70 Ordish Road site’s proximity to
Dandenong Creek, schools, colleges, kinder-
gartens, places of worship and homes.

A 280-signature petition’s covering letter
stated homes were already impacted by two
waste-related facilities, an organics garden
and a commercial and industrial waste facility.

“Local residents have already made numer-
ous complaints and reports to local council and
EPA regarding the weird smells around our area.

«This (waste-to-energy plant) will definitely
‘ make the situation worse.”

A Keysborough South resident wrote that
the proposal would “literally shatter mine and
so many other families’ dreams”.

“How can our kids still go to the local parks
where there is air pollution, weird smells?”

In May Greater Dandenong councillors vot-

ed to oppose a VCAT planning permit applica-
tion for the incinerator.

They unanimously rejected a council plan-
ning officer’s report recommending support
for the Great Southern Waste Technologies
proposal at the VCAT hearing on 27 July.

In a motion at a 11 May council meeting, Cr
Matthew Kirwan said it was the “only respon-
sible decision” given public concerns and that
the Environment Protection Authority had not

ot assessed the human health and environ-

tal impacts. ’
me(r)l n'21 II\),Iay the state’s pollution watchdog

.

Great Southern Waste Techhologie
energy plant.

Environment Protection Authority Victoria
publicly released the further information.

As requested, proponent Great Southern
Waste Technologies provided more informa-
tion including emissions rates, odour impacts
and accidental or emergency emission releases.

The incinerator would annually process
100,000 tonnes of municipal solid waste and
commercial and industrial waste.

It would generate about 7.9 MegaWatts of
power into the grid - suffice for about 7000
homes and businesses.

GSWT submitted that the plant’s “clean”
gasification technology met European Union
standards and would have negligible impact
on human health.

On 28 July the Journal reported that the plant

s executive general mana

Great Southem
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EPA Warks Appraval Applic
(ref 1003592}

:
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had been granted works approval by the EPA.

The applicant Great Southern Waste Tech-
nologies was granted approval for the 70
Ordish Road gasificiation incinerator with
“stringent conditions”, according to an EPA
statement on 21 July.

The project still required planning approval
- a matter which will be heard at the Victorian
Civil and Administrative Tribunal on 27 July.

In its findings, the EPA stated the “potential
air emissions ... pose negligible risk to human
health”.

Greater Dandenong Council then sought
to defer the VCAT hearing. VCAT refused the
council’s request, but granted the council two
weeks to submit further opposing arguments
against the plant.

ger Stua‘rt Gilbert and chief operating officer Bili

Keating with the proposed waste-to- :

Mayor Jim Memeti said the council “vig-
orously” opposed the plant on behalf of resi-
dents during the four-day VCAT hearing.

Just weeks later, VCAT granted a planning
permit on 15 September.

VCAT members Jeanette Rickards and Greg
Sharpley stated the proposed waste-to-energy
facility will “go some way to reducing waste to
go to landfill”.

“We do not consider that the use will im-
pact on the amenity of the nearby local com-
munity,” they stated - noting the Environment
Protection Authority Victoria had granted
works approval.

Greater Dandenong appealed the approval
with a hearing expected in February.
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By Cam Lucadou-Wells

A residents group has slammed City of Greater
Dandenong’s failed attempt to oppose a con-
troversial waste-to-energy plant in Ordish
Road, Dandenong South.

Ihe Vietorian Civil and Administrative Tri-
bunal granted a planning perinit on 15 S5ep-
tember after the council had approved, then
rescinded, deferred and finally opposed the
project. )

Since November, the project has attracted
public outrage, with homes as close as 800 me-
tres from the site. A coalition of schools, resi-
dents and community centres in Keysborough
within five kilometres have objected.

The gasification facility with two 55-metre
chimneys will process 100,000 tonnes a year of
household solid waste, commercial and indus-
trial waste, producing 7.9MW of electricity.

The South East Environment Group (SEEG),
led by council election candidate Ramy El-
Sukkari, claimed the council’s case was hin-
dered by tardiness and unprofessionalism.

He said the council only made a “token ges-
ture” to oppose the “toxic incinerator” after a
“relentless community campaign”.

“It appears that the council decision was
made only to appease the public outrage.

“The VCAT report demonstrates the dismal
failure of the council (to take) the necessary
steps to stop the incinerator application in a
timely, genuine and professional manner.

“There were no serious measures in place to
ensure that scientific and factual evidence were
established to support ... the council position.”

Mr El-Sukkari said VCAT “failed” residents
by allowing 3000 tonnes a year of “toxic” fly
ash to be stored in an on-site silo as prescribed
industrial waste. :

The plant’s “exceptionally toxic and haz-
ardous” bottom ash would be sent to landfill
“without (VCAT) worrying about its harmful
impact”.

VCAT members Jeanette Rickards and Greg
Sharpley stated the proposed waste-to-energy
facility will “go some way to reducing waste to
go to landfill”.

“We do not consider that the use will im-
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pact on the amenity of the nearby local com-
munity,” they stated - noting the Environment
Protection Authority Victoria had granted
works approval.

The site is on the western edge of the “suit-
able” Industrial 2 zone = a zone that is typically
mote than 1500 metres from residences.

Nearby are a clinical waste incinerator, a re-
source recovery facility and a transfer station.

“We consider that the general issues of po-
tential impact on the amenity of the area such
as traffic, noise, odour, light spill and litter are
issues that have already been fully explored
during the Works Approval.”

The council’s argument that it had insuf-
ficient time to assess and advise VCAT on the
plant’s air emissions was “unsatisfactory”.

“Despite raising this issue no details were

provided by the council as to why it was con-

cerned.”

In its works approval findings in July, the
EPA stated the “potential air emissions ... pose
negligible risk to human health”.

The proposed air emission, odour and
noise pollution controls were “consistent with
international best practice standards of the
European Union”.

The EPA found that the plant’s distance
from residents and Mt Hira College was “ac-
ceptable”.

Greater Dandenong mayor Jim Memeti said
the decision highlighted the need to relocate
the Industrial 2 zone.

Thousands of residents living in Dande-
nong South and Keysborough South were im-
pacted by the zone’s heavy industries despite a
supposed 1.5-kilometre buffer, he said.

“I'm disappointed that VCAT have come to
this decision,” Cr Memeti said. “I'm concerned
about the health of the community.”

Cr Memeti will seek a health survey of Dan-
denong South and Keysborough South resi-
dents, suspecting higher-than-average rates of
disease, severe disabilities at birth and infertil-
ity. A 2011 survey by the Department of Health
found no disease cluster.

Greater Dandenong has appealed the ap-
proval with a hearing expected in February.
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VCAT goes ahead
with waste hearing

By Cam Lucadou-Wells

Greater Dandenong Council has failed in its
quest to defer a VCAT planning hearing into
a waste-to-energy incinerator in 70 Ordish
Road, Dandenong South.

At the tribunal on 27 July, the council re-
quested more time to “consider the outcomes
of and reasons for” an EPA works approval of
the project.

The EPA’s report had been released just six
days before the hearing.

VCAT refused the council’s request, but
granted the council two weeks to submit fur-
ther opposing arguments against the plant.

The proponent Great Southern Waste Tech-
nologies will be then given two weeks to re-
spond.

Mayor Jim Memeti said the council “vig-
orously” opposed the plant on behalf of resi-
dents during the four-day VCAT hearing.

“The council and the community is very
concerned about this incinerator.

“We've received 100 messages of the same
type from current residents (since the EPA
works approval).”

The Keysborough-based South East Envi-
ronmental Group has also made written sub-
missions against the plant.

SEEG spokesperson Ramy El-Sukkari said
the group were worried about human health
and pollution risks, especially with schools
and homes as close as 800 metres away.

