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1. As required by the Resource Management Act, the DCC continues to operate the Green Island landfill within the terms of the expired consents until a decision on replacement consents is received.
2. Historical and ongoing environmental monitoring shows no discernible impact from the Green Island Landfill on stream or estuarine water quality or ecology. It is acknowledged that increasing the monitored parameters would improve the quality of the monitoring dataset.  Capping can only be applied to completed sections of landfill. It is the leachate collection system that prevents leachate from escaping into the wider environment, and the Green Island landfill leachate collection system discharges directly into the main sewer to the Green Island Wastewater Treatment Plant.
3. This comment ignores landfill revenue received by the DCC, which can be used to finance ongoing operational and interest costs etc.
4. A landfill gas collection system can begin to be established after the initial 2 or 3 years of operation of a municipal landfill. The emissions from Smooth Hill will be significantly lower in comparison to Green Island due to the removal of most of the food and garden waste from the waste stream, further assisted by the removal of some construction and demolition wastes (e.g., timber) from the waste stream.
5. The financial model used in the Smooth Hill Business Case included modelling for low waste volumes. Low waste volumes also result in a significant increase in the usable life of the landfill.
6. The Smooth Hill landfill will be built to modern standards, including consideration of significant seismic events, which will reduce the risks as much as possible; however, the effects of an AF8 event on the transport network are likely to be significant, making transport of waste over 200 km to an alternative landfill extremely difficult.
7. The conditions for Smooth Hill include measures to prevent a bird population from establishing on the site, and DCC and Dunedin Airport are working collaboratively on ensuring that these measures will be effective.
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8. Council is not aware of any such offer, or of a logistics provider with an available hydrogen powered truck fleet.
9. Estimates cannot be verified, but these figures are based on 10 years (refer comment 4 above) and appear to ignore the removal of most food and garden waste (plus timber wastes) from the waste stream.
10. Agreed, these figures are incorrect and differ significantly from those provided to Council during preparation of the Smooth Hill business case.

[image: ]

11. Council is not aware of any formal 35 year offer from AB Lime. Currently the only class 1 landfill in South Canterbury is the Timaru District Council’s Redruth landfill, which does not accept large quantities of waste from outside of the Timaru district.  This statement may be a reference to the new Taiko landfill in South Canterbury which is currently a class 2 facility (i.e., construction and demolition waste) and is unable to accept domestic household waste. Canterbury Environmental Solutions | Reshaping Civil & Construction Waste
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Future Dunedin

An open letter to the Councillors and Ratepayers of Dunedin City.

Building the Smooth Hill Landfill requires $92,000,000 of unnecessary capital
expenditure and debt for Dunedin City.

Future Dunedin has been provided vith information that i iffcut toreconcil it a recent council  +  The decision isinconsistent with the DCC's waste minimisation gosls:
deciion o build a new Il at Smooth Hi.

- The decision is Inconsistent with the DCC's carbon z6ro policy.
Buiding s new landfi at Smooth Hil i estimated by the DCC to cost ratepayers $921

- The resource consent forthe exstng landil at Green Isand has expired and the DCC has accepled
This money wil e borowed and add $92M o the core counci dabt before 2030, that his landi ke 0 be leaching foxc waste ino the Kaikora Estuary:

Future Dunedin belioves that this capital expendiure and debtis umecessary whena - Buiing a new landiil at Smooth Hil exposes Dunedin Ciy o unnecessary financia,acological and
Cheaper sater opton existe Safety risks long with creating an intergenerationa iabltyfor centuries o come.
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Option 3.

AB Lime has operated a world best praciice, class
11andfil near Winton in Southland since 2003, AB
Lime have put a proposal to the DCC to accept

all of Dunedin's municipal waste and could start
doing so immediately. The landiill at Winton
already accepts all of Southland's and North
Otago’s municipal waste. AB Lime could take all of
Southland’s and Otago's municipal waste. including
Dunedin's waste, at its Winton landfil for the

next 190 years.

