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Executive summary
Southern Waste ResourceCo (SWR) operates a landfill on Tatachilla Road at McLaren Vale, and holds licence #32682
from the Environment Protection Authority (EPA) to undertake activities of environmental significance. It has operated at
this site since 1993. In 1996 the Development Assessment Commission granted Development Approval which permitted
the site to receive contaminated materials, waste treatment plant residues and waste filtration plant residues.
This year SWR sought EPA approval and corresponding licence amendments to receive, store, treat and dispose of an
additional type of waste, contaminated with per-and polyfluoroalkyl substances (PFAS).
The EPA has strict criteria around the disposal of PFAS-contaminated waste. The EPA will approve an application only if
landfill operators can demonstrate they have appropriate mechanisms and engineering in place for testing, handling and
disposal of this waste. This approach is consistent with the EPA’s existing requirements for the disposal of wastes
contaminated with other chemicals, to control and mitigate the mobility of contaminants to the environment.
In assessing the application, the EPA is considering feedback from the community, prior environmental performance of
the applicant, the availability of data and scientific information, and the use of technologies proposed. The EPA’s
assessment will also consider controls and technologies in other jurisdictions.

►

Targeted community engagement was undertaken, with letters and emails sent directly to the site’s
neighbours, the Tatachillla Lutheran School, City of Onkaparinga, neighbouring wineries and wine industry
associations. An advertisement and media release sent to multiple outlets were used to engage with the
wider community.

From 3 April 2020 to 25 May 2020, the EPA had 201 interactions with the community regarding the application. This
included 72 submissions about the application and 129 interactions acknowledging those submissions and providing
tailored advice and further information.
A total of 74% of the people who made submissions expressed the view that they did not want contaminated waste
disposed of in McLaren Vale at all, requesting that another location be found, and 44% were no’t aware there was an
existing landfill at this site.

A summary of the submissions is attached to this document (please see Appendix A).

Local residents were primarily concerned that the materials could enter the environment through
road transport, leaks or spills, and that this would have a detrimental effect on the wine region,
tourism industry, or people’s health.

At the time of publication of this report, the EPA is still assessing the application.
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1

Purpose and objectives

The purpose of the formal engagement process was to identify stakeholder and community views so these could be
considered during the EPA’s assessment of the application to receive and dispose of PFAS-contaminated waste into the
existing landfill.
The engagement process fulfilled the statutory public notice and submissions process set out in the Environment
Protection Act 1993 and was extended by directly inviting submissions from stakeholders identified by the EPA as
potentially having an interest in the application.
The EPA developed a fact sheet about the proposal and published links to further information and relevant documents on
a dedicated webpage. The EPA’s engagement objectives were to provide information, listen to and gather feedback from
the public, clarify any queries and record the nature, topic and results of these interactions.
The EPA also strongly encouraged SWR to undertake its own community engagement. SWR developed and published
responses to early community questions and further information on the landfill cell design and construction. SWR
developed a public response document to public submissions, and in May 2020 organised a site tour and briefing for key
stakeholders.
This report outlines the EPA’s approach and findings of the community submissions and engagement on the application.
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2 Background
Southern Waste ResourceCo (SWR) operates a landfill on Tatachilla Road at McLaren Vale, and has been at this site
since 1993. It holds EPA licence #32682 to undertake activities of environmental significance. A list of waste that SWR is
currently allowed to receive is specified in the licence.
The site was granted Development Approval to operate a landfill depot in February 1993, and commenced landfilling
operations in the same year. This was supplemented in 1996, when the Development Assessment Commission granted
another Development Approval which permitted the site to receive contaminated materials, waste treatment plant
residues and waste filtration plant residues.
On 21 February 2020, SWR sought EPA approval and corresponding licence amendments to permit the receipt, storage,
treatment and disposal of waste contaminated with per- and poly-fluoroalkyl substances (PFAS). It does not include firefighting foams or any liquids contaminated with PFAS. Liquid wastes are banned in landfills in South Australia.
Per- and poly-fluoroalkyl substances, known as PFAS, are man-made chemicals that have been used in a range of
industrial and consumer products since the 1950s. They are used in domestic and commercial applications including in
the manufacture of non-stick cookware, in stain protection for fabrics, furniture and carpet, in food packaging and
predominantly in some types of fire-fighting foams.
Approving proposals to receive, store, treat and dispose of PFAS-contaminated waste at facilities which are able to meet
the EPA’s regulatory framework for this material ensures that waste generated in South Australia can be managed in an
environmentally responsible manner.
The EPA has strict criteria around the disposal of PFAS-contaminated waste, and this is permitted only if landfill
operators can demonstrate they have appropriate mechanisms and engineering in place for testing, handling and
disposal. This approach is consistent with the EPA’s existing requirements for the disposal of wastes contaminated with
other chemicals, to ensure the mobility of contaminants to the environment are controlled and mitigated.
The EPA is now assessing SWR’s proposal against the landfill acceptance criteria outlined in the PFAS National
Environment Protection Measure 2.0 and in accordance with the EPA Landfill disposal criteria for PFAS-contaminated
waste and the Environmental management of landfill facilities – Solid waste disposal.
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3 Community engagement approach to submissions
On 3 April 2020 the EPA sent a letter to neighbouring residents within 60 metres of the landfill notifying them of the
proposal by SWR. This is the statutory notification boundary for an application of this type. To make it easier for residents
to make a submission, the letter included an information package consisting of a community update prepared specifically
for this application and the EPA’s Landfill disposal criteria for PFAS-contaminated waste.
On 6 April 2020 a notice was published in the general notifications section of The Advertiser and a media release was
issued to Adelaide Now (print and radio), AAP and InDaily. The EPA also emailed the community update to local
stakeholders including the City of Onkaparinga, wineries and wine industry association bodies, and the Tatachilla
Lutheran School. A dedicated webpage was created for the community, together with a direct phone number and email
address.
The EPA engaged with members of the community and received and considered submissions from key stakeholders
including representatives from the following groups:


SA Water



Willunga Farmer’s Market stall-holders



Friends of Willunga Basin



McLaren Vale Grape Wine and Tourism Association



The Hon Leon Bignell MP, Member for Mawson



Mr Chris Picton MP, Member for Kaurna



McLaren Vale Biodiversity Group



South Australian Wine Industry Association Incorporated



Tellus Holdings Ltd



Local businesses



Tatachilla Lutheran College



Paxton Wines



Shingleback Wine

To enable all persons who wished to do so to make a submission, the EPA extended the consultation period and
continued to receive submissions until 12 May 2020. A summary of key themes and issues raised by members of the
community is outlined in this report, along with the EPA’s response to key issues raised.
For each submission received, the EPA:


read the submission



collated it into a summary table with personal details removed, which was provided to key EPA staff and SWR



coded the key themes so that they could be compiled into an easy overview



provided a personalised acknowledgement email that provided links to the fact sheet and website



where it was clear that the person making a submission had read previous material but was interested in a particular
element of the project, directed the person to the relevant information if already available, and



summarised the main topics and compiled further information on responses in this report.
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Table 1

Community engagement timeline for submissions

Date

Activity

3 April 2020



Posted a statutory notification letter to adjacent landholders, together with a copy of the
Landfill Guidelines and a community update.



Sent information to key stakeholders advising of the application, attaching a community
update providing facts about the proposal and inviting submissions. Stakeholders were
identified through proximity to the site, and targeted vineyards and wine industry associations.



A designated EPA web page was created with information regarding the application and the
community update. The web page is updated on an ongoing basis, as soon as more
information becomes available.



The EPA provided a designated phone number and email address for the community
engagement and this was publicised in all information materials produced: tel: (08) 8124 4216
email: engage.epa@sa.gov.au.



A notification was published in The Advertiser announcing a public submission period,
together with a media release sent to Adelaide Now (print and radio), AAP and In Daily.



Public submission period officially closed. The EPA continued to receive submissions until
12 May 2020 and these are included in Appendix A.



All submissions received a tailored response, providing further information on the issues
raised.



All submissions forwarded (with personal details removed) to SWR for the opportunity to
respond.



The EPA requested SWR publish further information for the community. This resulted in the
development and publication of fact sheets on the landfill cell design, responses to early
community questions, and the publication of a response to community submissions.



The EPA encouraged SWR to commence its own community engagement process and
develop a community engagement plan. SWR advised the EPA it is engaging directly with key
stakeholder groups.



The EPA published community submissions report and SWR published community response
document. At the time the report is published, the EPA is still considering this licence
application.

6 April 2020

28 April 2020

8 May 2020

21 May 2020

9 June 2020
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4 Evaluation
4.1

Key themes and areas of interest

A summary of the top key themes raised through submissions and personal interactions is shown in Figure 1. The total
number of interactions at 25 May 2020 is 201 and multiple selections relate to each.

Key issues raised during community engagement
n = 201
Health concerns, Total,
28
Proximity to homes &
property values, Total, 21
Groundwater protection,
Total, 33
Consultation process,
Total, 54
Weren't aware of
existing landfill here,
Total, 32
Protection of vineyards,
Total, 22
TOTAL

Safety details, Total, 98
Surface water
catchments, Total, 15
Air Quality, Total, 7
Dump it elsewhere - not
in the McLaren Vale,
Total, 53
PFAS contamination v.
PFAS in landfill, Total, 26
Regulation of the site,
Total, 91
Reputational damage wine, tourism and food
industry, Total, 40
0

20

Figure 1
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4.2
Table 2

Key themes raised and further information in response
Key themes raised and EPA further information in response

Key themes and
number of times
raised

EPA consideration

Regulation (n=91)
and safety of the site
(n=98)



The EPA uses the national PFAS National Environmental Management Plan 2.0 (PFAS
NEMP) to guide the regulation of PFAS-contaminated waste. The PFAS NEMP was
developed in collaboration with all Heads of EPAs in Australia and New Zealand, and the
Australian Government Department of the Water, Agriculture and the Environment.



An Expert Health Panel for PFAS was established to advise the Australian Government
on the potential health impacts associated with PFAS exposure and to identify priority
areas for further research, and this guidance formed the basis of the NEMP.



The EPA Landfill disposal criteria guidelines were developed based on the PFAS NEMP
2.0 criteria which is consistent with the approach taken by all states and territories. Of

the national criteria, SA only allows disposal of PFAS-contaminated waste in landfills
constructed with single or double composite lining system.


The EPA regulates landfill sites by providing operators with a licence and setting
appropriate licence conditions. EPA officers undertake ongoing regular inspections of the
site to ensure that licence conditions are complied with.



Inspections are undertaken to monitor all activities covered by the licence. If the SWR
application is approved, this would include monitoring activities involving the receipt and
disposal of PFAS-contaminated waste.



Conservative and robust standard methods to test and predict the mobility of PFAS
would also need to be imposed as a requirement of licence for any waste received at the
facility. If the EPA approves the SWR’s proposal, appropriate licence conditions would be
included to regulate the management of PFAS-contaminated waste at the site.



This would include among others, defining PFAS-contaminated waste as waste that
includes only PFAS-contaminated soil, PFAS-contaminated activated carbon and/or
PFAS-contaminated sludge. It will not include fire-fighting foams or any liquids
contaminated with PFAS. Liquid wastes are banned in landfills in South Australia.



The EPA continues to monitor and regulate landfills even after closure of the site.
Depending on the size and complexity of the landfill, the EPA monitors and/or inspects
the site for up to 25 years – and in some circumstances it can be more. Responsibility for
site contamination remains with the operator unless it is transferred through a legal
‘Transfer of Liability’.
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Key themes and
number of times
raised

EPA consideration

Protection of
vineyards (n=22),
groundwater (n=33),
and surface water
(n=15)



The double composite liner at SWR McLaren Vale is the first of its kind in the state and
one of only five in the country engineered to this standard. The lining system consists of
four layers of protective barriers to prevent the infiltration of leachate into groundwater.



From the base layer to the top, this comprises a 1-metre thick compacted clay liner, then
a 2-mm geomembrane made of high density polyethylene plastic, a geosynthetic clay
liner, and a 2-mm geomembrane made of high-density polyethylene plastic. In between
these layers are two leachate collection layers composed of a grid of plastic pipes that
collect all leachate generated from the waste. The leachate is then directed to an
engineered collection sump for further management. All infrastructure used to contain
leachate is designed and engineered to prevent the dispersion of leachate to the
environment (please refer to Figure 2).



The site is not permitted to receive liquid PFAS-contaminated waste and the application
does not seek to alter this. There is no discharge of liquid waste to sewer and leachate
collected from historic and operational cells at the site is contained within an engineered
wastewater pond.



PFAS-contaminated waste associated with this application is defined as waste that
includes only PFAS-contaminated soil, PFAS-contaminated activated carbon and/or
PFAS-contaminated sludge. It will not include fire-fighting foams or any liquids
contaminated with PFAS.



Disposal of PFAS-contaminated waste to an appropriately lined landfill cell allows the
contamination to be monitored in a controlled environment. The purpose of lining a
landfill cell is to protect the groundwater. The liner provides a barrier, and fluid that
permeates through the cell is collected at the barrier, as leachate.



Groundwater below the landfill cells are within the upper Quaternary aquifers which are
separated structurally from the Willunga Basin in the South and the Adelaide Basin in the
north.



Landfill licence requirements also require regular groundwater monitoring to be
undertaken. These systems provide a highly controlled environment, where waste such
as PFAS-contaminated soils are managed to prevent human health and environmental
risks.



SWR has been managing chemically contaminated waste at its landfill in McLaren Vale
since 1996 when it was granted development approval by the Development Assessment
Commission to receive contaminated materials, waste treatment plant residues and
waste filtration plant residues.