Mr El-Sukkari said residents had little confi-
dence in the EPA enforcing pollution controls.

The EPA had failed to locate the culprit, let
alone resolved a long-standing “nasty” “un-
comfortable” stench emanating from Dande-
nong South’s heavy industrial zone, he said.

In late 2019, the council deferred making a
planning decision until the EPA's assessment.

In the meantime, Great Southern Waste
Technologies referred the matter to the cur-

South Eastern Environmental Group president Ramy El-Sukkari has argued a Dandenong South
waste-to-energy project is too close to schools and residents.

rent VCAT hearing, due to the council failing to
decide the matter within the statutory 60-day
limit.

Mr El-Sukkari called on the council to “re-
deem itself” by also appealing the EPA’s deci-
sion in a separate VCAT case.

“It would show the residents that the coun-
cil is takmg it seriously rather than paying lip-
service.

Great Southern Waste Technologies has
long defended the plant’s environmental im-
pact.

Its chief operating officer Bill Keating has
pointed to the plant producing less green-
house gas than equivalent landfill emissions.

“We're not there to cause harm. We're out
there to cause benefit in terms of the actual
amount of pollution,” he told Star Journal in
April.

“We're not belching out smoke or toxic

chemicals - it's illegal to do that. The EPA just
won't allow that to happen.”

In its findings, the EPA stated there was ad-
equate separation from homes, schools and
community facilities.

The “potential air emissions ... pose negli-

gible risk to human health”, it stated.

The proposed air emission, odour and
noise pollution controls were “consistent with
international best practice standards of the
European Union”.

The plant would process 100,000 tonnes a
year of municipal household solid waste, com-
mercial and industrial waste to produce 7.9
MW of electricity to the grid.

Municipal household waste, which would
be diverted from landfill, was estimated to
make up 80 per cent of the feeder material.

VCAT is expected to decide the case by early
September.
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Second hearing on plant

By Cam Lucadou-Wells

Greater Dandenong Council will lodge an ap-
peal against the EPA’s approval of a proposed
waste-to-energy plant in Ordish Road, Dande-
nong South.

The council announced it will lodge its in-
tentions to the Victorian Civil and Administra-
tive Tribunal before the 10 August deadline.

It will be the second VCAT hearing on the
controversial project, following a planning
permit hearing in July.

In the earlier hearing, the council also-op-
posed the Great Southern Waste Technologies
(GSWT) facility.

In a public statement, the council said it

remained “strongly opposed” to the proposal
and the EPA's works approval.

“Council is again using its legal representa-
tives and is already undertaking further inves-
tigative work and obtaining expert advice in
this regard.”

Cr Matthew Kirwan said councillors unani-
mously authorised the appeal’s lodgement as a
preliminary step.

Queries, including the appeal’s cost, would
be worked out in coming weeks, he said.

There was also discussion on what techni-
cal arguments could be raised against the EPA's
assessment.

In his own investigation, Cr Kirwan said he
had “serious doubts” on the claimed green-

house gas savings compared to burying waste
in landfill. '

He said the EPA assessment compared the
facility’s emissions to landfills where biogas
wasn't collected. However, biogas was extract-
ed from most landfills in Melbourne, he said.

The EPA “downplayed” the impact of diox=
ins emitted by the plant.

A small amount of dioxin was “highly toxic,
lasts for years in the environment and accu-
mulates in the food chain”.

According to GSWT, the facility would emit
dioxins at a level below European Union envi-
ronmental standards. A spokesperson said the
EPA works approval was granted after a “de-
tailed process” and “thorough examination”.

“However if Council wishes to raise any is-
sues with the EPA that is a matter for Council.”

The plant would process 100,000 tonnes a
year of municipal household solid waste, com-
mercial and industrial waste to produce 7.9
MW of electricity to the grid.

Municipal household waste, which would
be diverted from landfill, was estimated to
make up 80 per cent of the feeder material.

The project has been vigorously opposed
by nearby residents, schools and community
groups in Keysborough.

Greater Dandenong mayor Jim Memeti re-
cently led a push for the council to lobby for
the Dandenong South heavy industry zone to
be shifted out of metro Melbourne.
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By Cam Lucadou-Wells

Greater Dandenong mayor Jim Memeti says
the council’s industrial-2 zone for the most
hazardous industries should be moved out of
residential suburbs.

His comments come after a controver-
sial waste-to-energy plant in the Dandenong
South zone was granted works approval by the
Environment Protection Authority Victoria.

The plant - which was assessed as pos-
ing “negligable” health risks - will incinerate
100,000 tonnes of waste a year within 1.4 ki-
lometres of Mt Hira College, 800 metres from
homes and 150 metres from Dandenong
Creek.

The separation distance was assessed as
acceptable by the EPA despite a mandated
1.5-kilometre buffer between the industrial-2
zone and homes, schools and other sensitive
uses.

Within five kilometres are two primary
schools, two colleges, three kindergartens and
a maternal and child health centre.

The EPA found “highly conservative” mod-
elling showed “negligable” health risks, and
dust emissions within acceptable limits.

Cr Memeti said he shared residents’ con-
cerns about the plant’s location.

“It’s too close to the Mt Hira school and the
residents in the Keysborough South estates
and Dandenong South.

“I think the State Government seriously
needs to look at relocating the industrial-two
zone out of Melbourne metro suburbs.”

In the past, the Government has rejected
calls from Greater Dandenong Council and
residents to relocate a toxic-waste dump from

Lyndhurst.

The Government argued it was too expen-

sive to transport waste into regional areas, Cr
Memeti said.
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Call for industrial rethink

Greater Dandenong mayor Jim Memeti says the industrial-2 zone is too close to schools and

homes in Keysborough and Dandneong South. 200886

“We have to weigh up how close we have
these industries to people.

“When that industrial-two zone was
mapped out, the population of Greater Dan-
denong was only 100,000.

“With the population growth, we probably
shouldn’t have allowed schools and residences
to come so close.

“And we are now 165,000 people and still

Picture: CAM LUCADOU-WELLS

growing - these are the concerns I have.”

Cr Memeti wasn't sure of the impact of the
EPA’s decision on Greater Dandenong’s oppo-
sition to the project at a planning hearing at
VCAT on 27 July.

“I'haven’t yet read the EPA report, so I don’t
know.”

He hoped VCAT would take into account
the proximity of schools and homes.

Cr Maria Sampey, who led the council’s re-
sistance to the plant, said the EPA's support ap-
peared a “done deal from the start”.

“I'm just disappointed in them because
they've never got back to (Greater Dandenong
Council) about our concerns. And now they’ve
made an announcement that there’s not a
problem.”

In its findings, the EPA stated the “potential
air emissions ... pose negligible risk to human
health”.

The proposed air emission, odour and
noise pollution controls were “consistent with
international best practice standards of the
European Union”.

As part of “stringent conditions”, propo-
nent Great Southern Waste Technologies must
monitor emissions such as particulate matter
(PM2.5 and PM10), polycyclic aromatic hydro-
carbons, polychlorinated biphenyls, volatile
organic compounds, dioxins and furans.

It must also monitor carbon monoxide,
mercury, sulfur dioxide, hydrogen fluoride and
oxides of nitrogen emissions.

The plant would process 100,000 tonnes a
year of municipal household solid waste, com-
mercial and industrial waste to produce 7.9
MW of electricity to the grid.

Municipal household waste, which would
be diverted from landfill, was estimated to
make up 80 per cent of the feeder material.

The EPA's works approval is subject to an
audit of the plant’s final detailed design and
meeting “world’s best environmental practice
standards”.

