COODE  ISLAND  COMMUNITY CONSULTATIVE  COMMITTEE

14 February 2003

Mr John Collins

Metropolitan Strategy Project (Melbourne 2030)
Department of Sustainability and Environment
GPO Box 2797Y
MELBOURNE    VIC    3001

Dear Mr Collins

The Coode Island Community Consultative Committee welcomes the Government’s initiative in preparing the Melbourne 2030 —planning for sustainable growth. The overall thrust of the policies and directions advocated in Melbourne 2030 are supported by the CICCC.

Two issues that do not appear to have been addressed in Melbourne 2030, and that are of considerable importance to the CICCC, are Major Hazard Facilities and Inland Ports.

Major Hazard Facilities

Following the Esso Longford disaster in September 1998, and the subsequent Royal Commission which reported in June 1999, the government proposed and implemented the Major Hazard Facilities Regulations in 1999/2000. The regulations acknowledge the potential hazards arising from major storage and processing facilities, and require the preparation of Safety Cases for nominated Major Hazard Facilities. Some 43 facilities have been declared to be Major Hazard Facility, and of these 4 are in close proximity to the Central Activities District and/or the Footscray Principal Activity Centre. They include the Terminals Coode Island Bulk Liquid Storage facility, the proposed Marstel Coode Island Bulk Liquid Storage facility, the Allbright and Wilson facility at Whitehall Street, Yarraville, and the Mobile Refining Australia Pty Ltd facility at the corner of Hyde and Francis Streets, Yarraville.

The siting of bulk hazardous liquid storage in close proximity to residential areas has been a significant planning concern since the 1991 explosion and fires at Coode Island. The Landy Report recommended the relocation of the bulk hazardous liquid storage facility to a site remote from population centres. Since that time, efforts to find a more appropriate site for the storage of bulk hazardous liquids have been unsuccessful, and the government has announced its intention to allow Coode Island to remain the site of such facilities.

In the meantime, the pressure of residential land use adjacent to Coode Island has intensified, with a major increase in higher density residential developments in the CBD, Docklands and within Footscray. The conflict in land use planning that this conjunction of inappropriate activities causes was recognised in the Victorian Ports Strategic Study, which drew attention to the land use conflict between Coode Island and development along the western bank of the Maribyrnong River at Footscray.

The CICCC believes that the absence of strategic thinking to address the planning for sustainable growth with respect to the conflict between Major Hazard Facilities and adjacent residential land uses is a significant deficiency in Melbourne 2030 —planning for sustainable growth.
Inland Ports

The growth in Inland Ports (and Inland Container Depots, ICDs to use the abbreviation used in the Victorian Ports Strategic Study) in USA, Sydney, UK, Malaysia, Thailand, Philippines and Korea is documented in the Victorian Ports Strategic Study. The study concludes (see pages C106 and C107) in part:

“…The increasing use of near port and Inland Container Depots with rail or road shuttles to port terminals, although involving double handling, may benefit the transport chain as a whole and increase transport efficiencies with the consequent environmental and social benefits.”

and

“…An integrated strategy is required for development of ICDs at strategic locations around Melbourne linked to the port terminals either by rail or B–double routes or both. It will be necessary to reserve land at strategic locations on rail routes and/or near major highway intersections.”

The Draft Implementation Plan 6, Integrated Transport (December 2002), contains a number of Action Statements. Action 4, Provide for freight and commercial transport, has three components, the third being “Increase the rail share of freight to ports”. The initiative of further investigating and planning for ICDs has not been mentioned here (or elsewhere in Plan 6). This initiateve has the potential of offering significant improvement to the efficiency of port logistics, while offering a major improvement to the social and physical environments in residential areas adjacent to the Port of Melbourne.

The CICCC believes that the absence of a commitment to the further investigation and planning for IDCs is a significant deficiency in Melbourne 2030 —planning for sustainable growth.
The CICCC would be pleased to amplify its comments to the study team if desired.

Yours sincerely

Robin Saunders
Chair, CICCC
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