New housing has been built since the landfill began operating, reducing the distance
between the landfill and residences.



The EPA has not been able to obtain any evidence that adding another waste stream to
an existing landfill in a small portion of this site would have an impact on property values
in neighbouring suburbs.

Proximity to homes
& property values
(n=21), and unaware
of existing landfill
(n=32)
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Key themes and
number of times
raised

EPA consideration

PFAS uncontrolled
in the environment
vs PFAS stored in an
engineered landfill
(n=26)



Many submissions referenced concerns with per- and poly-fluoroalkyl substances (PFAS)
that have contaminated the environment through legacy usage.



Soils contaminated by PFAS can be found on various commercial and industrial sites
around South Australia. These sites are often where unknown quantities of PFAS have
been released to the environment, such as fire-fighting training areas. On these
contaminated sites, PFAS can leach out of the impacted soils and enter groundwater or
surface water bodies.



These situations present an uncontrolled risk to human health (for example through
groundwater bores used for drinking water) or the environment (for example river
ecosystems).



In contrast, disposal of PFAS-contaminated soils to a lined landfill cell allows the
contamination to be monitored in a controlled environment. The purpose of lining a
landfill cell is to minimise risk to groundwater, providing a barrier from wastes or leachate
(the fluid created when it rains on a landfill) from entering the groundwater.



Construction and installation of primary and secondary leachate collection and extraction
systems function to capture all leachate generated within a network of drainage lines.
Dedicated pipework and a common sump arrangement function in parallel with the cell’s
various liner systems. In accordance with existing EPA licence conditions, captured
leachate can be extracted from Cell 3 as required and transferred into onsite leachate
storage ponds.



The leachate ponds are designed to speed up evaporation of leachate and enable the
concentration of the contaminants out of solution and into a sludge/residue that will then
be directly removed from the base of the pond. The sludge will then be treated and
disposed of in accordance with EPA licence conditions.



Landfill licence requirements also require regular groundwater monitoring to be
undertaken to detect any leaks. SWR is required to submit regular groundwater
monitoring reports to the EPA and there has been no issues identified at this site to date.



These systems provide a highly controlled environment, where waste such as PFAScontaminated soils are managed to prevent human health and environmental risks.



PFAS-contaminated waste in regard to this application is defined as waste that includes
only PFAS-contaminated soil, PFAS-contaminated activated carbon and/or PFAScontaminated sludge. It will not include fire-fighting foams or any liquids contaminated
with PFAS.



Liquid wastes are banned in landfills in South Australia. Conservative and robust
standard methods to test and predict the mobility of PFAS would be imposed as a
requirement of licence for any facility being assessed to receive PFAS-contaminated
waste.



To manage PFAS-contaminated waste in an environmentally responsible manner, it
needs to be treated and disposed of at facilities which are able to meet the EPA’s strict
landfill criteria.
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Key themes and
number of times
raised

EPA consideration

Consultation
process (n=54)



In assessing this application, the EPA is considering feedback from the community, prior
environmental performance of the licensee, the availability of data and scientific
information, and the use of technologies proposed. The EPA’s assessment will also
consider controls and technologies in other jurisdictions.



The statutory notification boundary for a notification of this kind is residents within
a 60-metre buffer zone. On 3 April the EPA sent a letter notifying neighbouring residents
within this 60-metre zone, and included an information package consisting of a
community update prepared specifically for this application and the landfill guidelines for
the disposal of PFAS-contaminated waste.



In acknowledgement that this application may receive wider community interest, the EPA
supplemented the statutory process with a wider community engagement plan.
On 6 April the EPA placed an advertisement in The Advertiser and sent a media release
to Adelaide Now (print and radio), AAP and In Daily. The EPA also emailed the
community update to key stakeholders including the council, wine industry association
bodies and the Tatachilla Lutheran School.



The electronic distribution included a link to a dedicated web page for the community.
This resulted in widespread dissemination, reaching a range of stakeholders.



The EPA also strongly encouraged SWR to undertake its own community engagement.
SWR developed and published responses to early community questions and further
information on the landfill cell design and construction. SWR developed a public
response document to public submissions, and in May 2020 organised a site tour and
briefing for key stakeholders.



Community engagement and identifying interested stakeholders is an ongoing process,
and every resident who has been in contact with the EPA has had their concerns
personally acknowledged and further information has been provided to them.



Submissions were received from SA Water, Willunga Farmer’s Market stall-holders,
Friends of Willunga Basin, McLaren Vale Grape Wine and Tourism Association, The Hon
Leon Bignell MP, Member for Mawson, Mr Chris Picton MP, Member for Kaurna,
McLaren Vale Biodiversity Group, South Australian Wine Industry Association
Incorporated, Tellus Holdings Ltd, local businesses, Tatachilla Lutheran College, Paxton
Wines and Shingleback Wine (Appendix A).
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Key themes and
number of times
raised

EPA consideration

Health concerns
(n=28) and air quality
(n=7)



The majority of the health concerns raised in submissions related to per- and polyfluoroalkyl substances (PFAS) that have contaminated the environment through legacy
use. This proposal is to provide a highly controlled environment for the final disposal of
those wastes.



Please see the further detail in the section ‘PFAS uncontrolled in the environment vs
PFAS stored in an engineered landfill’.



Inspections are undertaken to monitor all activities covered by the licence, and if the
SWR application is approved, the EPA would require monitoring activities involving the
receipt and disposal of PFAS-contaminated waste. Air quality is not impacted during the
transportation of PFAS-contaminated soil, as it is required to be contained by a licensed
transporter. The landfill cell is also covered daily.



Comprehensive capping and rehabilitation works would be required shortly after closure
of the containment cell, which would include installation of EPA approved engineered
barrier layer, soil protection layer and a third vegetative or approved alternative layer with
equivalent environmental and engineering performance.



SWR is required to ensure safe working practices are in place for all employees.
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Key themes and
number of times
raised

EPA consideration

‘Dump it elsewhere –
not in the McLaren
Vale’ (n=53) and
Reputational
damage – wine,
tourism and food
industry (n=40)



The EPA does not provide blanket authorisations for the landfill management of
chemically contaminated wastes. Each application will be assessed on its individual
merits and that includes determining whether the location and construction of the cell
proposed is appropriate. This ensures that only wastes that comply with the EPA’s
criteria are permitted for receipt and disposal into landfill.



SWR has been operating at this site since 1993. The site was granted Development
Approval to operate a landfill depot in February 1993 and commenced landfilling
operations in the same year. Another Development Approval was issued in 1996 which
permitted the site to receive contaminated materials, waste treatment plant residues and
waste filtration plant residues.



Disposal of PFAS-contaminated soils to a lined landfill cell allows the contamination to be
monitored in a controlled environment. The purpose of lining a landfill cell is to prevent
groundwater from being contaminated through the infiltration of leachate to the
underlying aquifer. The EPA is assessing the application to determine whether this
existing site meets the EPA’s criteria.



The double composite liner at SWR McLaren Vale comprises a 1-metre thick compacted
clay liner, then a 2-mm geomembrane made of high density polyethylene plastic, a
geosynthetic clay liner, and 2-mm geomembrane made of high-density polyethylene
plastic. In between these layers are two leachate collection layers composed of a grid of
plastic pipes that collect all leachate generated from the waste. The leachate is then
directed to an engineered collection sump for further management. All infrastructure used
to contain leachate is designed and engineered to prevent the dispersion of leachate to
the environment (please refer to Figure 2).



These systems provide a highly controlled environment, where waste such as PFAScontaminated soils are managed to prevent health and environmental risks.



If stored correctly and in accordance with EPA guidelines and strict licence conditions,
from an environmental perspective, the location of the landfill should not impact on the
application.

4.3

Other issues raised1 and EPA response

4.3.1

PFAS interaction with other contaminated waste and does this pose a fire hazard

It is estimated that less than 5% of the total incoming waste will contain low-level PFAS contamination within soils
or other waste residues. There is not expected to be any difference in the odour already present at any landfill site
due to the addition of PFAS to the existing waste streams.
One of the many uses of PFAS was to extinguish fires - PFAS is not flammable. With regards to chemical
compatibility within the waste mass, there is always the possibility for chemical complexes to form and this is taken
into consideration in the current licensing and construction of the landfill cell itself. Chemical compatibility is treated
very conservatively because waste streams come in different forms and are mixed together in different ratios with

1

Note that this is not an exhaustive list of every issue raised, however it covers other main areas of interest raised by the
community.
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different chemical properties. There is a variety of existing and new lining systems which therefore play a critical
role in addressing potential waste interactions within a cell.
In the EPA’s guidelines for the disposal of PFAS-contaminated waste, the two lining systems approved for disposal
are based on the two most conservative options provided under the PFAS NEMP. By restricting the disposal of
PFAS-contaminated waste to landfills with either of the two best barrier constructions available, the environmental
risks associated with PFAS are mitigated to the furthest extent possible.
Stage 4 Cell 3 is a comingled cell and will be used to contain a wide range of waste materials. If the EPA approves
the proposal, PFAS-contaminated waste will have been deemed suitable to be deposited together with other
wastes into this cell.
4.3.2

Leak detection and groundwater monitoring

PFAS are already present in most landfills in the world, given that domestic products containing these chemicals are
typically discarded by households into their general waste bins every week. PFAS are used in domestic and commercial
applications including in the manufacture of non-stick cookware, in stain protection for fabrics, furniture and carpets, and
in food packaging.
To establish baseline information and to understand the existing prevalence of PFAS in landfills, in 2017 the EPA
requested a range of facilities, including SWR, to test for PFAS in groundwater. SWR commenced the testing of PFAS in
groundwater from 2017 in response to this request. For the three years of testing to date, all PFAS compounds tested in
groundwater samples were reported at concentrations below the laboratory limit of reporting (LOR).
There is no discharge of liquid waste to the sewer at the SWR site, and leachate collected from historic and operational
cells at the site is extracted and contained within an engineered wastewater pond.
Construction and installation of primary and secondary leachate collection and extraction systems function to capture all
leachate generated within a network of drainage lines. Dedicated pipework and a common sump arrangement function in
parallel with the cell’s various liner systems. In accordance with existing EPA licence conditions, captured leachate can
be extracted from Cell 3 as required and transferred into on-site leachate storage ponds.

Leachate storage ponds on-site which temporarily store leachate following extraction were designed and
constructed with single composite lining systems. The leachate ponds are designed to speed up evaporation of
leachate and enable the concentration of the contaminants out of solution and into a sludge/residue that will then
be directly removed from the base of the pond. The sludge will then be treated and disposed of in accordance with
EPA licence conditions.
Groundwater monitoring is undertaken twice every year, and it is a legal requirement that if any contamination is
found it must be reported to the EPA under sections 83 and 83A of the Environment Protection Act 1993 (EP Act).
In the event that site contamination affecting groundwater is likely to cause off-site impacts, the EPA regulates the
liable party and ensures that the liable party notifies any affected neighbours off site.
There are provisions in the EP Act to impose financial penalties if environmental harm is caused as a result of site
activities.
4.3.3

How PFAS-contaminated waste would be added to the cell

If the application was to be approved, PFAS-contaminated waste is likely to be less than 5% of waste to be received in
this cell. It would be transported by an EPA licenced waste transporter together with the existing waste and covered at
the end of each day in the same manner in which waste is currently added.
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4.3.4

Impact of geotechnical conditions on the operation and safety of the landfill cell

Geologically, structural faults such as the Ochre Cove/Clarendon fault can either impede (called a ‘no flow boundary’) or
assist (called a ‘flow through boundary’) the flow of groundwater. Usually active faults, where movement along them
causes tremors or earthquakes, are a flow through boundary.
The site is not on a fault line so the general direction of groundwater flow from the site is north-east and south-west, due
to groundwater mounding which is likely to have been caused by past sand quarrying at the site. The regional
groundwater flow direction is north-west, away from the site.
Groundwater below the landfill cells are within the upper Quaternary aquifers which are separated structurally from the
Willunga Basin in the south and the Adelaide Basin in the north.

______
_____
__

gravel layer and leachate collection
pipework (primary leachate collection layerl
Cushion geotextJle layer

,..,.

HDPEGeomembrane layer [primary baseLinerl
Geosynthetic clay layer (primary
___baselinerl_,,, _

_,. 4ii]

Cushion geotexhle layer
Woven geotexble layer
Geocompos1te drainage layer and leachate collect1
pipework (secondary leachate collect ion layerl
Cushion geotext1le layer
HOPE Geomembrane layer [secondary basel1nerl
Compacted mineral layer (secondary baselmerl
Subgrade layer

Figure 2

Cross-section of the landfill cell that SWR is proposing to use for this application. Image courtesy of
Southern Waste ResourceCo, April 2020.
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4.4

Proposal and assessment process

The EPA is required to consider the application within the objects of the EP Act. In assessing the application, the EPA will
take into account feedback from the community, prior environmental performance of the applicant, the availability of data
and scientific information, and the use of technologies proposed. The EPA’s assessment will also consider controls and
technologies in other jurisdictions.
If the EPA determines to approve the proposal, appropriate licence conditions would be included in the licence to regulate
the management of PFAS-contaminated waste at the site.
This would include defining PFAS-contaminated waste as waste that includes only PFAS-contaminated soil, PFAScontaminated activated carbon and/or PFAS-contaminated sludge. It would not include allowing fire-fighting foams or any
liquids contaminated with PFAS.
Note that liquid wastes are banned in landfills in South Australia. Conservative and robust standard methods to test and
predict the mobility of PFAS would also need to be imposed as a requirement of licence for any waste received at the
facility.

