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1. Attendance: 25+ residents as per attendance book, Cr Danny Said (Mayor), Cr 
Noel D’Souza, Chris Hanson – No More Incinerators, Matraville 
Precinct, Josh Hay, Manager Communications, Stella Agagiotis, 
Manager Strategic Planning, Jo Chittick minute taker.  

2. Welcome and 
Acknowledgment 
of Country 

Peter welcomed everyone to the Zoom meeting and gave the 
Acknowledgement of Country. 
There were some technical problems with the first Zoom meeting, 
and a new meeting was created, commencing at at 7.30pm. 
 

3. Apologies: Cr Carlos Da Rocha, Rose McMillan  
4. Declaration of 
interests: 

Peter is a member of Botany Cogeneration Plant Community 
Reference Group (Suez and Opal Paper and Recycling, B9 Mill, 
Matraville). 
Peter and Charles are members of Botany Mill Community Liaison 
Group (Opal Paper and Recycling,). 

5. Minutes of 
previous meeting  

The minutes of the March meeting were distributed by email and 
were accepted. 
Susan Graham/Chris Hanson CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY  

6. Stella Agagiotis 
– Manager, 
Strategic Planning, 
Randwick City 
Council 

What the future holds with regard to Little Bay Cove site 
 
Stella Agagiotis, Manager Strategic Planning updated the meeting on 
the aftermath of the Sydney Eastern City Planning Panel decision on 
17 June to reject Meriton’s request for a Rezoning Review for 1406-
1408 Anzac Parade, Little Bay (Little Bay Cove). Stella gave a 
rundown on the courses of action open to Meriton. 
 
Council had endorsed a masterplan for the site some years ago, 
similar to that for the Prince Henry site. After Meriton purchased the 
site, they looked at changes and lodged a rezoning request to council 
which rejected it. 
 
Meriton sought permission to increase building heights and density. 
The Panel assessed the Meriton Proposal as not acceptable, stating 
that: 

• There is no strategic context for the proposed scale and 
pattern of residential development  

• Additional hotel and commercial uses are not in context 
• The Proposal is not aligned with planning and transport 

strategy 
• The Proposal does not have site specific merit. 

Because council refused the request, under the act Meriton could 



seek a review of council’s decision. 
 
Council has not heard from Meriton and is in contact with the 
Department of Planning to see if there is any indication Meriton will 
appeal. Meriton’s options are to walk away and sell the site, or submit 
a new planning proposal more aligned to the level of density 
expected by Council and the Planning Panel for the site. 
 
Questions 
 
SG - now that they’ve been to planning panel, do they not have to 
deal with Council now? SA - If they lodge a new plan, they have to 
lodge with Council and go through the same process. Council 
planners would review it, put it to the design panel, then put a report 
to Council for decision. If it’s supportive, the process starts, with 
formal public exhibition of the proposal. 
 
PF – Could Meriton come back with a new proposal, going for say 12 
storeys? SA - Yes, they could. But they would have to give careful 
consideration to why their original was refused in the first place 
before submitting a plan that was quite similar. It takes time and 
money to go through the process again. 
 
SG – Their only option is the masterplan that’s already approved. 
That mentioned it meets criteria, heritage requirements, site specific, 
etc. SA – it does say that. The Panel would be very specific, say 
that’s the density expected. If Meriton said it still meets the broad 
recommendation, they could put that in. It’s for Meriton to consider. 
 
Peter and Bill Burst thanked Stella and congratulated her and the 
Council Planning team on a their work on this difficult proposal. 
 

7. Maria Poulos – 
Save Yarra Bay 

Save Yarra Bay - Kamay Ferry proposal update 
 
Maria updated the meeting on the Kamay Ferry proposal for wharf 
infrastructure and a ferry service from La Perouse to Kurnell. Save 
Little Bay is opposed to the plan to reinstate the service. The EIS was 
released on public exhibition and closed last week but is still taking 
late submissions. 
 
