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SHIRE OF ESPERANCE — LOT 12 KIRWAN ROAD — LANDFILL SITE 

Statement 

HON LAURIE GRAHAM (Agricultural) [9.01 pm]: I rise tonight to express concern on behalf of a group of 
residents opposed to the Merivale Road rubbish tip. I will read their statement. It states — 

The Esperance Shire proposes to establish a rubbish tip on a property which fronts onto Merivale Rd. 
Merivale Rd is the main road to Cape LeGrand National Park and overlooks Esperance Bay and the 
islands of the Recherche Archipelago. There are a number of objections to siting the rubbish tip here. 

1. Environmental. This site is located and in the catchment of a series of wetlands which are listed 
as being of international and national significance for a range of waterbirds, some of which 
migrate seasonally from the northern hemisphere. These wetlands are protected under an 
international treaty known as RAMSAR. The eastern end of these wetlands are presently not 
included under the RAMSA treaty, but DEPAW has recently proposed that the RAMSA treaty 
area is extended to include the eastern wetlands. Any contamination from the rubbish tip of 
surface or ground water would eventually find its way into the existing or proposed RAMSAR 
wetlands. 

2. Geology and Hydrology. The rubbish tip site is located on sandplain overlying marine 
sedimentary rocks. These marine sedimentary rocks consist of spongelite or siltstone and, or 
weathered products of these materials. The spongelite is very porous to water where the calcium 
carbonate in it has dissolved to form channels which are preferred water pathways. Spongelite 
exhibits karst-like (limestone) behaviour in that it forms underground water channels, caves, 
springs and sinkholes which are all exhibited on adjoining properties. In a review of best practice 
siting of proposed landfills, the Victorian EPA (2015) states that karst formations are not 
appropriate for siting of landfills. 

3. Agriculture. The surrounding properties are farmland which support cattle and sheep enterprises 
and some cropping. The livestock enterprises draw their water supplies from bores. This water 
is also used for lawns, gardens and vegetable gardens of the surrounding properties. 
Contamination of the groundwater would impact on use of this water for livestock 

4. Aquaculture. The property adjoining the rubbish tip site contains a commercial marron farm. 
This is considered a special use site and noxious activities are not permitted within a 1 km radius. 
The water source for the marron farm is within 500m of the rubbish tip. Marron are extremely 
sensitive to water quality and any variation in the source water quality is likely to destroy this 
business. 

5. Tourism. Merivale Rd is the access road to Cape LeGrand National Park and Lucky Bay. 
Cape LeGrand and Lucky Bay are the signature attractions of the Esperance region. There are 
170,000 visitors to Cape LeGrand area each year. Merivale Rd in the vicinity of the rubbish tip 
site has majestic views of Esperance and the islands of the Recherche Archipelago. This is the 
prime site for development of tourist attraction enterprises in the Esperance region. The first 
tourist venture (Stone Henge Esperance) was established on the property adjoining the rubbish 
tip site a few years ago and other tourist ventures have been planned on nearby properties. 
Stone Henge draws 14,000 visitors per year. Any odour from the rubbish tip would impact on 
their business. 

6. Alternate sites. There are large areas to the north of Esperance away from the coast and the 
sandplain that are suitable for a rubbish tip site. These areas are in a lower rainfall, have clay 
soils which are impervious, and may have internal drainage. Previously, about 10 years ago, 
a CALM (now DEPAW) staff member wrote a brief report on site selection for a rubbish tip that 
identified that the high rainfall coastal catchment area for the RAMSAR wetlands was not 
a suitable area for a rubbish tip. 

7. Planning and Approvals. In September 2016, the Esperance Shire requested a planning change 
for the proposed Merivale rubbish tip site from Agriculture to “Special Purposes”. The 
“Special Purpose” that the site was intended for, a rubbish tip, was not revealed to the public or 
the Department of Planning until the Department requested further information. The consultants 
Talis who produced the Due Diligence Report for the Shire state that the Shire now proposes to 
use the Public Works Act to bypass the rezoning process, and any scrutiny that occurs during 
that process. 
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8. Modern Waste Management. The Shire has purchased the proposed rubbish tip site, but is only 
now considering broader and more modern waste management strategies. They should have 
developed a proper waste management strategy which would then define the future needs of any 
waste disposal site. This is the reversal of a logical management process. 

9. Best Practice. The Victorian EPA has developed a Best Practice paper based on their experience 
in managing waste entitled “Siting, Design, Operation and Rehabilitation of Landfills”. This 
paper states “The first and most important consideration in the prevention of environmental 
impacts from landfill is selection of an appropriate landfill site”. The proposed Merivale site 
does not fit the siting guidelines contained in the Victorian EPA document and so is not 
Best Practice. 

10. Longevity of Site. The Shire proposes to use the Merivale site for the next 100 years. Protection 
of the surrounding area needs to be seen in the long term, longer than 100 years, as any 
contamination from landfill will perpetually have the potential to leak into the surrounding 
aquifers and then into the RAMSA wetlands. 

I would also like to take this opportunity to make a few other points. I would like to support the petition on the 
same matter recently tabled in this house by Hon Colin de Grussa, and I trust the committee will inquire into it in 
due course. I have advised the Shire of Esperance of my concerns, particularly about the methods with which they 
have approached the planning for this process and the lack of public consultation. It is something that generally 
has been kept under wraps. 
I have been involved with the Western Australian Local Government Association’s waste management committee 
for some 10 years and I have visited plenty of inappropriate landfill sites and seen plenty of locations. I had the 
opportunity recently to visit the site at Esperance and I have never seen such a beautiful site, with natural running 
water, being proposed for landfill. 
My concern here is that we are putting the cart before the horse. The council appears to have purchased the site 
and is now trying to bulldoze it through. It looks as though the site was chosen because it is the closest one to town 
that the council could find, with the least transport costs, rather than the best sites, which are 30 to 40 kilometres 
away. The council has the opportunity to use its existing landfill site as a processing centre so it would have only 
a small quantity of material to cart between the sites after it has done its recycling. 
“Nimby” is alive and well with landfill sites, and even the sites proposed by the group that I have suggested would 
be appropriate. There will be people who will be impacted and who no doubt will look to this house and others to 
argue on their behalf that every site is inappropriate, but this particular site is really appropriate and I encourage 
anyone who gets the opportunity to visit it. The problem that we have in WA is that there are no current guidelines. 
We follow the Victorian guidelines, which are not necessarily appropriate. It would be great if, in the fullness of 
time, we can develop guidelines to cover not only the small landfill sites, but also the larger ones. 
 


	SHIRE OF ESPERANCE — LOT 12 KIRWAN ROAD — LANDFILL SITE
	Statement