The plant’s air emission pollution controls
must be “upgradable” to meet stricter emis-
sion limits in the future, according to the EPA’s
conditions.

Greater Dandenong city planning, design
and amenity director Jody Bosman said there
were no plans to move the industrial 2 zone.
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Experts 10“‘ fight

By Cam Lucadou-Wells

Greater Dandenong Council says it will mount
“significant” opposition to a proposed waste-
to-energy plant in Dandenong South.

In a public statement, the council stated it
engaged experts, lawyers and a specialist bar-
rister to oppose the EPA's works approval in an
appeal hearing at the Victorian Civil and Ad-
ministrative Tribunal in February.

A specialist firm was providing technical
advice on air quality, noise, vibration, human
health and environmental risk, waste classifi-
cation and handling fly ash, the council stated.

“This is one of the most significant VCAT
planning appeals Greater Dandenong has
pursued and demonstrates Council’s commit-
ment to ensuring the proposal is opposed.”

Greater Dandenong had initially sought an
extension on VCAT’s deadline for submissions.
It argued for more time “given the detailed and
complex nature of this work”.

On 24 September, VCAT ruled against pro-
ponent Great Southern Waste Technologies’
bid for the appeal to be struck out without a
hearing

The council was granted a time extension
until 5 October.

“These are great outcomes and Council’s
team of experts continues to build as strong a
case as it can in arguing for the Works Approval
to be set aside by VCAT,” the council stated.

The works approval appeal follows VCAT
approving a planning permit for the 70 Ordish
Road facility on 15 September.

The decision drew sharp criticism from the

SIS

Gre%ter Dandenong Council has defended its campalgn against a wastetoenergy plant in Ordish
Roa

Keysborough-based South East Environmen-
tal Group (SEEG).

SEEG president and council election can-
didate Ramy El-Sukkari claimed the council’s
case was hindered by tardiness and unprofes-
sionalism.

He said the council’s “token gesture” had
not to that stage included “scientific and fac-
tual evidence”.

In its statement after the hearing, the coun-
cil noted VCAT’s comment that the council had
only a week to review the EPA works approval
before the planning permit matter.

VCAT’s reasons focused on the site being
appropriately located in an industrial 2 zone
and at a safe distance from “sensitive uses”.

The tribunal noted that the EPA had no
concerns with odour, noise and emissions.

Since November, the project has attracted
public outrage, with homes as close as 800 me-
tres from the site.

The site is on the western edge of the “suit-
able” Industrial 2 zone - a zone that is typically
more than 1500 metres from residences.

A coalition of schools, residents and com-
munity centres in Keysborough within five ki-
lometres have objected.

The gasification facility with two 55-metre
chimneys will process 100,000 tonnes a year of
household solid waste, commercial and indus-
trial waste, producing 7.9MW of electricity.

Nearby are a clinical waste incinerator, a re-
source recovery facility and a transfer station.
The VCAT appeal is expected to start in Feb-

ruary.
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Cam Lucadou-Wells

sure shotld bear on the State Gov-
-ernment halt the proposed waste-to-ener-
8y plant in Dandenong South, says a councﬂ
candidate. :

Keysboibugh South Ward candidate Rhon-
da Garad called on the resident-based South
East Environmental Group to lobby Planning
Minister Richard Wynne to step in and revoke
the EPA’s works approval.

Ms Garad said SEEG led by ALP member
and rival council candidate Ramy El-Sukkari
- should also call on the Goverhment to ad-

ing". , A
“SEEG-should get tremendous local sup-

dress its policy to allow for up to 85 per cent of
household waste in “these incinerators”.

_“Is pointless to target the (Greater Dande--

nong) council when it's now come to the state

"government level.”-

-“The council has resisted cal]s ﬁom SEEG-'
to appeal a VCAT planning permit approval.

to. the Supreme Court. It stated there was no

‘legal basis - that 1s, no mistake in law to base
an appeal. .
" Ms Garad said SEEG's lobbymg for court

action was therefore “futile” and “grandstand-

port to petition Richard Wynne on the grounds
that (the plant) doesn't have a social hcense to
operate.”

However, Mr El-Sukkari said the group had
lobbied Mr Wynne as well as local state MPs
on the issue.

“We've tried to reach out to everyone

He said SEEG wanted to know if Greater
Dandenong had engaged with the “appropri-

* ate experts” in deciding not to launch a Su-

preme Court appeal.

Candidate Stephen Fanous vowed to visit
every resident’s home to petition aga.mst the
plant.

for February 2021.

Lobby mmlster on unwanted project advocates Garad

“With over 9000 people, it's goingto havea

lot of weight. We will exhaust all avenues.”

Since late last year, there has been great
community uproar from residents in Keys-

borough and Dandenong Soiuth ‘against the
Great Southern Waste Technologies project in
Ordish Road.’

The plant would process up ‘to 100,000
tonnes a year of municipal household solid
waste, commercial and industrial waste.

Greater Dandenong Council has launched
an appeal to VCAT against the EPA’s works ap-
proval of the project. The heanng“ls scheduled-
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Plant gets the nod

By Cam Lucadou-Wells

A controversial waste-to-energy plant in Dan-
denong South has been granted works approv-
al by the state’s pollution watchdog Environ-
ment Protection Authority Victoria (EPA).

The applicant Great Southern Waste Tech-
nologies was granted approval for the 70
Ordish Road gasificiation incinerator with
“stringent ‘conditions”, according to an EPA
statement on 21 July.

The project still requires planning approval
- a matter which will be heard at the Victorian
Civil and Administrative Tribunal on 27 July.

GSWT is also required to apply for an EPA
licence. In its findings, the EPA stated the “po-
tential air emissions ... pose negligible risk to
human health”. .

The proposed air emission, odour and
noise pollution controls were “consistent with
international best practice standards of the
European Union”.

The EPA found that the plant’s 800-metre
distance from the closest residents and 1.4 kilo-

metres from Mt Hira College was “acceptable”.

The site is in an industrial 2 zone, the home
to the most offensive industries.

Within five kilometres are two primary
schools, two colleges, three kindergartens and
a maternal and child health centre.

During the protracted nine-month approv-
al process, GSWT was several times requested
to supply more information to the EPA, includ-
ing on the issue of emissions.

Schools and residents in Keysborough, in-
cluding a 280-signature petition, strongly op-
posed the plant due to pollution and health
concerns.

Keysborough resident Helen, of the South
East Environment Group, said she was
“shocked” by the EPA ruling.

“We saw the EPA were getting very cautious
about the project.”

GSWT director Bill Keating said that he was
“pretty neutral” about the decision. He was
unsure how it would impact on the upcoming
VCAT case.

KTICC board member Muhammed Sez
against the proposed waste-to-energy plant.

By Cam Lucadou-Wells

Leaders of a Keysborough school and a cul-
tural centre say their students and members
will be endangered by an EPA-approved
waste-to-energy plant.

Mt Hira College and Keysborough Turk-
ish Islamic and Cultural Centre (KTICC) lie
within the 1.5-kilometre buffer zone for the
project in Ordish Road, Dandenong South.

KTICC board member Muhammed Sez-
gin said the EPA's works approval was a “big
disappointment”.

He said “many existing religious and cul-
tural centres, schools” nearby would be im-
pacted by air emissions and pollution.

“Qur children deserve to live in a safe
place and breathe fresh air.”

The project would impact on KTICC's
plans for facilities in the vicinity, such as an
early learning centre, a function centre, a
youth centre and aged care centre, Mr Sez-
gin said

He hoped that VCAT, which will consider
a planning permit for the plant, would “do

~ £ 8

gin and Mt Hira College chairperson Tugrul Usta stand

‘We deserve fresh air’

=N\

the right thing”.