The Save Yarra Bay group believes it is a “ferry to nowhere” and that 
the EIS fails to provide a business case for the ferry. The cost 
benefits are not apparent. The only way the infrastructure could 
achieve financial viability is by commercial use of the new wharves 
for other purposes such as trips for passengers from cruise ships 
berthed at a Botany Bay cruise terminal. 
 
The argument that the proposal is a reinstatement of the traditional 
ferry wharf which was swept away in 1974 doesn’t stack up. This 
proposal involves a massive overdevelopment at La Perouse –– a 
wharf 180 metres long, 4 metres high with a 40 x 10 metre wharf 
head at the end. It will affect Frenchmans Beach and the views 
across Botany Bay. 
It proposes a ferry for 500 people and a transport hub at La Perouse 
if it goes ahead, with a recreational wharf However the EIS hasn’t 



delved into the impact of other uses for La Perouse: party boats, 
whale watching boats and tenders for cruise ships. The future of 
Frenchmans Beach and the commercialisation of a National Park are 
not addressed. 
 
Nor does the EIS address biodiversity, protection of the environment, 
and the impact on seagrass and marine life including the endangered 
white seahorse. Fishers, divers and recreational users wrote 
submissions opposing the proposal. 
We implore council to look at the submission and address the 
environmental impacts and strongly object or at least look at 
mitigation that goes beyond what is in the submission. 
 
Traffic and parking are insufficiently addressed. A traffic survey was 
done at the height of summer. The proponents can claim we already 
have existing parking/traffic issues, so they can say they’re not 
responsible. Traffic and parking at any time will increase the existing 
problems. They say 86 more parks will be needed. 
 
Council needs to look at the fact that a business case hasn’t been 
made for operating costs or ongoing maintenance costs. There are 
no details on how much the service will be subsidised, or fare 
structures. This should raise a red flag to Council officers and 
Councillors that all is not as it may seem. 
 
Cr Said advised the matter was coming to council tomorrow and they 
will look at what’s been presented. We need more questions 
answered about the environment. Cr D’Souza was not very 
supportive of the proposal as there had not been enough thought put 
into it. 
 
Charles – added another element to the notion that the proposed 
wharf tied up with cruise terminal: a few years ago, when a similar 
proposal came up, there was a concurrent proposal for massive 
development at Kurnell involving hundreds of units, shops and a 
hotel. That would tie up with a cruise terminal and ferry wharf.– 
Transport NSW could not find a ferry operator to take this on. This 
has happened several times, with past proposals being abandoned 
when the proponent couldn’t find an operator to take it on because of 
the doubtful economics. Now it is proposed to go ahead without a 
ferry operator being identified and committed to operate the service. 
That adds suspicion to the whole thing. 
 
Maria – There are three items on tomorrow’s council agenda: 
 
 A Motion on the impact on fisheries, on fishers, seabed and sea 

grasses. 
 Commercialisation of public spaces, land, public services, 

national park. 
 Endorsement of Randwick submissions. 

She urged residents to write to council if they have strong views. 
 
Gross pollutant drain - dumped truckloads of dirt 



 
Geoff Clifton advised that six weeks ago, when the gross pollutant 
drain was dug out near the Boatshed Cafe, truckloads of dirt were 
dumped and the tracked loader chewed up the reserve. (Opposite 
No. 17, where we cross the road to the reserve, half way between the 
fig trees and footpath). 
Cr Said undertook to look into the removal of the dirt. 
 