4.4.1

Feedback from the community

The EPA would like to sincerely thank everyone who sent in a submission which provided the opportunity for us to take
community feedback into consideration during the assessment of this application. Feedback from the community is
outlined in this report.
The EPA believes strongly in the partnerships forged between community groups and industry. We recognise the benefit
of community input into the workings of an organisation, and in particular those that have an interface with the
surrounding human and ecological environment.
The EPA has encouraged SWR to develop and build a community engagement program in relation to its operations.
SWR developed and published responses to early community questions and further information on the landfill cell design
and construction. SWR developed a public response document to public submissions, and in May 2020 organised a site
tour and briefing for key stakeholders.

4.4.2

Prior environmental performance of the applicant

SWR has been compliant with EPA licence requirements including the timely provision of all monitoring reports for
groundwater, leachate, surface water and landfill gas. The EPA has previously issued expiations for litter leaving the site.
The current landfill Cell 2 is nearing capacity and the chance of litter leaving the site will be alleviated when this is capped
and waste disposal to the more deeply recessed Cell 3 commences.
SWR has been managing chemically contaminated waste at its landfill in McLaren Vale since 1996, when it was granted
Development Approval by the Development Assessment Commission to receive contaminated materials, waste treatment
plant residues and waste filtration plant residues. This approval supplemented a previous Development Approval issued
in February 1993 for the operation of solid waste landfill activities which commenced in the same year. Groundwater
sampling and monitoring has been conducted at the site twice per year since 1994.
To establish baseline information and understand the prevalence of PFAS in landfills, the EPA requested testing for
PFAS in groundwater at a range of facilities. SWR commenced the testing of PFAS in groundwater from 2017 in
response to this request. For the three years of testing to date, all PFAS compounds tested in groundwater samples were
reported at concentrations below the laboratory limit of reporting (LOR).
There is no discharge of liquid waste to the sewer and leachate collected from historic and operational cells at the site is
contained within an engineered wastewater pond.
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4.4.3

Technical Assessment

The EPA Landfill disposal criteria for PFAS-contaminated waste was published on 16 March 2020, outlining the
requirements for landfilling of PFAS-contaminated waste in South Australia. The guideline adopts the disposal
criteria in the PFAS NEMP 2.0 and is consistent with existing requirements for the landfill disposal of other
chemically contaminated wastes.
The following summarises the EPA’s regulatory approach to PFAS NEMP 2.0 implementation in South Australia:
1

Disposal of PFAS-contaminated waste is permitted only in landfills constructed with a single composite lining system
or a double composite lining system.

2

The disposal criteria must be consistent with section 14 of the PFAS NEMP.

Before a landfill cell is constructed, licensees are required to submit a technical design to be reviewed and
approved by the EPA in accordance with the Environmental management of landfill facilities - Solid waste disposal.
Part of the technical design review and approval process requires the licensee to engage a consultant, supervisor
and/or engineering superintendent to manage the design and construction of the landfill cell.
After construction is complete, the licensee is required to submit an ‘As Constructed Report’ to the EPA. After
reviewing the report, and if it is consistent with the previously approved technical design specifications, the EPA will
approve its commissioning for the commencement of waste disposal.
The EPA has completed its technical assessment of the newly constructed Stage 4 landfill Cell 3. After visual
inspections and an assessment and review of the As Constructed Report, the EPA has determined that the cell has
been constructed in accordance with the baseliner and leachate collection system technical specifications that
were approved on 25 February 2019.
These specifications are in accordance with licence requirements and the EPA landfill guidelines. This cell is
approved to receive waste in line with SWR’s current licence conditions. At the time of this submission report it is
not approved to receive PFAS-contaminated waste.
4.4.4

The use of technologies proposed

SWR has constructed its new landfill cell with a double composite liner, specially designed for the containment of
hazardous wastes. The design and construction principles are considered best practice in the landfill management
industry. The double composite liner includes multiple barrier systems to provide environmental safeguards for the
protection of groundwater resources on site.
Some of the key design and construction criteria that have been incorporated within Cell 3 include:


Construction and installation of primary and secondary composite lining systems on both the cell floor and sidewalls
consisting of compacted mineral layers, geosynthetic clay liners and high density polyethylene liners. These
composite lining systems are installed to capture and contain leachate generated from waste during the life cycle of
Cell 3, from when it was operational to the post-closure and maintenance period.



Construction and installation of primary and secondary leachate collection and extraction systems which function to
capture all leachate generated within a network of drainage lines, dedicated pipework and a common sump
arrangement that also function in parallel with the cell’s various liner systems. Captured leachate can be extracted
from Cell 3 as required and transferred into onsite leachate storage ponds.



Leachate storage ponds onsite that temporarily store leachate following extraction were designed and constructed
with single composite lining systems. The leachate ponds are designed to speed up evaporation of leachate and
enable the concentration of the contaminants out of solution and into a sludge/residue that will then be directly
removed from the base of the pond. The sludge is then treated and disposed of.
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Stage 4 Cell 3 is a comingled cell and will be used to contain a wide range of waste materials permitted under its
current licence. If the EPA approves the proposal, PFAS-contaminated waste comprising less than 5% of the total
waste will be deposited together with other wastes into this cell.
At the time of publication of this report, the EPA is still considering this process change application.
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Appendix 1

Submissions

SUBMISSIONS MADE TO THE EPA
1.

“I’m a local resident of McLaren Vale & I’m strongly opposed to.
On 21 February 2020, SWR sought EPA approval to receive, store, treat and dispose of waste contaminated with
per-and polyfluoroalkyl substances (PFAS).
I’m particularly concerned about leakage of PFAS into the ground water around the existing site over time.
There is a newly constructed water recycling dam just across the road from this site used for watering vineyards.
The local grape growers also rely on underground water supplies for their vineyards.
Any future possible contamination of this ground water would be unacceptable & threaten livelihoods.
The Southern area concerned also has Renewal SA housing developments around this site.
The South is a vibrant, growing area which needs to be kept safe long after the proposed site is closed.
Below are several extracts from your EPA website highlighting the above risks associated with this proposal which
I’m sure will be dually considered.
Please carefully consider the Southern Waste ResourceCo application.
Don’t introduce this horrible contamination to the pristine environment of McLaren Vale.
Protect our environment over profit for all to appreciate the wines of this Internationally recognised wine region.
“For most people in PFAS affected areas, the highest risk of exposure is likely to be through the consumption of
contaminated groundwater (i.e. bore water) and food grown using contaminated ground water. Outside of the
identified investigation areas, unless you live near industrial areas, landfill sites, or firefighting training grounds
where PFAS-containing foams were used, it is unlikely that increased levels of PFAS would be present in your local
environment.”
“PFAS have emerged as compounds of interest as they can travel long distances through soil and water and can get
into groundwater. These substances don’t break down in the environment and can accumulate in animals, including
humans. More recently, PFAS have been found to have contaminated sites where there has been historical use of
fire-fighting foams. In Australia, state and territory regulatory authorities have taken action to reduce the
environmental and potential public health risks at sites where there is confirmed contamination with these chemicals.
Please take this seriously”

2.

“Thank you for that information, but I’m still very concerned.
I guess my concern is that IF approval is given who then monitors the site & over what timeframes?
I’m not sure how many successful prosecutions the EPA has made in matters relating to breaches of license.
I’m not aware who & how much monitoring occurs & how it happens both during & after construction.
Does the EPA have independent monitors on site during construction or rely on the company concerned to selfregulate?
Who then is funded to provide ongoing inspections IF the new plant is given approval’s & how long do they monitor
the site?
Please consider trailing this technology elsewhere.”

3.

“SA Water does not have any issues with the proposed amended licence conditions for Southern Waste Resource
Co however if discharge to sewer from the site will be affected then SA Water Trade Waste will need to be
contacted.”

4.

"As a farmer and grower of fruit which we sell at the local Willunga Farmers Market I could not believe reading this
post which was shared on Facebook about the article referring to dumping of PFAS by SWR in McLaren Vale.
We use the recycled water from Willunga Basin as well as bore water. We are worried as growers about the impacts
this will have on our food bowl.
The SWR must not be allowed to go ahead, PFAS is a known carcinogen and to have this dumped in our beautiful
Willunga Basin area or anywhere is an aberration on our environment and the people that live in this area, not to
mention that it is in the vicinity of a large school, a residential area and vineyard growing area. This poison will
infiltrate our land and waterways.
Please do not allow this to go ahead. Can’t a more remote location be agreed upon?”
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5.

"I am writing to urge the Environment Protection Authority to reconsider using the Southern Waste ResourceCo
landfill on Tatachilla road to receive and dispose of per and poly-fluoroalkyl substances (PFA) waste for the sake of
our families, children, and individuals in our growing Southern community.
Epidemiologic research shows that indirect and direct human exposure to PFA substances and subsequent
carcinogenicity has been known to cause the following non-communicable chronic diseases and remains a
significant public health threat:
Thyroid disease
Cancer
Hypertension in pregnancy
Reproductive harm
Liver damage
Suppressed immune response in children
Immunotoxicity
(Sunderland 2019 et al; Pelch et al 2019; Liew, Goudarzi & Oulhote 2018).
Many residents have only recently discovered the proposal of adding PFA waste to the Tatachilla landfill, through an
article published on 8th April 2020 in the Advertiser. We have not been notified by the council of Onkaparinga nor
from members of the Environment Protection Authority regarding this proposal, nor have we been notified of the
serious human health risk this decision would pose.
Have you considered alternative sites for this disposal and the potential dangers to our health?
Thank you for taking the time to acknowledge this email and I look forward to hearing from you,
References:
Liew, Z, Gourdarzi, H, Oulhote, Y 2018, ‘Developmental exposures to perfluoroalkyl substances (pfas): an update of
associated health outcomes,’ Current Environmental Health Reports, vol. 5, no. 1, pp. 1-19, DOI: 10.1007/s40572018-0173-4.
Pelch, K.E, Reade, A, Wolffe, T.A.M & Kwiatkowski, C.F 2019, ‘PFAS health effects database: protocol for a
systematic evidence map,’ Environmental International, vol. 130, DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envint.2019.05.045.
Sunderland EM, Hu XC, Dassuncao C, Tokranov A.K, Wagner C.C, Allen J.G 2019, ‘A review of the pathways of
human exposure to poly- and perfluoroalkyl substances (PFASs) and present understanding of health effects’
Journal of Exposure Science and Environmental Epidemiology, vol. 29, no. 2, pp. 131–147, DOI: 10.1038/s41370018-0094-1”

6.

I am writing in opposition to any toxic waste dump proposal by Southern Waste Resources on Tatachilla Road.
This is a world class wine food and tourism area. I live in nearby Maslin Beach - also a pristine coastal area home to
protected bird species as well as abundant native wildlife.
I believe it is the EPA's remit to protect these priceless natural resources, the accompanying economies and people
dependent upon them.
I would strongly urge you to unconditionally reject the toxic waste proposal and in fact remind the applicant of their
community responsibilities and privilege to be located where they are. Maybe they should consider moving to a more
industrial precinct commensurate with their hazardous activities.

7.

“I wish to object to the idea of allowing the dumping of PFAs at the Southern Resource co site at McLaren Vale
Reasons being
Close proximity to suburban areas and potential for housing on or near the site in the future
Transport of these substances through the southern Metro area to the site
Most importantly ground water, the water table already is in poor health, if in any way the linings of the proposed cell
are compromised in any way there is the potential for these substances to leach into the ground water or the
aquafier below. This aquifier supplies the Southern Vales wine region with its water, also the quarry operations near
by with water which could impact the health of those handling that water and the sand products washed with that
water.”

8.

“It has just come to attention that the EPA is considering allowing Southern Waste Co. to store and process
hazardous waste within walking distance of the expanding Seaford Heights development.
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While the site may appear on paper to be some distance from residential neighbourhoods, I would like to note that
the area photo used in the PDF on your website fails to take into account the fact that Seaford Height, in particular,
has edged even closer to the proposed site.
Since we moved into our newly built home on the edge of the neighbourhood bordering, the then proposed reservoir
we have experienced a constant parade of earthmoving and construction vehicles trundling past, covering our home
in dust - only slightly mitigated by the occasional water truck wetting down the sand road. So please forgive us if we
are suspicious of EPA requirements being met in full.
Now we hear that there are plans to allow for hazardous waste to be stored just down the road and we can only
assume in large quantities and on a long term basis. We are naturally concerned that this may in the long term
impact on the health of the community that we live in, which has expanded some way down Main South Road since
this initially suggested.
It seems that there are a number of decisions being made at present that would appear to suggest that you aren't
considering the expansion of this neighbourhood or the impact that your decisions may have on our property values,
or on our senes of safety and security. Please consider the impact of having this hazardous material housed so
close to hundreds of families, with more on the way.
In addition, what will happen to this site and to the waste if Southern Waste were to close their doors?
Please take the above into account before granting this license.”
9.

"I am writing as a resident of Willunga and member of the Friends of Willunga Basin. I oppose the application by
SWR to store, treat and dispose of waste contaminated with per and polyfluoroalkyl substances (PFAS).
Friends of Willunga Basin believe it to be a totally inappropriate activity to store such toxic material close to housing
and in our prime agricultural region. They have made a submission to the EPA and I strong,y endorse their
submission."

10.

