





A survey of community attitudes undertaken for Terminals Pty Ltd





A 1997 survey of community attitudes about Coode Island indicated that a large percentage of the community (36%) did not know enough about Coode Island to form an opinion about the operational performance of the facility; 61% were also concerned about the Government’s decision to allow the facility to stay at Coode Island. They expressed concerns about: the risk of explosions (51%); the facilities proximity to residential areas (31%); air pollution and emissions (26%); the risk of fires (24%); about the facility itself (13%); and transport hazards (2%).��
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A history of the Coode Island saga over the last decade





In 1991 a site owned by Terminals was involved in a serious explosion which destroyed the storage area. A cloud of smoke and chemicals resulting from the explosion spread to the city. On 27 August 1991 the then Premier appointed the Coode Island Review Panel (CIRP) to make recommendations to Government on the longer term storage of hazardous chemicals at port facilities.


In March the following year the Panel released its final report and recommended that port handling and storage of bulk liquid hazardous chemicals be relocated to West Point Wilson. The Government accepted this recommendation. From 1993 to 1997 successive governments spent in excess of $10 million on studies associated with the planning of the new site, through the preparation of an Environment Effects Statement, and the selection of a company to build and operate the facility.


In April 1994, as a result of the Commonwealth decision to proceed with the East Coast Armament complex at Point Wilson, the Victorian Government stated that Point Lillias had replaced West Point Wilson as the preferred choice for the new port and bulk liquid chemical storage facility.


On 24 June 1997 the Victorian Government announced that the proposed chemical storage facility at Point Lillias would not proceed. The Minister for Planning and Local Government, Robert Maclellan, said the Government was satisfied that Coode Island was operating safely and within all recognised standards. A taskforce comprising the Health and Safety division of the Victorian WorkCover Authority, the Environment Protection Authority and the Melbourne Port Corporation was convened to secure its long-term management.


In August 1998 the Government accepted the finding of the Taskforce that the levels of risk defined by Victorian, national and international criteria, were acceptable.
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What concerns did the community have?





Some issues had already been raised by members of the community, prior to the first meeting of the Committee. These were reported in the Committee’s brief, as follows:





·	concern that there is not enough information about what happens at the facility, and especially independent information;


·	some members of the community regarded the facility as inherently dangerous, particularly regarding ship safety and the ship-to-shore transfer of chemicals;


·	there was a widely held view in the community that the facility does not legitimately belong at Coode Island and that it should be relocated;


·	some members of the community wanted to initiate community monitoring of health, safety and environmental aspects of the facility, such as the use of emission detection systems and air monitoring stations;


·	some members of the community wanted to discuss their concerns about the safety of the facility and emergency planning;


·	some members of the community had expressed concern about the dangers associated with the transport of hazardous chemicals from the facility through the neighbouring suburbs;


·	the introduction of independent environmental auditing of the facility had also been raised as a matter which members of the community wished to take up with the facility operator;


·	there was concern that there should be community awareness of, and input into, the State Government’s Coode Island Taskforce recommendations on Coode Island, expected to be considered by the Government in early 1998;


·	there was an expectation that the community should be involved in emergency management and planning relating to the facility;


·	members of the community had expressed their wish to be involved and consulted in proposals for plant upgrades, expansions and other modifications of the facility;


·	members of the community were interested in having a say in the development of information packages about the facility and its operations which are released to the community; and


·	there was an opinion in the community that there should be environmental reporting by Terminals Pty. Ltd.�
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