A “shocked” and “quite frankly disap-
pointed” Mt Hira College chairperson
Tugrul Usta said his school and a soon-to-
open early learning centre were just 1.4 ki-
lometres from the plant.

“This is worrying as you can imagine a
building of this sort would have within a cer-
tain radius a negative impact on the air qual-
ity and consequently on human health.”

Mr Usta noted the EPA’s finding of “neg-
ligible” risk to human health.

“Regardless, it seems there is potential
risk to human health.

“It is also important to note that local
schools, residents and the Greater Dande-
nong Council all strongly oppose the con-
struction of this incinerator in Dandenong
South.

“Therefore, we hope VCAT will take into
consideration the proximity of the schools
and homes when deciding on the outcome
of this project.”

The VCAT hearing is scheduled to start
on 27 July.

“We're just following processes and we'll see
where that takes us.”

The plant would process 100,000 tonnes a
year of municipal household solid waste, com-
mercial and industrial waste to produce 7.9
MW of electricity to the grid.

Municipal household waste, which would
be diverted from landfill, was estimated to
make up 80 per cent of the feeder material.

In June, GSWT missed the shortlist for a
16-council consortia’s tender for advanced
waste solutions. :

The consortia included Greater Dandenong
Council, which deferred a planning-permit
decision on the plant until EPA had assessed
the project.

The EPA's works approval is subject to an
audit of the plant’s final detailed design and
meeting “world’s best environmental practice
standards”.

The plant’s air emission pollution controls
must be “upgradable” to meet stricter emis-
sion limits in the future, according to the EPA’s
conditions.

“Deferral plea

put to VCAT "

By Cam Lucadou-Wells

Greater Dandenong Council will seek deferral
of a VCAT hearing on a proposed waste-to-en-
ergy plant in Dandenong South after the proj-
ect won environmental approval.

The VCAT hearing, which will decide on
whether to grant a planning permit for the fa-
cillity at 70 Ordish Road, is set for Monday 27
July.

Only six days earlier, the state’s pollution
watchdog Environment Protection Authority
Victoria granted works approval.

Greater Dandenong city planning, design
and amenity director Jody Bosman said the
council would seek “deferment” of the VCAT
hearing. p

It would “allow time for Council to consider
the outcomes of and reasons for the EPA deci-
sion, and if that has any impact on the position
of Council”.

° Mr Bosman said the council remained op-
posed to the plant.

“If a deferral is not granted, Council and its
legal team are prepared to argue its case in op-
position of the granting of a planning permit.”

In late 2019, the council deferred making a
planning decision until the EPA's assessment.

In the meantime, proponent Great South-
ern Waste Technologies referred the matter to
VCAT, due to the council failing to decide the
matter within the statutory 60-day limit.

Mayor Jim Memeti said he wasn't sure of the
impact of the EPA's decision on Greater Dan-
denong’s opposition to the project at VCAT,

He hoped VCAT would take into account
the proximity of schools and homes, as close
as 800 metres away.
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By Cam Lucadou-Wells

Greater Dandenong councillors have voted to
oppose a VCAT planning permit application for
a controversial waste-to-energy incinerator in
Dandenong South.

“They unanimously rejected a council plan-
ning officer's report recommending support for
the Great Southern Waste Technologies propos-
al at the VCAT hearing on 27 July. -

In a motion at a 11 May council meeting, Cr
Matthew Kirwan said it was the "only respon-
sible decision" given public concerns and that
the Environment Protection Authority had not
yet assessed the human health and environ-
mental impacts.

"We have heard the legitimate and un-
derstandable concerns of residents loud and
clear. The Covid-19 situation we are now in has
heightened residents putting health first."

The council received 298 community objec-
tions and two petitions against the project at
70 Ordish Road. One submission was received
in support. Objections include the plant being
within 1.5 kilometres from a school and homes,
ongoing odour issues, the plant's "old" technol-
ogy and fire-safety emergency procedures.

The EPA made no objection to the planning
application. It is expected to complete its as-
sessment in June.

Cr Tim Dark said it would be "sheer lunacy"
for the council to support the plant without
obtaining "all the facts". Cr Maria Sampey was
"disappointed” that the EPA had not yet ‘ad-
dressed councillor and residents’ concerns.

On the other hand, Greater Dandenong of-
ficers based their support on planning grounds
- Jeaving the matters of environment and health
impacts to the EPA's works approval assess-

ment. :
"In the view of officers, the combination of

dsof to state its support or opposition to the permit !
mber of submissions, and the groun |
g;:;lrn provided do not Jusnfy establishing a by 5 June.

position of not supporting the application for
the upcoming VCAT hearing."

The officers found that the plant's location
was in an appropriate industry-2 zone for "of-
fensive" industries - a "hub of waste related in-
dustries" and a State Significant Industrial Area.

Nearby were medical and pharmaceutical

~waste sites; a commercial and industrial waste
station, a municipal waste transfer station and
recycling resource recovery uses.

"It is considered that the proposal has been
designed in an appropriate manner and one
which is consistent with its context and will not
raise um'easonable adverse planning-related
amenity impacts."

The plant proponents Great Southern Waste
Technologies is also awaiting works approval
from state pollution watchdog, the Environ-
ment Protection Authority. After months of
delays, the EPA states its assessment will be
completed in June. Great Southern Waste Tech-
nologies states the plant would annually incin-
erate 100,000 tonnes of mainly domestic waste
otherwise destined for landfill. It would hence
reduce greenhouse gases.

Its "clean" gasification techno]ogy met Eu-
ropean Union standards on emissions, GSWT
claims. The plant would feed 7.9 MegaWatts of
electricity into the grid, powering about 7000
homes and businesses.

In November, Greater Dandenong Coun-
cil deferred its decision on the plant until the
EPA assessed its unpact An EPA-hosted forum
in March reported "great anxiety" due to the
plant's proximity to residents, schools, aged
care facilities, businesses and Dandenong
Creek. In the meantime, Great Southern Waste
applied for a planning permit hearing at VCAT
due to the council failing to make a decision
within the legislated timeframe.

VCAT required Greater Dandenong Council
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Details on plant’
emissions impact

By Cam Lucadou-Wells

The proponent of a controversial waste-to-
energy incinerator in Dandenong South has
further elaborated on potential emissions and
odours.

The state’s pollution watchdog Environ-
ment Protection Authority Victoria publicly
released the further information on Thursday
21 May.

Three months earlier, the EPA had request-
ed extra information as part of assessing a
works approval application for the plant.

It is expected to make its decision in late
June.

As requested, proponent Great Southern
Waste Technologies provided more informa-
tion including emissions rates, odour impacts
and accidental or emergency emission releas-
es.

The incinerator would annually process
100,000 tonnes of municipal solid waste and
commercial and industrial waste.

It would generate about 7.9 MegaWatts of
power into the grid - suffice for about 7000
homes and businesses.

GSWT has submitted that the plant’s “clean”
gasification technology met European Union
standards. It would have negligible impact on
human health, it claims.

However, the project has attracted a wave
of community objections - many concerned
that the plant would be 1.4 kilometres from the
closest residents and Mt Hira College.

Within five kilometres are two primary
schools, two colleges, three kindergartens and

An illustration of the proposed waste-to-energy plant at 70 Ordish Road, Dandenong South.

a maternal and child health centre. Public submissions on the new information

Objectors have also expressed fears of air have re-opened until 5pm on 4 June.
pollution and odours cumulating on top of an Details: engage.vic.gov.au/epa-works-ap-
existing stench from the industrial-2 zone. provals/GSWT



Collective tender seeks waste solution

Greater Dandenong City Council, together
with 15 other councils from- Melbourne's
south-east, have begun the first collective ten-
der for advanced waste processing solutions.