8. Opal Paper Mill 
Cogeneration plant 
("the incinerator" 
proposal) 
 

Chris Hanson gave a brief history on the SUEZ incinerator proposal 
for Matraville: In the local context, SUEZ is proposing a Cogeneration 
plant to provide steam and power for the Opal paper mill. It is 
significant, even though the scale of the plant is quite small. If the 
SUEZ proposal gets up, it will send a signal to other industrial users 
that they can have one as well. These plants don’t have to be huge. 
They are scalable package plants. They can build, deliver and run it. 
We’re afraid that SUEZ would gladly supply fuel to run the waste 
incinerator and provide personnel, to make an attractive business 
case. In addition, Orica’s Botany industrial site has lots of spare land. 
It’s a real risk that in a few years, it wouldn’t only be Opal that would 
be running an incinerator. 
 
The other angle – we’ve got a broken planning system in NSW, a 
situation where the Energy from Waste policy released facilitates this 
type of plant. SUEZ says it’s not like the nasty ones proposed for 
Western Sydney, we’re quite tiny, a modern incinerator with filtration, 
everything’s modern, the latest equipment, nothing to worry about. 
However No More Incinerators knows of no filtration system in the 
world that is capable of filtering out nano particles. They carry tiny 
amounts of pollutants, persistent organic pollutants that build up in 
your system and cross the blood brain barrier, into the blood stream, 
building up over time. 
 
In the broader context, even if everything was fine, with no health 
issues, the incinerator would be generating carbon dioxide What’s the 
alternative? Circular economy - design and manufacture products to 
be reused. Industry and equipment can be made in NSW, to 
reinvigorate manufacturing, jobs, sales, marketing. This could 
generate thousands of skilled jobs. 
 
Bill – the bottom line, no one wants a 60-meter incinerator 100 metres 
from residential backyards. Dioxins, etc. accumulated in the soil could 
end up affecting generations ahead. 
 
Chris – dioxins are very, very toxic. Take agent orange as an 
example. The contaminant that caused the issue was the trace 
contaminant. Even now it is causing birth defects and could be for 
another 7-10 generations. We need leadership from state 
government to create a circular economy. 
 
Peter – considering the various winds that blow across our precinct, 
whatever is released from the stack will blow all over Sydney. Have 
you done any work with the Total Environment Centre, to get them 
engaged? Considering wind patterns, it’s not just a local problem. 
 
Chris – Yes, we’ve done some modelling. See Facebook page. 



Modelled – five incinerators planned for Sydney basin. If we have 
burn offs, smoke sits in the basin. The entire Sydney basin will be 
covered. Exposure – a week is not going to do anything but over 
time, it will have an impact. 
 
Peter – do you have any plans to further engage with broader Sydney 
wide groups? 
 
Chris – Yes, we are engaging now. At the end of May, gave evidence 
at Eastern Creek incinerator hearing. We do liaise with other groups. 
There is some very good resource information. 
 
We need everyone to write to local member, ministers Matt Kean and 
Rob Stokes, to express dissatisfaction. Once the EIS goes on public 
display, we will ask everyone to respond to that. 
 
Please don’t think Matraville Precinct and community alone will fix 
this. It’s a numbers game. For the Eastern Creek appeal at Land and 
Environment Court (LEC), we had over 800 unique submissions. You 
don’t need to be a technical expert, just put it in your words. We have 
plenty of information to draw on. 
 
 We are calling for volunteers, get on our website, nominate what 

you prefer to do. Work within Covid guidelines. 
 We have a Go Fund Me page and are using money to generate 

collateral to get the message out.  
 Media – under Covid guidelines for Randwick LGA, we can still 

deliver letterbox flyers. We want to take the message to the rest 
of the LGA. We have a banner on La Perouse Pony Club fence.  

 Council to install more posters on bins in Matraville shopping area 
and also for other LGA shopping areas, beaches, parks.  

 We are selling t-shirts.  

Peter asked Chris about his estimation on the capabilities of the EPA 
to deal with this? If the proposal goes ahead, it’s their job to write the 
licence and supervise compliance. Chris – that is a long way down 
the track. If there is sufficient objection in the community, it goes to 
the LEC. 
 
