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GPA REPORT August 2014 
 
gpa@gidgenet.com.au 
 
Next Meetings: 18th August, 15th September,  2014 at 7.30 pm 
 
 AGM: Our Committee for 2014-15 is: 
 
Chairperson   Sally Block 
Vice Chairperson  John Mangini 
Secretaries   Nicky Marlow, Jan Pittman 
Treasurer   Denise Fernie 
Committee   Don Robertson, Geoff Knights, Michelle Zimmel 
 
Chairperson’s Report: Thank you for attending our AGM and for your support over the past year.   The 
GPA is fortunate to have a very solid membership that varies between 60 and 70. 
 
I would like to thank the committee and our membership for their work and support over the last year.   I 
would also like to thank our representatives at various levels of Government for all the assistance they give 
us and particularly Frank Alban and Darryl Trease who regularly attend our meetings.  Thank you also to our 
MP Christian Porter.  
 
The year started badly with an horrific accident at the end of July claiming three lives on the Toodyay Road 
outside the Noble Falls Tavern.   A community meeting was held of some 300 people and, arising from that 
meeting, a committee was formed – Toodyay Road Liaison Committee (TLC).   The object of this committee 
is to improve safety on the Toodyay Road.   Since that time The Toodyay Road in the City of Swan have had 
vegetation cleared, new line markings, speed reductions and smoothing and plans are well under way for the 
upgrade to junctions identified by the community.   The plans for the area outside the Noble Falls Tavern and 
the entrance into the Noble Falls Picnic Area will be ready for TLC input towards the middle of August.   
The GPA have met with the New Transport Minister, Dean Nalder, and he is most supportive of the work that 
is proposed. 
 
We are also making headway with mobile coverage in Gidgegannup and Mobile Black spot coverage 
funding should be announced in the near future.   The GPA is hopeful that some of this will be secured for 
the Gidgegannup area and Christian Porter and his office have been most helpful regarding this. 
 
The issue of Minikhanas being held in proximity to the Walyunga National Park is still current and we are 
pursuing this with the WAPC. 
 
The Planning for Bush Fire Review has been put before the City and supported by them.   This draft policy is 
still before the WAPC and final input from the community is sought before 1st August, 2014.   Although 
controversial, common sense suggests that such measures are needed.   The Stoneville/Parkerville fire 
underlined this need with many properties lost. 
 
We have met with Government officials regarding the conservation of water courses and the proper 
monitoring of such.    
 
There is still the ongoing Review of the Gidgegannup Rural Strategy that, despite many promises from 
the City, has still not come before the community.   This is very disappointing and we have to wonder if 
the City has been waiting for the Urban deferred zoning to be adopted for the townsite and 
surrounding area.  
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The proposal for Urban Deferred zoning is now before Parliament and although the GPA has made numerous 
representations as to the lack of support for such a zoning without any indication of how long it will take for 
the infrastructure to be put in place to move to Urban; the lack of any Master Plan for community viewing; 
and the WAPC and City stance that although 1500 lots is the suggested number, this could be increased in 
order for the Developer to pay for required infrastructure.   The GPA feel that this proposed Amendment is 
rushed and inadequate thought has been given to it by both State and Local Government. 
 
The other event that will be of significance over the coming year will be the proposed amalgamation of the 
City of Swan and the Shire of Mundaring.   This will impact on Gidgegannup in that it is proposed that we 
will be amalgamated into a “Hills” ward with much of eastern Mundaring.   This is logical and already we 
are liaising and working with the Shire of Mundaring through several of our sporting groups and Experience 
Gidgegannup. 
 
Other matters addressed during the year and ongoing have been: 
 
Australia Post – Parcel service 
Community Safety Plan 
Re-opening of Gravel Pit, Lilydale Road, 
Joseph Road closure 
Draft City of Swan Transport Strategy 
Dog attacks 
Motorbike tracks on private property 
Water Corporation Land Reen Road 
Noble Falls off road track 
EMRC – Class V waste and rubbish on Toodyay Road 
Verges – vegetation clearance from edge and Hazard reduction by City 
Proposed Opal Vale Refuse centre and impact on Toodyay Road 
And many other issues 
 
It is important that we have a strong and active Progress Association going forward to do this work.   We are 
represented well at all levels of Government but those representatives need our input as a community. 
 