This will result in household rubbish being
processed instead of it being sent straight to
landfill.

"This is the biggest tender for new waste
management infrastructure ever undertaken
by councils in Melbourne," Greater Dande-
nong Council Chief Executive Officer John
Bennie said.

"Advanced waste processing will transform
how the City of Greater Dandenong manages
the rubbish we collect from residents."

Advanced waste processing technologies
are being used successfully and safely overseas
to recover valuable materials in household
rubbish or transform it into energy.

These technologies can reduce the amount
of household rubbish sent to landfill by at least
85 per cent and reduce residents' impact on
the environment.

Population growth in the south-east is driv-
ing a substantial increase in rubbish.

Household rubbish in the 16 councils is
projected to increase by 40 per cent over the
next 25 years.

Rubbish will all go to landfill unless another
solution is found.

The announcement of the tender comes
as the EPA deliberates over a proposal for a
waste-to-energy plant in Ordish Road, Dan-
denong South, which would process an esti-
mated 100,000 tonnes a year of non-recyclable
municipal solid waste, and commercial and
industrial waste through incineration.

Hundreds of residents have expressed
concern about the proposed plant, especially
around smells, air quality and pollution.

Mr Bennie said landfills in the south-east
are set to close in a few years, which means
councils will have to transport rubbish across
Melbourne to other landfills.

"Advanced waste processing is a great so-
lution for household rubbish that would nor-
mally go to landfill.

"We still need to continue kerbside recy-
cling and green and food waste collection ser-

dandenong.starcommunity.com.au

vices as part of a total approach to managing
waste," Mr Bennie said.

"Advanced waste processing will do more
with the valuable resources that are being put
in landfill and achieve better financial, envi-
ronmental and social outcomes."

The tender has started with an Expression
of Interest to identify businesses with the right

Ei

177 [ accs 2028

experience and capability to design, build ang
operate a facility. It will take another two years
before a preferred bid is selected.

No decisions have been made yet regarding
the type or location of any facilities. This will
be identified during the procurement process.

It is expected to be at least five to six years
before a facility is operating.
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Waste-to-energy anger

By Danielle Kutchel

A community conference on the proposed
waste-to-energy plant in Dandenong South
has been slammed as "insincere and meaning-
less" by City of Greater Dandenong councillor
Matthew Kirwan.

Cr Kirwan and colleague Maria Sampey
were among around 100 concerned residents
who packed a council meeting room for the
conference on Tuesday 3 March.

Those attending discussed some of the key
issues to come out of the submissions that
were made by the public in response to Great
Southern Waste Technologies' proposal for a
$15 million plant at 70 Ordish Road, Dande-
nong South.

A total of 79 submissions were made in re-
sponse to the proposal via the Engage Victoria
website earlier this year; 76 raised concerns or
directly objected to the proposal.

Cr Sampey told the Journal she was con-
fused about the purpose of the conference.

"Why are they asking us to ask the ques-
tions?" she said.

"Itisn't the people attending who are doing
the investigation.

"What is the EPA going to achieve through
this consultation?”

- She said she had attended the event expect-
ing to hear more information from the EPA re-
garding the similar use of the waste-to-energy
technology in Europe.

"I wanted information, and they're not giv-
ing us information," she said.

Cr Kirwan said he too was disappointed
with the way the evening had progressed, and
suggested a better way of conducting the eve-
ning would have been to simply take questions
from the floor.

There was no shortage of questions when
the audience was given the microphone for a
brief period prior to the meeting's end, with

Residents packed the room for the event.

attendees querying the age of the technology
being introduced, the potential environmen-
tal impacts and emissions of the plant, the im-
pacts on air quality and the chosen location.

"From the heart of a community member
.. to the applicants, take the community con-
cerns into your consideration and prioritise,
and take a look at some of the failed cases
around the world, not only the good case stud-
ies," one resident begged.

While not every question was given an
answer or response on the night, the queries
were recorded by the EPA.

Representatives of the EPA insisted on the
night that there was "no rush" to get the proj-
ect through, and that they would ensure prop-

er processes were followed and requirements
met should the plant be approved.

Nadir Yildiz, head of college at Mt Hira Col-
lege, said he was concerned about the effects
of the plant on air quality and pollution, and
about the possibility of the plant's software be-
ing hacked or manipulated.

"I'm sick of fighting these people," he said.

"Every time bad industry comes to Dan-
denong, we have to fight, and it's costing the
community."

The proposed plant would be located ap-
proximately 1.5 kilometres away from the Col-
lege and its 610 students.

Keysborough resident Helen said the loca-
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Cr Kirwan and Cr Sampey were unimpressed
with how the event played out.

tion should be "crossed out".

She and several other residents are mobil-
ising as a group to continue fighting the pro-
posal.

A spokesperson for the EPA said they appre-
ciated the community's concern.

"The conference showed the high level of
interest from the local community about the
proposed waste to energy facility in Dande-
nong South," said EPA manager southern met-
ro region Marleen Mathias.

"From here, an independent report will be
produced and made available on the engage.
vic.gov.au website.

"EPA will use all this information in its as-
sessment of the Works Approval application to
make a final decision."

According to its submission to the Envi-
ronment Protection Authority Victoria, GSWT
seeks to use gasification technology to process
100,000 tonnes of municipal solid waste and
commercial and industrial waste each year.

It would generate 7.9 megawatts of elec-
tricity to be fed into the grid, enough to power
about 7000 homes according to Great South-
ern, using technology from Norwegian com-
pany Energos.
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Something ‘rotten’ in Dandenong South mdustryzone

By Cam Lucadou-Wells

A liquid organic waste company in Ordish
Road, Dandenong South is taking on a state
pollution order against alleged “rotten egg”
smells wafting from its site.

Argus Recycling has been at the site next
to Dandenong Creek since 1967. It sits just
inside the border of Dandenong’s increas-
ingly notorious industrial 2 zone.

But the open-air compost yard has appar-
ently got on the nose of its neighbours.

Nearby manufacturers and a shopfitting
company are backing the Environment Pro-
tection Authority Victoria, which recently is-
sued a Pollution Abatement Notice.

Argus Recycling is seeking a review of the
PAN at an upcoming VCAT hearing.

The PAN states that Argus’s activities
caused or were likely to cause air pollution
that was harmful or potentially harmful to
human health, welfare, safety or property.

On inspection, EPA officers allegedly en-
countered “offensive odours” at the site.

A nearby business owner, who did not
wish to be named, described the daily smell

”

as “terrible” “rotten egg gases”.

After decades of operation, Argus should
update with new technologies to mitigate its
pollution, the owner said.

“They're dumping rotten foods on the
ground and letting it rot down. We've seen
black plumes of smoke coming off.

“It’s a daily occurrence. How bad it is de-
pends on what way the wind is blowing.”

The neighbour said Argus argues it has
been carrying on without issues for decades
until other businesses moved nearby:.

“They say why should they change their
process because people have moved closer?

“They’re saying it’s an organic plant. But
plenty of organic products can kill you -
methane gas that comes off rubbish tips can
kill you.”

Argus Recyclmg in Ordlsh Road, Dandenong South is fi ghtmg an EPA
Pollution Abatement Notice. 228758

The industry two zone - home to the
state’s most offensive industries such as the
Lyndhurst toxic waste dump - was estab-
lished in 1976. :

It has been steadily encroached by light
industry, housing estates, sports fields and
schools in Keysborough and Dandenong
South.

Some homes are within the zone’s sup-
posed 1.5-kilometre buffer zone.

Thelma Wakelam is a member of Resi-
dents Against Toxic Waste in the South East
(RATWISE), which opposed the Lyndhurst tip
as well as a capped and lined mound (CaLM)
of untreated polluted sludge on the corner of
Greens Road and Eastlink.