"I would like to voice serious concerns about the request by Southern Waste ResourceCo (SWR) EPA licence
#32682 to have EPA approval to receive, store, treat and dispose of waste contaminated with per-and
polyfluoroalkyl substances (PFAS).
The McLaren Vale/Willunga basin is a prime high value agricultural and tourism area, providing food security and
bringing significant economic benefits to the State of South Australia. I am on the Board of the Willunga Farmers
Market, who source primary and value-add produce whose providence can be validated from the Fleurieu region. I
am not lodging this submission on behalf of the Willunga Farmers market, and only mention this to identify that I
have first hand exposure to the breadth and quality of agricultural and food-based businesses in this region and their
importance economically and socially to this community.
If this was to be approved and contaminated waste was regularly transported to/from and stored at this location, it
would pose a significant potential hazard to other well established, high value, essential industries.If there was any
exposure or incident it could significantly impact through to shut down a key agricultural, economic and food security
area. I also note that the coastal area (from the other side of Main South Road through to Aldinga) is very actively
being expanded with residential developments beyond what already exists.
I cannot in any way see how storing and treating contaminated waste in the middle of a high value food and tourism
production region, very close to an actively developing residential area makes any sense from a food security,
community or economic perspective.
Considering the importance of the region from a food security and economic perspective to South Australia, this
request by SWR should not be approved."

11.

"Regarding the above application I, and local community members I have spoken with, are STRONGLY opposed to
this application by SWR.
Per-and polyfluoroalkyl substances (PFAS) are highly toxic, long life substances with potential bioaccumulation and
health risks. There is also the very high possibility of environmental damage arising from the storage and mixing of
these PFAS contaminants that is completely at odds with the premier agricultural area within the City of
Onkaparinga and The McLaren Vale Character Preservation District. This application should be rejected on this
basis alone given McLaren Vale district’s international clean and green credentials and the ensuing damage to these
credentials that such a land use would bring.
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I also understand that:• The proposed disposal site connects directly to the Maslin Sands aquifer, which is a major source of Willunga
Basin irrigation water. Contamination of this aquifier and waterways would always remain a strong possibility and
may not be able to remediated if it were to be contaminated; and
• Jeff Oliver's geological map of the district indicates that the main Ochre Cove/Clarendon fault line appears to be
within about 2 kms of the site, while another parallel fault appears to be running in alignment with the site
Accordingly, the risk to the entire region is far too great for this type of land use to be considered and this application
should be rejected."
12.

“RE: Southern Waste ResourceCo proposal to receive, store, treat and dispose of waste
contaminated with per-and polyfluoroalkyl substances
I write to you on behalf of the McLaren Vale Grape Wine & Tourism Association (MVGWTA) – the
peak body representing more than 550 businesses and over $500m in farm-gate value –
encompassing all grape-growers, winemakers and tourism providers in one of Australia’s most
valuable wine tourism regions – McLaren Vale, South Australia.
MVGWTA’s primary purpose is to grow value and equity in ‘brand McLaren Vale’ thereby ensuring
long-term sustainability of our grape, wine and tourism industries in the McLaren Vale region. We
achieve this through domestic and international marketing and promotion, industry development
and training, as well as through advocacy and lobbying where appropriate.
Thank you for the opportunity to provide feedback regarding the Southern Waste ResourceCo
(SWR) proposal to receive, store, treat and dispose of waste contaminated with per-and
polyfluoroalkyl substances (PFAS).
In July 2016 Adelaide, South Australia joined the prestigious group of Great Wine Capitals of the
World Network - an internationally renowned network which continues to strengthen our State’s
global reputation as a world leading wine producer and wine tourism destination.
The global network includes an additional ten internationally celebrated ultra-premium wine
tourism regions, including Bordeaux (France) and Napa Valley (US). South Australia is indisputably
Australia’s wine state, producing 50% of all bottled wine and 80% of premium wine; South
Australia’s membership to the Network reaffirms our State’s and therefore region’s abilities to
produce and provide some of the world’s greatest wines and wine tourism experiences.
McLaren Vale has a unique sense of place which cannot be duplicated anywhere else in the world.
The value and protection of place has been recognised through our State’s Character Preservation
Act which is fundamental to the prosperity of future generations and industry in regional
communities.
The tourism, agriculture and food production industries are all major employers of the McLaren
Vale region which contribute billions of dollars to our State’s economy. Our region holds particular
significance in these industries and is recognised worldwide as iconic South Australian destination
with a global reputation for premium food and wine from a clean environment.
The protection of these attributes and existing reputation is paramount to the long-term vision for
continuing to build our region and State’s economy.
South Australia was the first state to ban potentially hazardous fluorinated firefighting foams in
January 20181. The intention of this ban seeks to negate further environmental and human health
risks associated with their use2.
SWR’s proposal presents significant, unacceptable and unnecessary risk to our State and region’s
reputation and economic growth, as well as to our region’s environmental and human health.
MVGWTA formally opposes the approval sought and urges the EPA to reject SWR’s proposal.
I welcome the opportunity to discuss this further and thank you for your consideration of
MVGWTA’s response."

13.

"The Friends of Willunga Basin Inc (FOWB) Management Committee met last Tuesday 14 April 2020 to discuss the
EPA’s call for submissions on the above matter, as contained in the document “LANDFILL LICENCE SWR McLaren
Vale community information”.
In principle, FOWB is opposed to this application, it being on a site which is within the boundaries of the McLaren
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Vale Character Preservation District. Our opposition arises because the toxicity, long life, potential bioaccumulation
and health risks, and possible environmental damage arising from storage of these PFAS contaminants are
completely incompatible with a premier agricultural area. We regard PFAs as the ‘new asbestos’.
Even with the imposition of exemplary monitoring conditions, the current application gives rise significant risk of
reputational damage to the McLaren Vale District’s ‘clean and green’ food & wine branding. We believe that such
damage would have long term adverse effects and ramifications. In our view, the mere possibility renders the
proposal completely unacceptable.
The disposal and storage would be far better suited to a remote location and vastly preferable to a peri-urban site
lying within sight of both residential and intensive agricultural land uses. This is all the more so given that the waste
to be stored is generated from beyond the City of Onkaparinga.
Committee raised the following specific concerns:
• the information provided in the EPA’s community information contains no scientific information about the health
and environmental effects of exposure to PFAS-contaminated material. We have included reference links to articles
researched by FOWB at the end of this submission. These include information that is of concern to FOWB and we
ask the EPA to address these risks and then to provide further information about them to the community.
• it is not clear if the applicant is intending to mix PFAS-contaminated waste with other contaminated waste already
disposed at the landfill. There is currently no science around how these contaminants will react/behave when mixed
together. There is concern about the effectiveness of the lining system proposed and what science has been used in
its design.
• we understand that an area of 6,000 sq m has been allocated for the disposal of these contaminants but there is
no information about the volume proposed. We consider that a volume should be specified as well, including limits
on the overall volume to be stored, and that there needs to be science around calculating this volume limit.
• there is no information about how the applicant would deal with a leak if such an occurrence happened at the site,
or how it would undertake to treat contaminated waterways or aquifers, or demonstrate if they can be remediated
effectively;
• one of our members has referred to Jeff Oliver's geological map of the district, which indicates that the main Ochre
Cove - Clarendon fault appears to be within about 2 kms of the site, while another parallel fault appears to be
running in alignment with the site;
Friends of Willunga Basin Inc PO Box 710, Willunga 5172; info@fowb.net P a g e | 2
• there is further concern that the proposed disposal site connects directly to the Maslin Sands aquifer, which is a
major source of Willunga Basin irrigation water.
FOWB also believes that, in the light of the COVID 19 pandemic, the EPA should extend the community
engagement period to allow community face-to-face meetings after the pandemic ends. We trust that FOWB’s
concerns will be given due consideration by the EPA as it considers this opportunistic and inappropriate application.
References:
1. CNN Health What are PFAS chemicals, and what are they doing to our health? By Nadia Kounang, CNN Updated
0858 GMT (1658 HKT) February 14, 2019
https://edition.cnn.com/2019/02/14/health/what-are-pfas-chemicals/index.html
2. ABC News - Erin Brockovich sounds alarm over PFAS contamination after more Queensland sites revealed
https://www.abc.net.au/news/2019-10-21/erin-brockovich-sounds-alarm-over-pfas-as-new-qld-sitesemerge/11606772
3. Wikipedia
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Per-_and_polyfluoroalkyl_substances
4. ABC News
https://www.abc.net.au/news/2019-10-29/erin-brockovich-australia-class-action-pfas-contamination/11645312"
14.

"I would like to express my concerns over the application from SWR to receive, store, treat and dispose of waste
contaminated with per-and polyfluoroalkyl substances (PFAS).
As a resident of McLaren Vale I am already concerned that the site stores asbestos waste, I feel adding these extra
high-level contaminants to the dump site along with any leaks (should they occur) could potentially be devastating
both for the natural environment (so close to the beach and the wineries), reputation of wine region and associated
tourism and export. Another concern is that the dump in question sits within the Mount Lofty Ranges region, which is
currently bidding for World Heritage Status. I do not think the two are complementary and a long term view should
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be taken into consideration.
My final concern would be the increase in large trucks bringing the waste; I drive this road to work daily and the
junction the trucks need to negotiate is already busy with heavy vehicles coming from the quarry on the opposite
side of the road (Maslin Beach Road) and increased traffic from a growing population in Aldinga. The quarry and/or
dump already restricts the speed limit on their corner during operating hours (also leaving the legal limit sign covered
after hours) but I feel extra traffic will increase the potential for an accident on this junction.
I hope you take these concerns into consideration when debating the application."
15.

"Do not put any toxic waste in this area. This is my neighbourhood, my little bit of paradise. I want to keep the air,
land and groundwater as clean as possible for now and future generations."

16.

"As local residents of McLaren Vale we object to the application to have toxic chemicals treated and stored/buried in
our region.
As an internationally recognised food and wine destination we think this would tarnish our regions reputation and
impact the wine region."

17.

"Thank you for the opportunity to write with reference to the above proposal. I wish to register my strong objection to
the proposal to store PFAS at this site, which is located within the boundaries of the McLaren Vale Character
Protection Zone. This zone was created primarily to ensure that agricultural and horticultural lands close to the city
of Adelaide could remain safe for the future sustainability of food production and food security. The area designated
by the Protection Plan encompasses some of the best horticultural land in the state. It must not be compromised by
any development which could put this ‘clean and green’ status at risk. The possible environmental damage which
could result from storage of PFAS is totally incompatible with the aims of the Plan, making the proposal by Southern
Waste Resource Co totally unacceptable. Even if environmental best practice is observed, the risk of storing such
toxic materials close to the Maslin Sands aquifer could jeopardise not only the land, but also the water which is so
necessary for irrigated crops in the district. As we have seen from other area where PFAS has leaked into the
ground, the long-lasting effects of PFAS leaching into the soil cause extreme risk to users of ground water in the
area. I feel very strongly that PFAS should never be stored so close to a residential area, nor to an aquifer which
supplies irrigation water, but rather that a remote location would be far more suitable for this proposal."

18.

"I would like to share my desire to have this proposal reconsidered. We have a family with small children in our
dream home in the coast estate (close to Tatachilla road). We would definitely be planning to leave if this dump went
ahead. Considering the number of families living close by I would hope this would not even be possible."

19.

“I am writing to the EPA opposing this proposal in the strongest possible terms.
The company that currently has a proposal to the EPA to build a PFAS toxic waste dump at the corner of Tatachilla
Road and Main South Road, McLaren Vale.
This is very close to the suburbs of Seaford Heights, Seaford Rise and Maslin Beach in my electorate.
We have a pristine local environment and many families moving in and building their dream homes.
NO! We will not stand for it."

20.

"I strongly object to the proposal of this dumpsite. I am a local resident and dont think it is in the best interests of the
community as the South is rapidly expanding.
Its absurd that this proposal should go ahead because it will further stunt housing development in the south."

21.
22.

"As a resident, I strongly object to the allocation of this dump site.”
"I have read through the submission made to the EPA by the Friends Of Willunga Basin, Inc (FOWB) regarding the
storage of PFAS chemicals at Southern Waste Resource Co in McLaren Vale. I concur completely and
wholeheartedly with the FOWB analysis and viewpoint on this matter and wish to re-state it below.
In principle, FOWB and I are opposed to this application, it being on a site which is within the boundaries of the
McLaren Vale Character Preservation District. Our opposition arises because the toxicity, long life, potential
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bioaccumulation and health risks, and possible environmental damage arising from storage of these PFAS
contaminants are completely incompatible with a premier agricultural area. We regard PFAs as the ‘new asbestos’.
Even with the imposition of exemplary monitoring conditions, the current application gives rise to significant risk of
reputational damage to the McLaren Vale District’s ‘clean and green’ food & wine branding. We believe that such
damage would have long term adverse effects and ramifications. In our view, the mere possibility renders the
proposal completely unacceptable.
The disposal and storage would be far better suited to a remote location and vastly preferable to a peri-urban site
lying within sight of both residential and intensive agricultural land uses. This is all the more so given that the waste
to be stored is generated from beyond the City of Onkaparinga.
Committee raised the following specific concerns:
• The information provided in the EPA’s community information contains no scientific information about the health
and environmental effects of exposure to PFAS-contaminated material. We have included reference links to articles
researched by FOWB at the end of this submission. These include information that is of concern to FOWB and we
ask the EPA to address these risks and then to provide further information about them to the community.
• It is not clear if the applicant is intending to mix PFAS-contaminated waste with other contaminated waste already
disposed at the landfill. There is currently no science around how these contaminants will react/behave when mixed
together. There is concern about the effectiveness of the lining system proposed and what science has been used in
its design.
• We understand that an area of 6,000 sq. m has been allocated for the disposal of these contaminants but there is
no information about the volume proposed. We consider that a volume should be specified as well, including limits
on the overall volume to be stored, and that there needs to be science around calculating this volume limit.
• There is no information about how the applicant would deal with a leak if such an occurrence happened at the site,
or how it would undertake to treat contaminated waterways or aquifers, or demonstrate if they can be remediated
effectively.
• One of our members has referred to Jeff Oliver's geological map of the district, which indicates that the main Ochre
Cove - Clarendon fault appears to be within about 2 kms of the site, while another parallel fault appears to be
running in alignment with the site.
• There is further concern that the proposed disposal site connects directly to the Maslin Sands aquifer, which is a
major source of Willunga Basin irrigation water.
I also believe that, in the light of the COVID 19 pandemic, the EPA should extend the community engagement
period to allow community face-to-face meetings after the pandemic ends. As a local Onkaparinga resident I trust
that my concerns will be given due consideration by the EPA as it considers this opportunistic and inappropriate
application."
23.