NMI CONTACTS Website: www.nomoreincinerators.com 
NMI Petition: 
https://www.change.org/Stop_commercial_incinerator_in_Matraville_
2020 
Go Fund Me Campaign: https://gofund.me/28af33dc 
Facebook: https://www.facebook.com/NoMoreIncinerators/ 
Instagram: https://www.instagram.com/no_more_incinerators/ 
Twitter: https://twitter.com/No_Incinerators  
Email address: nomoreincinerators@gmail.com  
For those who don’t wish to donate via Go Fund Me, our bank 
account is: 
St George Bank, Maroubra Junction 
No More Incinerators Inc BSB: 112 879 Acc: 453 595 086 
 
Chris provided the following links: 



 
 to find out about how a circular economy would work go to Zero 

Waste OZ: https://zerowasteaustralia.org/zero-waste-solutions/ 
 NMI fact sheet: 

https://nomoreincinerators.wordpress.com/resources/ The info 
flyer currently on the NMI website is downloadable. 
 

For further links – please see document emailed separately. 
 
Resolution 23082021(1): That the Bays & Beaches Precinct 
endorses and supports the Matraville Precinct’s campaign to stop 
Suez building any incinerator in the Randwick LGA. Chris/Charles 
CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 
 
Peter thanked Chris and Leela for their contribution. 
 

9. News and 
reports from 
Chairpersons 

Peter: 
 
 Thanks to Noel D’Souza for the notice re hazard reduction burn 

planned for Wednesday 25/8, behind Little Conglong Beach. The 
park, walking tracks and trails will be closed on the day and for 
several days after the burn until assessed as safe. Bushwalking, 
general walking may not be possible on the day and several days 
after. If conditions aren’t favourable, the burn could be postponed. 

 
 Meet the candidates for council elections – postponed due to 

election postponement. New dates: nominations open 25 October 
and close 3 November. 22-29 November prepoll and i-Voting. 
Election date 4 December.  Sometime closer, after 25/10 we will 
try to reschedule a meet the candidates at a precinct meeting and 
invite questions from the floor to candidates. 

 
 Combined precinct meeting – the GM advised the FOGO program 

is going extremely well in RCC. The amount of red bin waste 
produced and exported to landfill has been reduced by weight by 
26%. Of the waste put into green bins (FOGO waste) the 
contamination rate was a very pleasing rate 1-2%. The new 
system is working very well and Council General Manager There 
Manns is extremely pleased with the community’s adoption of the 
new system which is saving Council (and ultimately ratepayers) a 
lot of money. This is an example of the Circular economy. 

Charles 
 Reiterated Maria’s comment that the Department of Planning is 

still taking submissions for the Kamay ferry proposal. He urged 
anyone who has concerns to make a submission. 

 
Other Business: Bus service changes 

 
Carol asked for an update following the May meeting when 



representatives from Transport addressed our questions re 
timetables. 
 
Cr Said advised that although it’s gone quiet due to COVID, the 
changes are still happening. Private companies are being selected. 
Cr D’Souza further advised that he has also heard it’s going ahead 
and workers have been given termination notices. He believes that 
following the feedback at the last meeting at Prince Henry Centre, 
certain routes such as L94 and 394 are being reassessed. 
 
La Perouse toilet block  
 
Carol Abela raised the issue of the relocation of the toilet block at La 
Perouse and the history and various options were discussed, 
including cutting a new structure into the hillside so that it did not 
impact street level views. Carol will do more research and bring a 
motion to the next meeting. 
 
Josh advised that Council has endorsed a design concept for toilets 
and is developing plans for a DA.  The next stage is community 
consultation as part of the DA process. 
 
Cr Said advised that there is a proposal to build toilets on the Coast 
Golf Course at Little Bay, on the council agenda tomorrow night  
 
Peter thanked councillors, guest speakers and everyone who 
attended the meeting. 
 

10. Meeting 
closed: 

9.14pm 

11. Next meeting: Monday 27 September, 7pm Zoom meeting (to be confirmed)  
 