228738

She blames the council for not “speaking
out” against homes and businesses creeping
closer to heavy industry.

“It’s just been so wrong for so long.

“Everybody has a human right to live in an
area free from contamination. It’s not a big
ask.”

Greater Dandenong Council city planning
director Jody Bosman said the council was
involved in “significant strategic work with
the State Government and other authorities
regarding the various developments sur-
rounding this area to ensure they met the
relevant legislation at the time of their devel-
opment.”

In the wake of a public outcry against an

SUEZ toxic waste dump in Lyndhurst is part of the |ndustry 2 zone.

Pictures: GARY SISSONS

approved waste-to-energy plant in Ordish
Road, the council is exploring the possible
rezoning of the area to light industry use.

Mr Bosman said the councﬂ was prepar-
ing a report on “current options”.

Councillor Jim Memeti, who called for the
report, recently said residents were “sick and
tired” of living near toxic industries but were
powerless to stop them due to the industrial
2 zone.

In July, a Department of Environment,
Land, Water and Planning spokesperson said

. there were “no plans to change the industrial
- zoning i

Dandenong South”.
Argus Recycling was contacted for com-

ment.
—
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An illustration of the proposed waste-to-energy plant in Ordish Road, Dandenong South.

. By Cam Lucadou-Wells

The proximity of a proposed waste-to-energy
plant in Dandenong South is a "cause of great
anxiety" to residents, schools, aged care facili-
ties and businesses, the chair of a community
forum has stated.

Jennifer Lilburn, of Kismet Forward, re-
ported on the health and environmental ob-
jections raised by many of the 95 community
members at the EPA section 20 conference in
Dandenong on 3 March.

She recommended that the Environment
Protection Authority's upcoming works-ap-

| proval assessment of the 70 Ordish Road facil-
ity addresses the concerns.

Ms Lilburn stated she neither agreed or dis-
agreed with the objections but recommended
"plain English" EPA assessments on potential
emissions, noise, odours and by-product dis-

' posal.

An air monitoring plan and a rationale for
the "acceptable” 1.5-kilometre buffer from
schools and homes was also recommended.

The plant would be 1.4 kilometres from the
closest residents and Mt Hira College. Within
five kilometres are two primary schools, two

/aste-to-energy
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colleges, three kindergartens and a maternal
and child health centre.

"The location of the proposed waste to en-
ergy facility is a primary focus for many par-
ticipants," Ms Lilburn stated.

"The proximity to residential areas, schools,
aged care facilities and local businesses is a
cause of great anxiety."

Despite the proponent's assurances, people
feared contamination of Dandenong Creek,
groundwater, recycled water supplies and the
risk to residents and a plethora of native and
migratory birds.

Another "anxiety" was air pollution com-
prising mercury, sulfur dioxide, carbon diox-
ides and dioxins, Ms Lilburn stated.

This would be potentially worsened by in-
correct sorting of domestic waste fed into the
plant, leading to poisonous materials being
incinerated.

People were concerned about the unknown
cumulative effect of the plant on top of an ex-
isting stench from the industrial-2 area, which
was causing children to "vomit".

There was "suspicion” about the EPA and
proponent Great Southern Waste Technolo-

gies' ability to manage and monitor the im-
pacts, as well as distrust of the plant’s technol-
ogy, Ms Lilburn reported.

"There was also a belief that other coun-
tries are moving away from waste to energy
and that it is a retrograde step for Australia to
considerit when cleaner, more efficient energy
generation methods are available.”

Where applicable, the EPA should engage
the "precautionary principle” if health and
environmental impacts were unknown, Ms
Lilburn stated.

If the plant was approved, the EPA should
ensure complaints and air quality were moni-
tored, and breaches enforced.

Great Southern Waste Technologies states
the plant would annually incinerate 100,000
tonnes of mainly domestic waste otherwise
destined for landfill. It would hence reduce
greenhouse gases.

Its "clean" gasification technology met Eu-
ropean Union standards on emissions, GSWT
claims.

The plant would feed 7.9 MegaWatts of
electricity into the grid, powering about 7000
homes and businesses.

T o e

Waste plant
‘not well
understood’

By Cam Lucadou-Wells

A Dandenong South waste-to-energy propo-
nent will submit its interest in a 16-council
consortia's tender process for advanced waste
solutions in Melbourne's South East.

Great Southern Waste Technologies will
propose its controversial site at’70 Ordish
Road, which has been overwhelmingly op-
posed by schools and residents in neighbour-
ing Keysborough.

The consortia's South East Metropolitan
Advanced Waste Processing Procurement pro-
cess is being led by the Metropolitan Waste
and Resource Recovery Group. The group in-
cludes Greater Dandenong Council.

"] don't think the proposal is understood
yet by the local residents," GSWT chief operat-
ing officer Bill Keating said of the heated com-
munity objections.

"We're not there to cause harm. We're out
there to cause benefit in terms of the actual
amount of pollution.

"We're not belching out smoke or toxic
chemicals - it's illegal to do that. The EPA just
won't allow that to happen."

Compared to the waste going to landfill,
the plant would be "environmentally positive"
and a "better solution".

It would result in less carbon-dioxide emis-
sions and groundwater contamination than
dumping waste at the tip.

Mr Keating acknowledged strong commu-
nity objections to emissions and ground-level
concentrations and how they will be meas-
ured.

It was wrongly reported that about three
per cent of the waste will be emitted as fly-ash,
Mr Keating said. It would be captured in a bag

filter within the plant, rather than expelled
into the atmosphere.

Particulate-matter air emissions would be
"near zero", he said.

"We have to be below that 10-parts-per-

million (threshold) - and we are."

The tender process isn't expected until later
this year, with the impact of Covid-19 an un-
known obstruction.

Greater Dandenong is among the 16 coun-
cils that are part of the South-East advanced-
waste consortia. It delayed a decision on a
building works permit for the GSWT proposal.

With the 60-day statutory time limit ex-
pired, GWST has lodged for the permit to be
heard at the Victorian Civil and Administrative
Tribunal (VCAT).

GWST is also awaiting approval from Envi-
ronment Protection Agency Victoria (EPA).

The 1.27-hectare site at Ordish Road is in an
industrial 2 zone identified by the State Gov-
ernment as a waste and recovery hub of state
importance, the proponent argues.

The plant will process 100,000 tonnes of
waste, mainly from households, that would
otherwise go to landfill.

It would generate about 7.9 MegaWatts of
power into the grid - suffice for about 7000
homes and businesses.

Mr Keating said the technology had been
"well proven' in Europe, easily meeting Euro-
pean Union emissions standards.

The plant would employ 30 workers with a
further 30 indirect jobs, Mr Keating said.
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Great Southern Waste Technologies €*
general manager Stuart Gilbert and chief sed
operating officer Bill Keating with the prope

waste-to-energy plant. 207210 :
Picture: CAM LUCAD_OU-WELLS
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- of a thousand cuts’
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By Cam Lucadou-Wells

Environment Victoria has weighed in with
calls for an "urgent moratorium" on approvals
for the state's first waste-to-energy plants such
as the proposal for Dandenong South.

The environment lobby group's open letter
to state MPs and councillors claims the incin-
erators would produce "tens of thousands of
tonnes of hazardous ash each and every
year".

"Waste-to-energy incinerators are more
polluting than coal and gas-fired power sta-
tions for energy output."

Campaigns manager Nicholas Aberle dis-
missed claims that the 70 Ordish Road incin-
erator would produce less greenhouse-gas
emissions than burying waste in landfill.

"From a climate perspective, it is not clean
technology.