"I write on behalf of the community I represent to oppose Southern Waste ResourcesCo’s application to receive,
store, treat and dispose of waste contaminated with per-and polyfluroalkyl substances (PFAS) at their landfill site on
Tatachilla Road in McLaren Vale.
Residents of the McLaren Vale region are concerned about leakage of PFAS into soils, aquifers, the sea and
surface water around the site. Any contamination of PFAS into surrounding areas could threaten their health and
wellbeing. It could also have a negative impact upon the environment and property values (as has been seen
around many PFAS-contaminated airports across the country).
In addition to the thousands of residents living nearby, McLaren Vale is one of Australia’s premier food and wine
regions, and the quality of the wine is highly dependent upon a pristine and healthy natural environment.
The toxic dump would also negatively impact the vital, local visitor economy. Tourism is integral to the region’s
economy with tourists spending $476 million in our region last year, it is unacceptable to put this beloved tourism
hot-spot in danger of serious contamination and destroy its outstanding reputation.
Less than a week ago I started a petition opposing this toxic dump development and it has received an
overwhelming response from the community. The petition now has 538 signatures from concerned residents who
will be impacted by this proposed toxic dumping ground.
Please listen to these residents and do not approve Southern Waste ResourcesCo’s application to dump these
hazardous materials in McLaren Vale.
South Australia is a one million square kilometre state. Surely sites near aquifers, the coastline and in food
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production areas shouldn’t even be considered for this type of deadly, dirty toxic dumping.
Yours sincerely, Hon Leon Bignell MP"
24.

"I am writing to you in relation to Southern Waste ResourceCo's application to store per-and polyfluoroalkyl
substances (PFAS) waste at the Tatachilla Road landfill facility.
This facility is close by to my electorate - namely the suburbs of Maslin Beach, Seaford Rise, Moana and Seaford
Heights. Members of my community are concerned that storage of PFAS waste at this site would pose a significant
risk to nearby communities.
The southern suburbs are known for its pristine environment and for suburban growth with many families choosing
to build their first homes in the area. The suburbs of Seaford Rise, Moana and Seaford Heights in particular have
expanded significantly over recent years. Residents understand that PFAS needs a dedicated storage facility
somewhere - however question whether so close to suburban developments is the correct location. This region is
also well known for its premium food, wine and tourism through the McLaren Vale region. Choosing McLaren Vale
for the establishment of such a facility does not appear to be an appropriate location.
Any such dump is going to have risks associated with it, whether it be through transport, leaks or inappropriate
management of the waste. Such risks would be better managed in an alternative location.
Therefore on behalf of the many residents who have contacted concerned about this proposal, I encourage you to
reject this proposal and encourage the applicant to consider an alternative and more appropriate location.
Residents are also very concerned that there was inadequate consultation by the EPA regarding this proposal.
Many residents who live nearby the facility were unaware of the proposal or the opportunity to have their say to the
EPA You also did not contact local Members of Parliament. At the very least I encourage the EPA to extend its
period of consultation and write to all residents of Seaford Rise, Seaford Heights, Moana and Maslin Beach so they
are able to have their say and examine the proposal.
I trust that you will take these genuine concerns of the southern community into consideration.
Yours Sincerely,
Chris Picton MP
Member for Kaurna"

25.

"Being a local resident I am writing to express my concerns about the proposed PFAS dump build and my disbelief
at the apparent lack of engagement with the local communities that likely to be impacted should the site be granted
approval.
The potential for these compounds to contaminate soil, surfaces and ground water and to accumulate in the bodies
of both people and animals who come into contact with them is extremely worrying given the many surrounding
residential areas and world class wine region in our beautiful part of the world.
From the research that I have done I would be strongly opposed to any approval of the PFAS dump build as there
are simply no guarantees that there will be no ongoing detrimental effects to the local residents and local
environment."

26.

"As a resident of Moana I am extremely concerned about the dumping of toxic waste along Tatachilla Rd, McLaren
vale. This is completely concerning for residents and visitors to the Mclaren vale region. It will ruin this beautiful area
and toxic chemicals in the air can ruin the grapes and crops grown in the region. Not to mention the dangers to
peoples health. Please reconsider your choice of dumping hazardous waste materials in this area."

27.

" I strongly oppose the decision to allow toxic waste to be disposed of at McLaren Vale Bec human lives are at high
risk."

28.

"I am writing to protest the proposal to approve the receiving, storage, treatment & disposal of waste contaminated
with per-and polyfluoroalkyl substances. Please say ‘No!’ to this proposed dumping so close to towns, suburbs and
primary production in the southern vales region of our state. There have been proven health issues as a result of the
use/dumping of such chemicals interstate. Please don’t add us to these statistics."
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29.

"I am strongly opposed to this development taking place in this location. This development will be surrounded by
dense residential areas and agricultural sights. There must be so many better suited sights available on outer
metropolitan Adelaide or nearby Fleurieu / Adelaide Hills.
Please do not allow this develipment to go ahead. Please at least conduct further public consultation rather than
trying to sneak this development through."

30.

"I strongly urge the EPA to consider the negative impacts to the region of approving this request. The Fleurieu and
McLaren Vale/Moana region are increasingly renowned for their pristine environment and food and wine culture.
Many local producers rely on this for their income and the state overall benefits from the tourism industry.
Say no. Please."

31.

"I am absolutely appalled to hear that you plan to allow a toxic PFAS dump at this location.
This is very close to the suburbs of Seaford Heights, Seaford Rise, Moana and Maslin Beach as well as my home
town, McLaren Vale.
We have a pristine local environment and many families moving in and building their dream homes.
Now you're going to allow a company to dump highly dangerous waste, found in paint, pesticides and fire-fighting
foam. These toxins linger in humans, animals and the environment.
If you want a dump for toxic chemicals, how about your uranium dump? It seems rather bizarre and short sighted to
start using a world class wine and tourist region as a toxic dump.
And how convenient is the timing? Everyone is focussed on COVID-19 and you're hoping to slip this through?
PLEASE DON'T ALLOW IT!!!"

32.

"As an active member of the McLaren Vale Biodiversity Goup, a local resident with a family and someone who is
passionate about our wonderful part of the world (world class wines, pristine beaches, recovering bush lands,
heritage townships, I could go on....) I utterly and wholeheartedly object to the utter madness of establishing a toxic
waste dump in the McLaren Vale region.
It makes no sense whatsoever from a tourism and local area perspective and no amount of "studies", "reports" or
"environmental assessments" is going to convince me that there is not some risk involved in having this on our
doorstep.
Do not build this here, it is a poor judgement and a ill thought plan and 99% of the residents who would have to live
with this insane idea would agree. "

33.

"I refer to your publication "Landfill Licence - SWR: McLaren Vale Community Information" issued 6 April 2020.
As a resident of McLaren Vale I raise my objection to the storage of any PFAS-contaminated waste at the proposed
site or any other site in the proximity of McLaren Vale and that you consider the following feedback in support of this,
as requested.
I chose the term "storage" over disposal as stated in your publication because the subject material, as you know,
cannot be adequately treated nor disposed of but merely contained in an attempt to reduce the risk of its damaging
impact on the natural status and current health of the surrounding ecosystem (air, soils, ground and surface water)
and the various species, agriculture, animals and humans that depend on it.
My understanding of the health risks of this increasingly controversial group of materials is that it
• does not break down
• can travel long distances in air and water
• is toxic
• can bio-accumulate and bio-magnify within species and food chains
• is, among other adverse health risks, also a likely carcinogenic to humans (refer to the "Precautionary Principle"
highlighted below)
• not enough scientific research nor technology yet exists to conclusively and securely treat PFAS to an ultimately
safe level of disposal.
Reference document: Draft PFAS NEMP 2.0 Consultation Presentation.
• The stated aim of the EPA/NEMP is "to effectively protect communities, ecosystems and other environmental
values from risks associated with PFAS."
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• The NEMP is scheduled for a full review in 2023
• The NEMP is implemented for guidance developed in 2018 only
Reference document: Landfill Disposal Criteria for PFAS-contaminated Waste (EPA1125/20)
• Contains the statement "Emergence of new scientific knowledge and understanding about PFAS may result to
changes in standards and criteria."... with respect to new developments related to the landfill management of PFAScontaminated waste.
Reference document: The Global PFAS Problem: Fluorine-Free Alternatives as Solutions, IPEN Expert Panel,
Stockholm Convention 9th Confernce of the Parties Apr/May 2019
• Referring to the list of PFAS uses (including those mentioned in your EPA McLaren Vale Community Information
document) the convention report states "All of these (PFAS) uses can eventually result in releases to the
environment due to the difficulty of containment and the indefinite persistence of PFAS."
• "Relatively speaking the high-profile dispersive use of firefighting foam accounts for about a third of total global
production whereas the greater proportion of the other two-thirds are no less likely to be released but as less visible
and defuse releases during use and end-of-life waste."
• "We don't know the full extent of the PFAS problem but the rate and growth of new information consistently
pointing to adverse effects of PFAS exposure implies that there is a large body of unknown risk and as such a
conservative approach to use and management is essential."
• "Not knowing about a risk is not evidence that there is no risk, therefore when there are indications and evidence of
adverse effects the Precautionary Principle needs to be applied with legal burden of proof on the proponent to
provide absolute proof of no adverse effects before release of the product for use, an obligation that is not currently
being met."
• "For direct causation it is technically correct to say that there is 'very little evidence of direct cause-and-effect by
PFAS with any specific disease' and this statement is often used to deflect attention, deny liability and/or defer
action (e.g. as was done for smoking and asbestos as causes of cancer). However, this is disingenuous as it defers
action until 'absolute proof' is available which will never occur given that PFAS effects cannot be tested deliberately
and directly on humans to provide the required level of proof."
• "For probable links and associations with adverse conditions, which are well established for various PFAS, the
exercise of obligations ... are predicated in large part on the Precautionary Principle that is clearly triggered by the
well-established and growing associations of PFAS with various adverse conditions."
• "There is more than ample current and emerging evidence that PFAS exposure is more-likely-than-not associated
with adverse health effects."
• "The international Agency for Research on Cancer (IARC 2017) concluded that PFOA is possibly carcinogenic to
humans"
Firstly, given that the NEMP is only to be finalised after full review in 2023 (three to four years after the subject SWR
application) and that there is still emerging scientific knowledge that may even change current thinking on the
management of PFAS, surely a more conservative approach must be implemented in determining a location for
storage and containment other than in landfill within a residential and wine growing area exposing residents, product
and tourists to its adverse effects.
Secondly, given the above references and other available information I would argue that there is inconclusive
scientific evidence or engineered solutions available to manage potentially serious adverse effects on community
health and environment by the storage of PFAS waste within a pristine, ecologically valuable agricultural land,
internationally renowned wine region and the adjacent residential communities of both McLaren Vale and not
forgetting Maslin Beach.
I trust that you will consider rejecting SWR's application and attempt to locate a site presenting far less risk to
community, perhaps somewhat more remote.
Some background:
I am a qualified engineering and project management practitioner specialised in delivery and risk management of
complex capital projects including some experience in containment methods and processing of chemical and waste
products within the metallurgical mining and extraction industry."
34.

"I am writing in relation to the matter of Southern Waste ResourceCo's application to receive, store, treat and
dispose of waste contaminated with per-and polyfluoroalkyl substances at the Tatachilla Road Mclaran Vale facility.
I am a local resident of the Seaford Heights suburb which as you would be aware is one of the closest residential
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estates nearby this facility. As such the consideration of this application is of great concern to myself and my wife
due to the health risks, and the effect on the local economy and businesses.
I wish to alert you to my absolute opposition to the approval of this application. The proximity of this facility to a large
and growing populous as well as produce businesses such as wineries means this site should not be approved to
dealing with these kinds of chemicals. The risk to public health is of the utmost importance and a facility with such
positioning poses an unsatisfactory and necessary risk.
I have read the information on your website indicating the safety precautions and standards needed for approval for
a site processing this kind of waste. The disappointing aspect of this information is that these chemicals are not so
much "processed" or neutralised, as much as they are simply "dumped" within an area which has to meet certain
barrier requirements. This information is not comforting in the event that any such leak/accident/mistake or mishap
were to occur.
Should this application be approved I have concern for the growth of the local area and surrounding suburbs. House
prices and in turn residential numbers would be sure to fall given the news of an approved application. The appeal of
the southern suburbs in this area are enhanced by the perception of a clean and safe community environment, a
perception which would be tainted with the approval of this application.
South Australia has the area available to treat these chemicals at a lower risk facility in remote locations. To
entertain the idea that such an application could be approved given the obvious health risks and effect on local
community and business is shear lunacy.
What is additionally disappointing is that the EPA media release on your own website dated 7th April 2020 state's
the following; “The EPA is considering SWR’s application and has notified nearby residents, but we are keen to hear
from the wider community and we’ve invited people to contact us if they wish to have any input.”
This quote was later published in 'The Advertiser" on the 8th of April 2020.
This information has only come to light when a photograph of this article was posted in a Facebook group, the
members of which are exclusive to my estate. No person commenting on the thread had prior knowledge nor had
they aware of having been consulted regarding this issue.
To my knowledge and many other residents who have voiced their concerns following The Advertiser's publication of
the article, no local residents in the Seaford Heights suburb were notified, as the media release supposes. I would
be very interested to discover the mechanism of how the local residents were notified of this application prior to the
7th April 2020 (since the media release implies that this notification had already taken place).
Furthermore, the media release, shown only on your website and in the local paper, assuming people don't regularly
consult your website regularly and many do not purchase hard copies of The Advertiser anymore, I am further
interested to find out the other mechanisms utilised to advise anyone of this application.
I will additionally be writing to the local member of parliament as well as any local news program who will listen to
voice my concern regarding this matter as well as the concerning apparent lack of consultation with the local
community.
I am willing to be contacted by someone from your office should you require to discuss any of the stated matters or
opinions."
35.