July Meeting: 
 EMRC: 
RE: QUESTIONS  PUT TO THE EASTERN METROPOLITAN  REGIONAL COUNCIL AT ITS 
MEETING HELD 19 JUNE 2014 
 
Thank you for your questions by email via Cr Zannino of the City of Swan at the recent EMRC Council 
meeting held on 19 June 2014 expressing your concerns in regards to the acceptance of Class V waste at the 
Red Hill Waste Management Facility. The responses to your questions are as follows: 
 
Compliance with licence? 
The EMRC's licence from the DER allows for the acceptance of wastes that comply with the "Landfill Waste 
Classification and Waste Definitions 1996 (as amended)". This includes the immobilisation or encapsulation 
of Class V waste into a Class IV landfill as referred to on page 7 of the Landfill Waste Classification and 
Waste Definitions 1996. The DER has also approved the EMRC's standard operating procedure for reducing 
Class V waste to Class IV by concrete encapsulation . 
 
Are licence conditions appropriate? 
The licence conditions have been developed and established by DER in accordance with Sections 49 and 56 
of the Environment Protection (EP) Act. DER prepares licences using premise specific conditions which 
streamline and target specific industry types. Each industry licence issued by DER, such as the RHWMF's 



 3

licence, aims to deliver environmental regulation and compliance with the EP Act and encourage best 
environmental practices. 
 
Disappointment that attendees at the Community Liaison Meetings have been informed that hazardous waste 
is not accepted at Red Hill. 
It should be noted that "Hazardous waste" must not be confused with "contaminated waste". 
Hazardous waste is defined under the "Landfill Waste Classification and Waste Definitions 1996" as a waste 
type that poses a risk to public health, safety or the environment and include wastes such as toxic, infectious, 
mutagenic, carcinogenic, explosive, flammable, corrosive, oxidising and radioactive. 
The Red Hill Waste Management Facility is not licensed to accept hazardous waste. The EMRC has 
developed stringent waste acceptance criteria to ensure that hazardous waste is not accepted at the facility. 
 
What precautions are taken to guard against fracture of the concrete (bearing in mind that Hansons are 
blasting in proximity)? 
The EMRC Red Hill Waste Management Facility does not experience any impact from blasting activities at 
Hanson's quarry. In the unlikely event that we did experience an impact, the waste is contained within a 
bulka bag prior to being encapsulated with 200mm of very high strength reinforced 40 MPa concrete around 
all sides. The concrete encapsulated waste  is then contained within the Class IV cell and is cushioned by 
other waste and a flexible double HOPE lining system in the cell. 
Consequently the likelihood of a fracture occurring due to blasting from Hanson is extremely remote. 
 
If such a fracture should occur what recovery procedures are in place? 
As indicated earlier the concrete encapsulated waste is fully contained within a double HOPE lined cell and 
any fracture, however unlikely, will be contained within the double lined system reducing any risks to the 
environment. 
 
What safety procedures are in place to inform EMRC staff of any fracture to the concrete  encapsulation? 
The EMRC's standard operating procedure for the concrete encapsulation of Class V waste ensures potential 
OH&S risks and environmental impacts are managed. Encapsulated concrete works are verified by the Site 
Engineer to ensure density and impermeability requirements are met. The encapsulated concrete also has a 
waterproof membrane applied to its surface. 
 
Where is the Class IV cell situated on site? 
There are two class IV cells, one is completed and fully capped. Both are at the southern end of Lot 1 at the 
Red Hill Waste Management Facility. 
 
Would it be possible for GPA members to be given a tour of the site regarding the Class IV waste cell and 
discuss these issues? 
This will be considered when a formal request is made and a time that is mutually agreeable. 
 
GPA will be requesting a tour of site, if members of the community wish to be included please let us know. 
 