"You can do other things like properly treat-
ing organics and creating compost, which
wouldn't have the associated emissions."

The plant will process 100,000 tonnes of
waste, mainly from households, that would
otherwise go to landfill.

It would generate about 7.9 MegaWatts of
power into the grid - suffice for about 7000
homes and businesses.

Even if the incinerator produces less green-
house gas per MegaWatt hour than brown
coal-fired energy, it wasn't a "long-term fix"
compared to zero-emission renewables, Dr
Aberle said. -

"I'm not convinced it's the best option for
creating electricity.

"With every little bit of emissions, you're re-
ally contributing to the problem.

"It's death of a thousand cuts."

Dr Aberle said the plants would create a dis-
incentive for recycling and the "circular econ-
omy" of reusing existing materials.

He warned councils could be locked into
long-term contracts to supply large quantities
to the plant, and hence put recycling projects
on the back-burner.

"Those incinerators will be hungry to gobble
up whatever waste they can get their hands on."
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The plant's proponent Great Southern
Waste Technologies is applying for a planning
permit at VCAT and works approval by the
EPA - while being overwhelmingly opposed by
schools and residents in neighbouring Keys-
borough.

It has also submitted its interest in a
16-council consortia's tender process for ad-
vanced waste solutions in Melbourne's South
East.

The consortia's South East Metropolitan
Advanced Waste Processing Procurement pro-
cess is being led by the Metropolitan Waste
and Resource Recovery Group.

The group includes Greater Dandenong
Council, which is opposing GSWT's permit
application. -

GSWT chief operating officer Bill Keating
has told Star Journal that the technology had
been "well proven” in Europe, easily meeting
European Union emissions standards.

"I don't think the proposal is understood
yet by the local residents," GSWT chief operat-

ing officer Bill Keating said of the heated com-
munity objections.

"We're not there to cause harm. We're out
there to cause benefit in terms of the actual
amount of pollution.

"We're not belching out smoke or toxic
chemicals - it's illegal to do that. The EPA just
won't allow that to happen." '

Particulate-matter air emissions would be
"near zero", he said.

"We have to be below that 10-parts-per-
million (threshold) - and we are."

In GSWT's submission to the EPA, it argues
that the plant will save 137,000 tonnes of car-
bon-dioxide-equivalent emissions by divert-
ing waste from landfill.

The plant would generate about 59,800
tonnes of CO2e emissions - about 9300 tonnes
more than "an equivalent amount of average

electricity produced in the National Electricity
Market",



By Cam Lucadou-Wells and Taylah Eastwell

Critics have slammed a short public sub-
mission period for a waste-to-energy plant
in Dandenong South ending soon aftér the
Christmas-New Year holiday period.

The formal application for the facility at 70
Ordish Road was released to the public on 3
December by the state pollution regulator, the
Environmental Protection Authority Victoria.

The EPA Victoria set a closure for public
submissions at 8 January 2020.

The regulator is still to assess the applica-
tion by proponent Great Southern Waste Tech-
nologies. It also awaits a building permit from
Greater Dandenong Council.

Cr Maria Sampey has written to Greater
Dandenong Council to stage an "indepen-
dent" information session before submissions
close.

She said the submission period was too
short, given that residents will be distracted by
Christmas and the holiday period.

In a recent motion, she successfully called
for a hold on the council's approval until the
EPA assessment - as well as the council under-
taking community consultation.

"I'm upset that no one (on the council) has
done anything about the community consul-
tation. If we get one organised for the end of
school holidays on 30 January, then it will be
too late." '

Cr Matthew Kirwan said it was "really dis-
appointing" that the EPA had instead promot-
ed an information session staged by the pro-
ponent Great Southern Waste.

"The state government authority promot-
ing the applicant's information session is a
conflict of interest and inappropriate.”

The plant's site is 160 metres from Dande-
nong Creek, and 600 metres east of the near-
est residences as well as 1.5 kilometres from

Somerfield housing estate.

It is also east of Mt Hira College (1.4 kilo-
metres), Buddhist and Sikh temples (about 1.5
kilometres), and a Freemasons Victoria facility
(1.9 kilometres).

According to the submission, the plant will
use technology from Norweigan company En-
ergos with a "proven ability to meet stringent
European Union emissions standards.

It will pose a "negligible" risk to human
health, Great Southern Waste claims.

The plant will create a net reduction of
142,000 tonnes of carbon-dioxide equivalent
emissions - or greenhouse gases, according to
Great Southern Waste.

It is still estimated to emit 9500 tonnes of
carbon-dioxide equivalent from its filtered
55-metre smoke stack.

The plant is described by Great Southern
Waste as using gasification at 850°C to incin-
erate 100,000 tonnes of municipal solid waste
and commercial and industrial waste a year.

Director Bill Keating said it would be divert-
ing household waste from landfill.

Half of the waste fuel is expected to be food
scraps, Great Southern Waste stated.

The submission has a long list of excluded
material such as prescribed industrial waste,
asbestos, building materials, radioactive
waste, chemical waste, medical waste, car-
casses and residential 'hard waste'.

Mr Keating said there would be "consider-
able legwork" done to audit and screen incom-
ing waste to ensure there were no contami-
nants.

"We don't want to process that stuff. Plus if
weletit through, we just wouldn't belicensed."

The EPA and Great Southern Waste will
co-host the drop-in information session on
Wednesday 11 December.

It is from 6 to 8pm on 11 December 2019 at
Quest Apartments, Dandenong.

Haste on waste
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Waste fuels fears

By Cam Lucadou-Wells

A proposed waste-to-energy plant in Dande-
nong South has been met by an overwhelming
public backlash from hundreds of residents
over air quality and health concerns.

The Environment Protection Authority and
the plant's proponent Great Southern Waste
have agreed to hold off the plant's assessment
- 50 to stage a public conference to respond to
the "high community interest".

Residents - as close as 1.4 kilometres from
the nlant - have written lettere and cioned neti-

tions, decrying the 70 Ordish Road site's prox-
imity to Dandenong Creek, schools, colleges,
kindergartens, places of worship and homes.

A 280-signature petition's covering letter
stated homes were already impacted by two
waste-related facilities, an organics garden
and a commercial and industrial waste facility.

"Local residents have already made numer-
ous complaints and reports to local council
and EPA regarding the weird smells around
our area.

"This (waste-to-energy plant) will definitely
make the <itiiation worce "

A Keysborough South resident wrote that
the proposal would "literally shatter mine and
so many other families' dreams".

"How can our kids still go to the local parks
where there is air pollution, weird smells?"

Another wrote: "I appreciate and encour-
age the new technology however the location
must be reselected. It cannot be built so close
to our homes!"

On 3 March, the EPA will hold a '20b' com-
munity conference to "better understand the
views and concerns of the community and
stakeholders" .

Independently chaired, the meeting will
discuss "possible resolutions" to public objec-
tions, the EPA stated.

The EPA has also sought extra technical de-
tails from the plant's proponent Great South-
ern Waste

The list of 28 items included details on air
emissions, odours, accidental emissions, air
monitoring and auditing of waste fed into the
plant.

Great Southern Waste is required to re-
spond by 2 March.
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- Waste plant fuels community concerns

From page 1
The proposed gasification plant is estimat-
ed to process 100,000 tonnes a year of non-re-

cyclable municipal solid waste, and commer- -

cial and industrial waste.
The plant will create a net reduction of
142,000 tonnes of carbon-dioxide equivalent

emissions - or greenhouse gases, according to -
~ Great Southern Waste.

The plant would supply about 7.9 Mega-
watts of electricity to the grid - enough to
power 7000 homes. About 1.4 Megawatts will
be generated to power the facility.