"I am writing to let you know that I am opposed to the new dumping site of PFSA in Mclaren vale
I am concerned about leakage of PFAS into soils, aquifers, the sea and surface water around the site over time. Any
contamination of PFAS into surrounding areas could threaten the health and wellbeing or residents and wildlife
nearby.
No matter how ‘safe’ these developments are supposed to be there can be no guarantee
In addition to the thousands of residents living nearby, McLaren Vale is one of Australia’s premier wine regions, and
the quality of the wine is highly dependent upon a pristine and healthy natural environment.
Please take these things into consideration and do not allow this facility to be built
Thank you for your time on this matter"

36.

"Hello, I am strongly opposed to the placement of a PFSA site in the Mclaren Vale region.
Regards"
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37.

"I write to oppose the proposed PFAS dump at the intersection of Tatachilla Rd and Main South Road at McLaren
Vale.
My research re PFAS reveals that they are man-made chemicals that can cause adverse health effects to people
when they are exposed through contaminated soil and water.
The site in question is in close proximity to vineyards and housing developments at Seaford and Aldinga.
I strongly urge the EPA to re-consider the future impact of this location and explore sites that are potentially less
harmful.”

38.

"In regards to the SWR application to receive, store, treat and dispose of waste contaminated with per-and
polyfluoroalkyl substances (PFAS) at it's site on Tatachilla Road at McLaren Vale
I submit my personal objection to this licence for personal medical reasons. I suffer from a poorly understood
condition which is refered to as either Multiple Chemical Sensitivity (MCS) or Idiopathic environmental intolerance
(IEI). I am just one of many with versions of this condition in this area.
This condition for me means that even at exceptionally low levels, airborn traces of some chemicals will give me an
allergic reaction. For me personally that may result in anything from a mild headache and slightly elivated blood
pressure, to a migraine with a spike in blood pressure, mood swing and blurred vision. Occasionally I find that a
chemical that I can't smell will still impact me.
This effects my work and personal life, in that I sometimes need to "walk away" from my work or personal life for my
health. If I pass a shop with "smelly stuff" I can usually hold my breath and walk quickly past. However if I'm passing
through an industrial area I need to avoid coming close to some businesses and even then usually need time to
recover after passing within a few hundred meters of them. For my own health I usually carry a carbon filter mask to
reduce the impact of those odors.
As I travel and work in the areas near the facility in question and as my health will be effected by any odor from
transferring of the above chemicals I would like to voice my objection to granting of a license for those chemicals to
be stored or transferred at this or any other site in the area.
Links for more information on MCS/IEI:
https://www.sahealth.sa.gov.au/wps/wcm/connect/public+content/sa+health+internet/resources/a+review+of+the+m
ultiple+chemical+sensitivity+guidelines+for+south+australian+hospitals
https://www.health.nsw.gov.au/factsheets/Pages/multiple-chemical-sensitivity.aspx
Thankyou for consideration the health of those of us with MCS/IEI"

39.

"I am writing to support the Friends of Willunga Basin objection to the EPA granting Southern Waste Resource Co a
Licence to manage PFAS at Tatachilla Rd McLaren Vale. The site is inappropriate for the reasons they have stated.
I am also concerned that from the EPA press release:
"On 21 February 2020, SWR sought EPA approval to receive, store, treat and dispose of waste contaminated with
per-and polyfluoroalkyl substances (PFAS)."
and that
"The EPA is now considering this application and invites local residents to contact us if you have any feedback you
would like us to consider in the assessment."
while
"The cell (that) is currently under construction..."
and from the ResourceCo website
"Construction of the new disposal cell commenced in mid 2019..." ( https://resourceco.com.au/protection-from-pfasresourceco/ )
It appears that the construction of the"multi-million dollar" "cell" is preceding the granting of a licence for its use."

40.

"I live close to this and it bad enuf with sand pit let alone a extra dump. Also this is close to a large school and land
is worth nothing around this now let alone with this on the door step. Don’t let this happen"

41.

"I understand an application is before the EPA to enable a waste dump to be built on the corner of South &
Tatachilla Roads, Pedlars Creek, to store/deal with extra toxic substances ie pesticides, paint & fire retardant foam
ie PFAS.
30

Southern Waste ResourceCo application to receive and dispose of PFAS-contaminated waste
I wish to lodge my objection to the proposal. These chemicals have been described as ‘the next asbestos’, are bioaccumulative and ubiquitous in the environment. It is stated in Health Department documents that PFAS
contamination has occurred from landfill areas, escaping into ground & surface water; that contaminants can travel
distances in air currents and water, are bio-accumulative in fish & animals. It appears litigation is as rife as PFAS
contamination over areas of Australia.
Obviously these contaminants have to be disposed of but the proposed location is just not logical for the following
reasons:
1. Housing close by
2. 1,100 students enrolled in Tatachilla College just 5 minutes walk along Tatachilla Rd from the dump 3. McLaren
Vale has grown into a South Australian tourist attraction through its wineries, restaurants & fresh produce. Any
contamination would destroy that reputation & source of revenue.
5. The proposed dump is located close to the coastline & waterways which flow into the ocean.
The question I personally ask each member who can authorise this application is :
“Would you want these chemicals stored within kilometres of your home or 5 minutes from where your grandchildren
go to school?”
Or
as a South Australian
“Is it worth risking an area which includes high productivIty & tourism.”
42.

"I am making a submission regarding RE: Southern Waste Resource Co Licence PFAS Application, Tatachilla Rd
McLaren Vale
I have been a resident of Willunga for the past 30 years and am sending on my significant concerns about this
application.
I am opposed to this application, it being on a site which is within the boundaries of the McLaren Vale Character
Preservation District.
My opposition arises because the toxicity, long life, potential bioaccumulation and health risks, and possible
environmental damage arising from storage of these PFAS contaminants are completely incompatible with a premier
agricultural area. We regard PFAs as the ‘new asbestos’.
Even with the imposition of exemplary monitoring conditions, the current application gives rise significant risk of
reputational damage to the McLaren Vale District’s ‘clean and green’ food & wine branding.
I believe that such damage would have long term adverse effects and ramifications. In my view, the mere possibility
renders the proposal completely unacceptable.
The disposal and storage would be far better suited to a remote location and vastly preferable to a peri-urban site
lying within sight of both residential and intensive agricultural land uses.
This is all the more so given that the waste to be stored is generated from beyond the City of Onkaparinga.
In short the environmental damage and health risks in this proposal are a dangerous hazard to the health of
residents in the City of Onkaparinga.
Thank you for your consideration,"

43.
44.

"Please find submission from Friends of Willunga Basin which I thoroughly endorse as a resident in the district."
"I am emailing to lodge my objection to the Southern Waste Resource Co PFAS Licence application for their
Tatachilla, McLaren Vale site.
The purpose of the McLaren Vale Character Preservation District is to protect and promote the world wide reputation
of this important primary producing area, both in terms of viticulture & wine sales, and the closely associated tourism
industry. The newly opened Dowie Doole Cellar Door in the shadows of the proposed waste facility is just one
example of both industries coming together and leveraging off the pristine nature and reputation of this area.
The proposed waste processing facility risks financial ruin to existing businesses and most likely will discourage
other enterprises from starting up. The viticulture and tourism jobs lost to our region will be far greater than any jobs
created by the PFAS facility, more critical now than ever as a result of the Covid 19 crisis.
Despite likely assurances of monitoring and best practices, there also is the risk of chemicals leaching into the local
water courses and underground systems. This may occur either during an acute incident or gradually by an
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unnoticed leak. The risk to public health and adverse impacts on property values is well documented across
Adelaide such as at Clovelly Park / Mitchell Park.
We have personally witnessed a fire the waste facility on 6th January 2018 and fear that when a future fire breaks
out at the facility that is more than likely due to the nature of waste disposal, (or with the facility being engulfed in a
larger bush fire) this could release dangerous chemicals into the local environment. The prevailing winds would blow
any chemical released towards Tatachilla Lutheran College and the township of McLaren Vale.
These chemicals for treatment and storage will be transported by road - not only will increased road transport exert
further pressure on the local road network but of more concern is the risk of a traffic accident that might release
dangerous chemicals.
There has been a lack of public notification, awareness or consultation, with myself only finding out about this
application due to the efforts to Leon Bignell, MP. Despite living only a few KMs away and with a line of sight of this
facility, I haven’t received any direct notification of this proposal - is Southern Waste attempting to benefit from the
current focus on Covid 19 to push through their application when the community is distracted?
Ideally, this application should be rejected and the applicant directed to find a more suitable location such as an
existing industrial area. As a minimum, there should be a delay in the final decision to permit proper community
consultation with all stake holders - due to restrictions with public gatherings, any timeframe must be sufficiently long
to facilitate a public meeting."
45.

"As local residents in McLaren Vale we would like to express our concerns of the proposed PFAS disposal site at
Southern Waste Resouce Co on Tatachilla Road due to the genuine environment and human contamination risks
associated with this.
The disposal of these chemicals poses a significant risk to local residents at the current levels of population, let
alone as the population continues to grow with further residential developments in the Immediate area. We also
reside in an area of significant Wine industry production and the ability for PFAS to remain intact in the environment
over time can result in increasing levels of contamination.
Please contact us should you require any further details or comments."

46.
47.

"No to dumping"
"I live in the Moana community and I am emailing you to ask that the proposal for the waste dump be declined.
This community and surrounding suburbs are pristine and full of young families and animals.
Please protect our community."

48.

"I am a resident of and grape-grower in the Willunga Basin and I write regarding the application by Southern Waste
Resource Co for a licence to store PFAS-contaminated material at its Tatachilla Rd site, McLaren Vale.
I am absolutely opposed to this proposal.
On my understanding, PFAS is a toxic, bio-accumulating substance that has no place in or anywhere near one of
the State’s premium food and wine regions – or, for that matter, within sight of residential development in the
immediate area. The economic value of the McLaren Vale brand makes it a jewel in the State’s economic crown. To
risk damage to that brand in order to allow an opportunistic, private commercial activity would be madness, no
matter how stringent the conditions that may be imposed. This is even before consideration of the environmental
ramifications if anything goes wrong at the site at any time over the next 50 years.
The waste comes from somewhere else. Let it be stored somewhere else, well away from an area of high value and
increasingly intensive land use and human activity.
I urge the EPA to refuse the application."

49.

"I have just signed the petition to stop the potential dumping of PFAS in our beautiful part of SA McLaren Vale. This
is a heavy tourist destination in SA and an area that is growing with lots of young families in it. Dumping such
substance near us is ridiculous and dangerous to our health. Please don’t allow this dump to happen."

50.

"While I believe that Southern Waste ResourceCo. upgrade is a great opportunity to eliminate the exiting PFAS in
South Australia, the selected location also raises a few queries. As a resident of the Mclaren Vale region, I have a
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few queries regarding the planned PFAS activities facility at the Southern Waste ResourceCo. McLaren Vale:
• What and how PFAS products will be stored: soil, liquid, material (pipe, structure, concrete, etc..)?
• Will there be a testing regime for contaminants, and what will be the threshold for acceptance at the storage
facility?
• Given the current lack of guidance of the SA EPA regarding the treatment of PFAS, what is the treatment of PFAS
proposed for each contaminant stored at the facility? Can you provide more technical knowledge on the several
thresholds of acceptance and waste processes?
• What is the treatment facility for the different PFAS waste streams?
• What are the handling standard for PFAS product at the facility?
• Given the persistent nature of PFAS contaminant and given the location of the waste facility and its proximity to a
touristic natural area, wine region, and valuable agricultural area, what controls are in place to prevent leakage into
the soil and other natural assets?
• Should an event occur where PFAS product leaks into the soil, what is the liabalilty of the company?
• Is there a risk assessment and can it be shared with the public?
• Has there been any consideration to other location, such as already contaminated areas (airport, industrial
facilities, etc..)
• Considering that the PEA for each state evolve separately on the issue, is the intent of the facility to treat only
PFAs waste from South Australia?"
51.

"I am a local resident of Seaford Rise, within the Coast Estate that is only 3.6km from the proposed PFAS waste
disposal site by road, but within a 2 km direct radius from the proposed site.
I am significantly opposed to the use of the Tatachilla/South Road site for storage of such waste within such close
proximity to a number of family residences. Whilst the land cell that is being constructed may safely contain the
waste, my concern is the transport of this waste to site and the significant risks to community should anything
happen during this transportation, which could occur on its route through a number of residential areas.
It is not just for those currently living in the area, but the areas of Maslin Beach, Moana Heights, Seaford Heights
and Seaford Rise continue to expand in residential population.
Given the long range these contaminants could spread if any such incident were to occur, not just during
transportation but to the land cell itself, there could be many long term ramifications on all of these local residents,
potentially contaminating the local environment and potentially leading to adverse health effects to these current and
future local residents.
I am also highly disappointed that information was distributed to the McLaren Vale community, but that the
surrounding suburbs (some of which are in fact closer to the proposed site) were not adequately informed of this
proposal through the same information channels. I was only made aware of this submission by my local MP and I
would envisage that many in my local community (especially the Coast Estate) would not even be aware of this
current proposal - which I do not consider to be thorough community consultation.
Regards"

52.
53.