Half of the waste fuel is expected to be or-
ganics and food scraps, Great Southern Waste
stated. '

The submission has a long list of excluded
material such as prescribed industrial waste,
asbestos, building materials, radioactive
waste, chemical waste, medical waste, car-
casses and residential 'hard waste’.

Great Southern Waste Technologies dlIec-
tor Bill Keating said, contrary to objections,
there would be little pollution from the plant.

He has described it as "world's best prac-

tice” and "comfortably compliant" with Euro-
pean Union standards, whlch are adopted in
Victoria. -

. Mr Keating acknowledged Keysborough
residents” concerns about health impacts,
which he hoped to address during the confer-
ence.

He noted that no objections had’ been '

lodged by nelghbounng busmesses, Greater

* Dandenong Council or 'green’ groups.

~ According to GSWT's modelling, even at
maximum expected emission levels, there
would be "negligible" human health impact
and no pollution guideline breaches, Mr Keat-
ing said.
"It tells us that we can operate there and op-
erate well within the levels of adverse human
impact."

Homes as close as 1.4 lqlometres from the

plant would receive "very little impact at all".
'I'hey were outside the buffer area for the

site's industrial-2 zone, one of the few areas of .
greater Melbourne where the plant could be.

built, Mr Keating said.

"In Europe, ssome of these facilities are 250-

300 mietres from homes, schools and ‘council
buildings. )

- "After 25 years of operating, you can't find
long-term detriment to any people hvmg near
these facilities.

"That_gwes us confidence in what we're do-
ing."

In November, Greater Dandenong council- .
lors rescmded its penmt approval for bmldmg
works.

The council had planned to wait for the
'EPA's verdict before reconsidering the propos-
al. However due to the delay extending beyond
the statutory time-frame, GWST has appealed
to VCAT to decide the matter.

Cr Maria Sampey, who led the rescission,
said councilors were bemg ignored by thépro-

‘ponents. -

~ "I want to have the full results (from the
EPA) before I make a decision."

The comminity conference is at Cny of
Greater Dandenong Civic Centre, 225 Lonsdale
Street, Dandenong on 3 March, 6pm-9pm

To register attendance, ‘go to https://en-

gage .ViC. gov au/ epa-works-approvalsl GSWT



'/By Cam Lucadou-Wells

The proponent of a waste-to-energy plant in
Dandenong South remains "fully committed"
after Greater Dandenong Council put its ap-
proval on hold.

The council rescinded its permit approval
for the Great Southern Waste Technologies
proposal at 70 Ordish Road at a meeting on 11
November. ;

Two weeks earlier, the council had been
deadlocked at 5-5 on the permit approval. It
was passed on the casting vote of then-mayor
Youhorn Chea.

However, with newly-elected councillor Pe-
ter Brown's support, the rescission motion was
passed unopposed.

Cr Maria Sampey, the rescission mover,
said the aim was for the council to hold-off un-
+il Environment Protection Authority Victoria

Waste incinerator on ho
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Maria Sampey at the site of the proposed

waste-to-energy plant. 200000
Picture: GARY SISSONS

assessed the plan.

It would also allow time for consultation
with residents and nearby businesses.

"We're dealing with a major application - a
waste-to-energy facility where about 100,000
tonnes of waste will be incinerated per year so
we really need to get proper feedback ... for

councilors to make a decision.”

In support, Cr Matthew Kirwan later said
the motion wasn't an attempt to refuse the ap-
plication.

He noted the facility was "not far" from resi-
dents in Dandenong South and Keysborough.

"For us to be asked to approve a planning
application for it, without knowing the atmo-
spheric emissions and any other environmen-
tal impacts or the ongoing site.-management
procedures _i_gone&le/greasonable nor respon-
sible. ~ .

"As] said at the last meeting there is no rush.

"This application comes before the multi-
council Expression of Interest procurement
process, for which the economic viability of
this facility relies, has even started."

Great Southern Waste Technologies direc-
tor Bill Keating said the company was still con-

~100,000 tonnes of non-recyclable waste a year.

ut proponent still committed

sidering what the council's decision meant for Q Q‘
the project. 9
"Great Southern nonetheless remains fully o

committed to the project.

"This project is world's best practice and en-
vironmentally advanced waste treatment that
will deliver improved outcomes for Dandenong 2
and the wider Melbourne community."

The plant would be expected to incinerate %

¢

X

3
About 3 per cent of ash byproduct is expected & °
to be emitted from its 55-metre smoke stack.

It would generate 9.3 Megawatt hours of
electricity, enough to power the plant (1.4 \(\
MWh) as well as about 7000 homes, according N
to Great Southern. i

The project is currently being assessed by
the EPA.

The EPA did not comment before deadline.
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Waste-to-energy proponent argu

By Cam Lucadou-Wells

Emissions from a proposed waste-to-energy
plant in Dandenong South will be "comfort-
ably" compliant with European Union stan-
dards, says its proponent.

Bill Keating, director of Great Southern
Waste Technologies, says the proposed first
such plant in the state at 70 Ordish Road would
uatilise technology used in Europe for the past
20 years.

He didn't have air-quality figures on hand,
but said such plants had an "excellent track re-
cord" in meeting EU air emissions standards.

"The emissions profile should be very simi-
lar to Norway, which shows it functions well in
this jurisdiction.

"We would expect we wouldn't exceed our
(licensed) limits in any circumstance."

The plant would annually incinerate
100,000 tonnes of non-recyclable waste other-

g (v N

About 80 per cent would come from residen-
tial 'red' bins and 20 per cent from commercial
and industrial sources, such as kitchens.

It would put a dent in the 2.5 million tonnes
of Greater Melbourne waste dumped in land-
fill each year, Mr Keating said.

It also represents a 100,000 tonne reduction
in greenhouse gas emissions a year, he says.

"Tdeally, we're trying to provide alternatives
from landfill. Landfill has had its day.

"Let's find something a step higher in the
waste hierarchy, and a better way to deal with
this waste."

Mr Keating welcomed mooted rises in land-
fill levies to encourage more investment in re-
cycling. .

"The waste industry needs more invest-
ment, better investment because there's not
the recycling capacity we need."

It would generate 9.3 Megawatt hours of
1amteoito enouch to power the plant (1.4

MWh) as well as about 7000 homes, Mr Keat-
ing said.

Ash by-product is collected by filters ahead
of the 55-metre-tall smoke stack. About 3 per
cent of it is expected to be emitted from the
chimney, Mr Keating said.

About 20 per cent would be collected as
'‘hottom ash', which GSWT will seek to re-use
as road material.

"These are things that don't combust, like
minerals, quartz and sand.

"In some parts of Europe, they go to landfill.
In other areas like the UK these bottom ashes
are used for road base and cement additive.

"We don't expect it to be taken to pro-
scribed landfill."

To go ahead, the project and its environ-
mental impact has to be approved by state
pollution watchdog Environment Protection
Authority Victoria.

An 1000-page submission for the project,

es case for emissions

including air-quality assessments, was sub-
mitted to the EPA in late October.

Mr Keating said the EPA was expected to
publicly release the submission by mid No-
vember.

Greater Dandenong councillors are mean-
while set to vote a second time on a planning
permit for the projecton 11 November.

GSWT is also awaiting the opening of the .
Metropolitan Waste and Resource Recovery
Group's expression-of-interest process for an %
advanced waste processing tender.

The waste group's consortium of councils
include Greater Dandenong.

"We haven't yet identified where the waste ~
streams will come from," Mr Keating said. {

All going well, Mr Keating hoped for EPA
approval by the second quarter of 2020.

"It's still very early. If we were to have all
our permits ready now, it will be another three
years later to turn the key to start itup."
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