"My husband and I vehemently object to this chemical dump."
"As a new member of the community who moved here because of the positive environmental aspects of living 'near
the countryside' and accessing organic foods and wines, I am shocked to hear of the application from SWR for a
licence to dispose of PFAS-contaminated waste at its landfill site on Tatachilla Rd. I firmly believe that our area has
the opportunity to lead in green waste management but am totally opposed to toxic waste management.
The McLaren Vale Character preservation act of 2012 was set up to protect our valuable food production area and
to protect the social well-being of the community. Storing toxic PFAS is not an asset to our district. The zoning is not
Industrial but Mineral extraction/Primary production. The toxicity, long life and possible health and environmental
damage of the contaminants are completely incompatible with our premier agricultural area.
There is also a significant risk of reputational damage to the McLaren Vale District's 'clean and green' food & wine
branding.
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Surely there are other safer places to store such dangerous toxic waste than the productive green basin of McLaren
Vale.”
54.

"The South Australian Wine Industry Association Incorporated (SAWIA) appreciates the opportunity to respond with
our views on the application by Southern Waste ResourceCo (SWR) for approval to receive, store, treat and dispose
of waste contaminated with per-and polyfluoroalkyl substances (PFAS) at its Tatachilla Road site in McLaren Vale.
• SAWIA recognises the significant hazards of PFAS to the environment and the subsequent need for safe storage
and treatment for disposal of waste contaminated with PFAS.
• Without further information on risk mitigation for the proposed landfill, SAWIA remains concerned about the
potential impacts on the local environment, as well as those on the reputation of the McLaren Vale wine growing
region.
• SAWIA suggests that such a landfill activity is not an appropriate use for a location that is so proximate to highly
valuable agricultural and tourism activities.
ABOUT THE SOUTH AUSTRALIAN WINE INDUSTRY ASSOCIATION INCORPORATED
The South Australian Wine Industry Association (SAWIA) is an industry employer association representing the
interests of wine grape growers and wine producers throughout the state of South Australia.
SAWIA is a not for profit incorporated association, funded by voluntary member subscriptions, grants and fee for
service activities, whose mission is to provide leadership, advice and support to South Australian grape and wine
industry businesses assisting them to prosper within a dynamic, diverse industry.
SAWIA membership represents approximately 96% of the grapes crushed in South Australia and about 40% of the
land under viticulture. Each major wine region within South Australia is represented on the board governing our
activities.
SAWIA has a strong track record as an industry leader and innovator in many areas. SAWIA pro-actively represents
members and the greater wine industry with government and related agencies in a wide variety of aspects of
business in the wine sector.
SUBMISSION
The South Australian Wine Industry Association (SAWIA) is pleased to provide a submission to the South Australian
Environment Protection Authority (EPA) on the application by Southern Waste ResourceCo (SWR) for approval to
receive, store, treat and dispose of waste contaminated with per-and polyfluoroalkyl substances (PFAS) at its
Tatachilla Road site in McLaren Vale.
Background
SAWIA recognises that there has been considerable community concern in Australia regarding the potential hazards
of PFAS in the environment including to human health. SAWIA also recognises the need for safe storage and
treatment of PFAS and PFAScontaminated material.
SAWIA understands that the toxicity, mobility, persistence and bioaccumulation potential of PFASs pose potential
concerns for the environment and for human health (PFAS Fact Sheet, Australian Health Protection Principal
Committee (AHPPC), June 2016). Further, the AHPPC states that “the biggest environmental concern …. is that
they do not break down in the environment and can travel long distances in water and air currents.”
It is noted that EPA recognises that PFAS “are capable of long-range environmental transport through soil and water
media” in their Guideline “Landfill disposal criteria for PFAScontaminated waste”, March 2020).
Given these potential risks to soil, groundwater and air, it is not surprising that many in our industry are very
concerned about the possible presence of a landfill for PFAS in the McLaren Vale wine region.
General comments
The McLaren Vale wine region is an internationally recognised wine region with a reputation for its ‘clean and green’
production. The presence of a landfill site for PFAS increases the risk of damage to this reputation, especially if any
contamination of surrounding soil, water or air were ever to occur.
We understand that the proposed site connects directly to the Maslin Sands aquifer, which is a major source of
water that is used for irrigation in McLaren Vale’s vineyards. Therefore, we are very concerned about the potential
leaching of PFAS into the water table as a result of the proposed landfill.
Control measures and risk mitigation.
SAWIA notes that the EPA has stated1 that it has undertaken a full assessment of the design, materials and
structural integrity of the proposed landfill and that, if approval is granted, it will impose “license conditions to enable
compliance and enforcement actions to be taken against this assessment.”
34

Southern Waste ResourceCo application to receive and dispose of PFAS-contaminated waste

However, from our reading of the information provided on the EPA website and SWR2, we are concerned that it is
not clear as to what actions will be imposed to prevent environmental contamination, for example:
• monitoring and control of drainage and gas collection systems;
• early warning of leaks of leachate;
• monitoring of soil and groundwater surrounding the landfill; and
• timely corrective actions to minimise impacts in the event of detection of potential leakage.
Given the significant impact that any potential PFAS leakage could have both directly on the environment (i.e.
surrounding air, soil and water), as well as to the global reputation of McLaren Vale as a high quality ‘clean and
green’ wine producing and tourism region, we remain concerned that the current proposal may not provide adequate
protections.
We suggest that that such a landfill activity is not an appropriate use for a location that is so proximate to highly
valuable agricultural and tourism activities.
1 McLaren Vale Community Update; EPA, 6 April 2020.
2 A new solution for managing and disposing of hazardous waste: PFAS; ResourceCo, 21 April 2020"
55.

"While I understand that proper disposal and storage of toxic waste and contaminants is a necessary part of
industrial production, I don’t understand why Mclaren Vale is the most appropriate location for PFAS disposal in SA.
With Mclaren Vale’s value relying on its wine, natural beauty and the tourism these attributes bring, why risk
potentially contaminating the region and lowering its value with PFAS disposal? Is there not an already
contaminated area in SA? Further from people and agriculture?
What steps will be taken to ensure that the safety of the land and people are a top priority for subsequent
generations? What guarantees can be made that PFAS disposal in the region won’t diminish our property values?
What assurance do we have that our families won’t be at risk of exposure?
I thank you for your time and consideration of my questions."

56.

"As the owner and operator of Australia’s first commercial Near-Surface Arid Geological Repository for the
permanent isolation of Hazardous Waste, Tellus Holdings Ltd (Tellus) understands the importance of protecting the
environment, particularly our precious waterways. Without a detailed understanding of the SWR proposal, Tellus has
identified a couple of areas of concern that we would like to highlight to ensure they are evaluated when assessing
the variation to their licence application;
1. There are several aquifers in the McLaren Vale area, which is a highly valued wine growing precinct. However, we
cannot find any reference to how far above groundwater the bottom of the SWR facility will be
2. The PFAS NEMP recommends 1000m separation to sensitive land or surface water, while the SA EPA
Environmental management of landfill facilities - Solid waste disposal stipulates 500m. With Pedler Creek to the
North of the SWR facility it is likely to be close to the NEMP recommended 1000m buffer. Does SA EPA have a
reason for not adopting the PFAS NEMP recommendation for implementing a minimum separation distance of
1000m? This matter does not appear to be addressed in the EPA Factsheet EPA 1125/20 Landfill disposal criteria
for PFAS-contaminated waste.
We trust that these will form part of the assessment of SWR’s application, but with the site located close to the
coast, close to Pedler Creek and in the McLaren Vale winery region we feel compelled to highlight them. Tellus are
proud of the facilities we are developing and have always considered open, honest and transparent communication
is key to our success, for this reason we are happy for our name to be associated with our questions/comments. "

57.

"We strongly oppose the application from SWR Co to store hazardast pre- and polyfluoralkyl substances (PFAS) at
the site on the corner of South and Tatachilla roads.
We are an established Bed and Breakfast at Bayliss Road, Tatachilla and as part of the tourist industry consider the
application to have a detrimental impact on tourism to the McLaren Vale region. We have already had a small group
of regular guests (from Canberra) contact us to express concern about the application both its environmental and
health impact.
The McLaren Vale region's reputation will come under unnecessary threat and significantly reduce its capacity to
promote a sustainable environment with fresh produce and excellent wine.
In turn this is likely to reduce people's decision to seek accommodation in the region.
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Thank you for your consideration of these issues. We would welcome the opportunity to answer any questions
and/or attend any relevant meetings (remotely).
Kind regards"
58.

"I am a resident of the southern Fleurieu, Maslin Beach specifically, and have only recently been alerted to the
proposed PFAS dump slated for the corner of Tatachilla and Main South Roads. As our local MP Chris Picton points
out, this is very close to the suburbs of Seaford Heights, Seaford Rise, Moana and Maslin Beach where we have
pristine local environments and many families moving in and building their dream homes. That a company wants to
allow the dumping of highly dangerous waste sourced in paint, pesticides and fire-fighting foam is unconscionable.
These toxins linger in humans, animals and the environment and we neither support nor consent to the proposal.
I write on behalf of many Maslins residents and we would appreciate acknowledgement, by return email, that this
message has been received and is being given serious concern. We also require transparent, ongoing information
about this situation via our with local MPs, Council and community groups.
We respectfully await your response."

59.

"I write on behalf as Principal of Tatachilla Lutheran College to oppose Southern Waste ResourcesCo’s application
to receive store, treat and dispose of waste contaminated with per-and polyfluroalkyl substances (PFAS) at their
landfill site on Tatachilla Road, McLaren Vale.
I apologise for the delay in this response. Due to COVID-19 and school holidays, I have only become aware of this
application this morning, and have made it my immediate priority to contact you. I trust that you will still be able to
include my response, being a major employer and service provider so close to the site of this application.
Our College is located on the same road (Tatachilla) as this proposed application, approximately 3kms to the east of
the site. We have a student population of just over 1,100 students, 140 staff and in excess of 2,000
parents/caregivers. In addition, our site is used by a significant population of community groups including Little
Athletics, Trees for Life, Dance Xtreme and local football, cricket, basketball and tennis clubs.
Importantly, one of the specialties our College on Tatachilla Road is known for, is our EcoClassroom; a revegetated
2.2ha site, modelled on natural ecosystems that once existed in McLaren Vale prior to colonisation. Our
EcoClassroom includes the protection and breeding of local at-risk species of wildlife, including, but not limited to the
Brush-Tailed Bettong, Long-Nosed Potoroo and Tammar Wallaby.
My community, including parents who have been contacting me today, are extremely concerned about leakage of
PFAS into soils, aquifers, the sea and surface water around the site. Contamination if PFAS into surrounding areas,
including into the local surface and sub-surface water tables, will put at risk the health and wellbeing of our people,
our flora and our fauna. This application has the potential to have a significant, negative environmental impact on
our site and community of which we do not support.
As a learning community with students ageing from 5 through to 18, we are incredibly disappointed that such an
application has been made when in such close to proximity to a major learning community.
Furthermore, as our families, live and work locally, we are concerned about the impact on local businesses for which
McLaren Vale is world-renowned, including our amazing vineyards, wineries and food production. Local wineries
surround the site of Southern Waste ResourceCo on Tatachilla Road, and this application is not worth risking the
human, economic and environmental interests that currently already exist in this area.
We believe strongly that a toxic dump has the potential to have a negative impact on our operations and business,
with parents concerned for the health and wellbeing of their children being located so close to such a site. Parents
have already expressed concern that if the application is approved, they may have to relocate schools to protect
their own children. This could have a devastating impact on our school community.
I would ask that you please listen to my community and not approve Southern Waste ResourceCo’s application to
dump these hazardous materials in Tatachilla Road, McLaren Vale. It is no accident that our school community is
named after this main road on which we are located, and I am devastated at the prospect that our College name is
now associated with a toxic waste dump.
I have no doubt, that with the land size of our State, there are other suitable options, located away from this pristine
environment and away from such a large community of young children and adults of the South Australian
community.
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I look forward to your response and a favourable outcome from your organisation. I welcome your visit to our site at
any point to confirm my statements."
60.

"Southern Waste ResourceCo proposal to receive, store, treat and dispose of waste contaminated with per-and
polyfluoroalkyl substances
Thank you for the opportunity to provide feedback regarding the Southern Waste ResourceCo (SWR) proposal to
receive, store, treat and dispose of waste contaminated with per-and polyfluoroalkyl substances (PFAS).
In July 2016 Adelaide, South Australia joined the prestigious group of Great Wine Capitals of the World Network - an
internationally renowned network which continues to strengthen our State’s global reputation as a world leading
wine producer and wine tourism destination.
The global network includes an additional ten internationally celebrated ultra-premium wine tourism regions,
including Bordeaux (France) and Napa Valley (US). South Australia is indisputably Australia’s wine state, producing
50% of all bottled wine and 80% of premium wine; South Australia’s membership to the Network reaffirms our
State’s and therefore region’s abilities to produce and provide some of the world’s greatest wines and wine tourism
experiences.
McLaren Vale has a unique sense of place which cannot be duplicated anywhere else in the world. The value and
protection of place has been recognised through our State’s Character Preservation Act which is fundamental to the
prosperity of future generations and industry in regional communities.
The tourism, agriculture and food production industries are all major employers of the McLaren Vale region which
contribute billions of dollars to our State’s economy. Our region holds particular significance in these industries and
is recognised worldwide as iconic South Australian destination with a global reputation for premium food and wine
from a clean environment.
The protection of these attributes and existing reputation is paramount to the long-term vision for continuing to build
our region and State’s economy.
South Australia was the first state to ban potentially hazardous fluorinated firefighting foams in January 20181. The
intention of this ban seeks to negate further environmental and human health risks associated with their use2.
SWR’s proposal presents significant, unacceptable and unnecessary risk to our State and region’s reputation and
economic growth, as well as to our region’s environmental and human health.
1 LANDFILL LICENCE SWR; McLaren Vale community information page 2 (6 April 2020)
2 Ibid.
Accolade Wines formally opposes the approval sought and urges the EPA to reject SWR’s proposal.
We welcome the opportunity to discuss this further and thank you for your consideration of Accolade Wines
response."

61.

"I am a resident of the southern Fleurieu, Maslin bch and have been recently alerted to the proposed PFAS dump
slates for the corner of Tatachilla rd and Main south rd. As our local member Chris Picton MP points out ,this is very
close to suburbs of Seaford Heights, Seaford Rise, Moana sth and Maslin bch where we have pristine local
enviroments and many families moving in and building their dream homes along side long term existing residents. I
can not for the life of me understand why this would be allowed to happen. That company wants to allow the
dumping of highly dangerous waste as in paint , pesticides and fire fighting foam. These Toxins linger in humans
and animals and the inviroment and I neither support nor consent to this LUDICROUS proposal."

62.

"I am a resident of the southern Fleurieu, Maslin bch and have been recently alerted to the proposed PFAS dump
slates for the corner of Tatachilla rd and Main south rd. As our local member Chris Picton MP points out ,this is very
close to suburbs of Seaford Heights, Seaford Rise, Moana sth and Maslin bch where we have pristine local
enviroments and many families moving in and building their dream homes along side long term existing residents. I
can not for the life of me understand why this would be allowed to happen. That company wants to allow the
dumping of highly dangerous waste as in paint , pesticides and fire fighting foam. These Toxins linger in humans
and animals and the inviroment and I neither support nor consent to this LUDICROUS proposal."

63.

"I am a resident of the southern Fleurieu, Maslin Beach specifically, and have only recently been alerted to the
proposed PFAS dump slated for the corner of Tatachilla and Main South Roads. As our local Chris Picton MP
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points out, this is very close to the suburbs of Seaford Heights, Seaford Rise, Moana and Maslin Beach where we
have pristine local environments and many families moving in and building their dream homes alongside existing
residents. That a company wants to allow the dumping of highly dangerous waste sourced in paint, pesticides and
fire-fighting foam is unconscionable. These toxins linger in humans, animals and the environment and we neither
support nor consent to the proposal.
I write on behalf of many Maslins residents and we would appreciate acknowledgement, by return email, that this
message has been received. We also require transparent, ongoing information about this situation via our local
MPs, Council and community groups.
We await your response and would like this letter of concern included in your deliberations."
64.

"I am a resident of the Southern Fleurieu and have only recently been alerted to the proposed PFAS dump slated for
the corner of Tatachilla and Main South Roads. As our local Chris Picton MP points out, this is very close to the
suburbs of Seaford Heights, Seaford Rise, Moana and Maslin Beach where we have pristine local environments
and many families moving in and building their dream homes alongside existing residents. That a company wants to
allow the dumping of highly dangerous waste sourced in paint, pesticides and fire-fighting foam is unconscionable.
These toxins linger in humans, animals and the environment and we neither support nor consent to the proposal.
I write on behalf of many equally concerned residents and we would appreciate acknowledgement, by return email,
that this message has been received. We also require transparent, ongoing information about this situation via our
local MPs, Council and community groups.
We await your response and would like this letter of concern included in your deliberations."

65.

"I am a resident of the southern Fleurieu, Maslin Beach specifically, and have only recently been alerted to the
proposed PFAS dump slated for the corner of Tatachilla and Main South Roads. As our local Chris Picton MP points
out, this is very close to the suburbs of Seaford Heights, Seaford Rise, Moana and Maslin Beach where we have
pristine local environments and many families moving in and building their dream homes alongside existing
residents. That a company wants to allow the dumping of highly dangerous waste sourced in paint, pesticides and
fire-fighting foam is unconscionable. These toxins linger in humans, animals and the environment and we neither
support nor consent to the proposal.
I write on behalf of many Maslins residents and we would appreciate acknowledgement, by return email, that this
message has been received. We also require transparent, ongoing information about this situation via our local
MPs, Council and community groups.
We await your response and would like this letter of concern included in your deliberations."

66.

"Thank you for the opportunity to provide feedback regarding the Southern Waste ResourceCo (SWR) proposal to
receive, store, treat and dispose of waste contaminated with per-and-poly fluroalkyl substances (PFAS). In July 2016
Adelaide, South Australia joined the prestigious group of Great Wine Capitals of the World Network - an
internationally renowned network which continues to strengthen our State's global reputation as a world leading wine
producer and wine tourism destination.
The global network includes an additional ten internationally celebrated ultra-premium wine tourism regions,
including Bordeaux (France) and Napa Valley (US). South Australia is indisputably Australia’s wine state, producing
50% of all bottled wine and 80% of premium wine; South Australia’s membership to the Network reaffirms our
State’s and therefore region’s abilities to produce and provide some of the world’s greatest wines and wine tourism
experiences.
McLaren Vale has a unique sense of place which cannot be duplicated anywhere else in the world. The value and
protection of place has been recognised through our State’s Character Preservation
Act which is fundamental to the prosperity of future generations and industry in regional communities.
The tourism, agriculture and food production industries are all major employers of the McLaren Vale region which
contribute billions of dollars to our State’s economy. Our region holds particular
significance in these industries and is recognised worldwide as iconic South Australian destination with a global
reputation for premium food and wine from a clean environment.
The protection of these attributes and existing reputation is paramount to the long-term vision for continuing to build
our region and State’s economy.
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South Australia was the first state to ban potentially hazardous fluorinated firefighting foams in January 20181. The
intention of this ban seeks to negate further environmental and human health
risks associated with their use2.
SWR’s proposal presents significant, unacceptable and unnecessary risk to our State and region’s reputation and
economic growth, as well as to our region’s environmental and human health.
I welcome the opportunity to discuss this further and thank you for your consideration of Paxton Wines response.”
67.
68.

"We do not support the dumping of new toxic material in Seaford heights or the Mclaren vale area."
"I am a resident of the southern Fleurieu, Maslin Beach specifically, and have only recently been alerted to the
proposed PFAS dump slated for the corner of Tatachilla and Main South Roads. As our local MP Chris Picton points
out, this is very close to the suburbs of Seaford Heights, Seaford Rise, Moana and Maslin Beach where we have
pristine local environments and many families moving in and building their dream homes alongside existing
residents. That a company wants to allow the dumping of highly dangerous waste sourced in paint, pesticides and
fire-fighting foam is unconscionable. These toxins linger in humans, animals and the environment and we neither
support nor consent to the proposal.
I write along with many Maslins residents and we would appreciate acknowledgement, by return email, that this
message has been received. We also require transparent, ongoing information about this situation via our local
MPs, Council and community groups."

69.

"I am a resident of the southern Fleurieu, Maslin Beach specifically, and have only recently been alerted to the
proposed PFAS dump slated for the corner of Tatachilla and Main South Roads. As our local Chris Picton MP
points out, this is very close to the suburbs of Seaford Heights, Seaford Rise, Moana and Maslin Beach where we
have pristine local environments and many families moving in and building their dream homes alongside existing
residents. That a company wants to allow the dumping of highly dangerous waste sourced in paint, pesticides and
fire-fighting foam is unconscionable. These toxins linger in humans, animals and the environment and we neither
support nor consent to the proposal.
I write on behalf of many Maslins residents and we would appreciate acknowledgement, by return email, that this
message has been received. We also require transparent, ongoing information about this situation via our local
MPs, Council and community groups.
We await your response and would like this letter of concern included in your deliberations."

70.

“I am a resident of the southern Fleurieu, Maslin Beach specifically, and have only recently been alerted to the
proposed PFAS dump slated for the corner of Tatachilla and Main South Roads. As our local Chris Picton MP
points out, this is very close to the suburbs of Seaford Heights, Seaford Rise, Moana and Maslin Beach where we
have pristine local environments and many families moving in and building their dream homes alongside existing
residents. That a company wants to allow the dumping of highly dangerous waste sourced in paint, pesticides and
fire-fighting foam is unconscionable. These toxins linger in humans, animals and the environment and we neither
support nor consent to the proposal.
I write on behalf of many Maslins residents and we would appreciate acknowledgement, by return email, that this
message has been received. We also require transparent, ongoing information about this situation via our local
MPs, Council and community groups.
We await your response and would like this letter of concern included in your deliberations."

71.

"I write to you as a concerned local resident in regards to the EPA assessing request for change to landfill licence.
Southern Waste ResourceCo has sought EPA approval to receive, store, treat and dispose of waste contaminated
with per-and polyfluoroalkyl substances (PFAS) at its landfill on Tatachilla Rd at McLaren Vale.
I am strongly concerned about the impact PFAS chemicals could have on our health and local area if Southern
Waste ResourceCo is given approval to store, treat and dispose of waste contaminated with per-and Polyfluoroalkyl
substances (PFAS). PFAS are known to cause reproductive and developmental, liver and kidney, and
immunological effects in laboratory animals. They can also last for a long time in the environment and accumulate in
the bodies of animals and people. I am concerned about the lack of community consultation regarding the matter. I
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was never provided any correspondence regarding plans for Southern Waste ResourceCo to become a storage site
and only happened to learn about the plan through informal conversations on social media.
With potential health risks, impacts to wildlife and surrounding farm lands. A link to a website or a basic press
release is not sufficient in ensuring people are informed about matters that may concern them. I would have
expected formal community consultation including door to door visits, letterbox drops and invites to attend
information sessions at the local community hall. Providing opportunities to discuss plans to minimise risk of
exposure and discuss the likely impact this will have on property values as a result of the request to become a
storage site.
I strongly believe local residents should have been informed of plans for Southern Waste ResourceCo request to
become a storage location, and be given an opportunity to raise concerns and have questions answered regarding
the matter before any final decisions are made. I would also like further information on Southern Waste
ResourceCo’s plans to minimise the risk for potential spills. Evidence shows that spills of PFAS substances can
pollute water ways. Given the fact that the site is located near a residential zone, individuals and families are at risk
and therefore the final decision must include residents from the local area, not just Southern Waste ResourceCo.
Given the proximity to local residents, agriculture and our stunning sea and vines surroundings with abundant
wildlife. It could have a devastating impact not only on our health but also on the tourism on which our area thrives.
If they continue with plans to become a storage site, we could become like a former PFAS site at a paper mill in
Brisbane. Where the company itself found there was an unacceptable risk to birds and animals and the land would
not be suitable for residential development or open public space.
PFAS contamination is emerging as a major ongoing Australian public health issue, why would we want this on our
doorstep? With new housing developments in the area also, people would not want to live near the site and some
long term residents may also question whether to stay. This will affect the property values in the area and I am
concerned that I will have ongoing issues selling my property in the future.
In conclusion, there has been minimal community consultation regarding the matter, I have serious concerns about
the impacts the PFAS substances will have on the local environment as well as a population health impact. Activist
Erin Brockovich has been in Australia supporting a class action by Shine Lawyers after defence bases which have
used a lot of this foam have contaminated the sites around them. This is most certainly an issue to be discussed at a
community level and this has not occurred at any point in time.
I eagerly await a response to my email and hope the community is given a platform to discuss many details further
in community information sessions. This request for change to landfill licence is of huge concern and must not
exclude the community in any decisions made, considering the impacts this may have on the local community. I
would also request an acknowledgment by return email that this message has been received. "
72.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide feedback regarding the Southern Waste ResourceCo (SWR) proposal to
receive, store, treat and dispose of waste contaminated with per-and-poly fluroalkyl substances (PFAS). In July 2016
Adelaide, South Australia joined the prestigious group of Great Wine Capitals of the World Network - an
internationally renowned network which continues to strengthen our State's global reputation as a world leading wine
producer and wine tourism destination.
The global network includes an additional ten internationally celebrated ultra-premium wine tourism regions,
including Bordeaux (France) and Napa Valley (US). South Australia is indisputably Australia’s wine state, producing
50% of all bottled wine and 80% of premium wine; South Australia’s membership to the Network reaffirms our
State’s and therefore region’s abilities to produce and provide some of the world’s greatest wines and wine tourism
experiences.
McLaren Vale has a unique sense of place which cannot be duplicated anywhere else in the world. The value and
protection of place has been recognised through our State’s Character Preservation
Act which is fundamental to the prosperity of future generations and industry in regional communities.
The tourism, agriculture and food production industries are all major employers of the McLaren Vale region which
contribute billions of dollars to our State’s economy. Our region holds particular
significance in these industries and is recognised worldwide as iconic South Australian destination with a global
reputation for premium food and wine from a clean environment.
The protection of these attributes and existing reputation is paramount to the long-term vision for continuing to build
our region and State’s economy.
South Australia was the first state to ban potentially hazardous fluorinated firefighting foams in January 20181. The
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intention of this ban seeks to negate further environmental and human health
risks associated with their use2.
SWR’s proposal presents significant, unacceptable and unnecessary risk to our State and region’s reputation and
economic growth, as well as to our region’s environmental and human health.
I welcome the opportunity to discuss this further and thank you for your consideration of Shingleback Wine and GH
Sharpe’s response.”
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