AB Lime capture 90% of the gas emissions from
its landfill and will soon use these emissions to
generate electricity, as the DCC does now at Green
Island. But it takes many years for a new landfil
to have the mass required to begin capturing
its emissions, 5o for many years a new landill at

Smooth Hillwil release al o its emissions into
the atmosphere incurring significant cost to the
DCC under the emissions trading scheme. These
‘emissions wil negate many other carbon zero
initatives that the DCC has in place.

Both the Smooth Hill and the Winton proposals
require a resource recovery centre and a
transfer station to continue operating from
GreenIsland. The additional transport emissions
created by six trucks a day travelling to Winton
rather than Smooth Hill has been used as a
justifcation for preferring Smooth Hil, But these
transport emissions are miniscule compared to

the landfil emissions from Smooth Hill -
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Transport Emissions | tonnes persnnum | Smooth i o5 Wnton s
Landfi Emisaions Tonnes perannum | Smooth Hil 15.000" Witon 27%0
Tota Emisions Tonnes persnnum | Smooth Hat 1509 Wnton £

“untillandfill mass allows capture in ten years plus.

Within Te Rananga o Ngai Tahu there are five
Papatipu Rinanga that include land within their
boundaries which lies south of the Waitaki River.

+ TeRananga 0 Waihao - includes Oamaru.
- TeRananga o Moeraki

- Te Rananga o Otakou

- Hokonui Runanga

- Awarua Rananga

The AB Lime facilty lies within the Hokonui
Ronanga and currently accepts waste from
‘Wainao, Moeraki, Hokonui and Awarua
Runanga areas.

There is cultural sensiiviy around sending waste
from Te Rananga o Otakou to Hokonui Runanga.
“Tnis sensitvty i not only elt by Mana Whenua
and must be considered as partof ths decision.

Cost Comparison
The following assumptions are made.

~ Smooth Hill wil be built on budget
for $92,000,000.

- The interest rate on the borrowing to build
Smooth Hill via LGFA at 4.5% per annum,
and that this cost is applied to Smooth Hil

+ Thefacilty will be depreciated at
5% per annum.

+ The cost of the Green Island landfill has
already been written off.

+ That Dunedin's municipal waste to landil
s 35,000 tonnes per annum
(2024 volume).

Cost per tonne once waste has arrived at Green Island.
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B Lime have offered the DCC a 35 year The AB Lime proposal afso allows Dunedin Cityto The AB Lime proposal would also allow Dunedin
with costincreases capped o cpi TREFEISE avoid the consicerabl, nterge skof  City o avoid $92 millon of captal expense and
Second class 113Nl GPUOMINSOUN CANEISAY,  bulcing a new landiil 3t Smooth Hil, aong with the  Gebt at a time when the demands on the city an
that could also be considered, alongside financial isks posed by faling volumes of waste as. s ratepay never been greater T
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plant ais0 n Sout

andiilis against the principles o Karikitange.

Future Dunedin encourages the community to engage with the DCC on th

n - $92Mof capial expenditure and debt for
Dunedin City i avoiced.

A saving of $6720,000 per annumin costto
Dunedin ratepayers from fandiitcisposal
Avoldance o signifcant financial

CHBUVIDunedin may be  successful. Dunedin can also stop using the Green _renewals or the defence of South Dunedin and safety ik for Dunedin Cy.
e keeping is options open uring 3 stand landl mmediately and avoid the possiilty - Sanificanty recuced carbon emissions over 3t
 evoling future for municipal waste rather  of beng seen a5 poor guardians of the fand and . In summery,based o figures provided to Future least the next ten years.
52M into a landiil which could watr from contining 1o dump o the it for the.  Dunedin,option 3 — {0 send Dunecin City waste Immediate cessation of dumping at Green
xt fve years. Continuing 10 use the Green Isand e, offers the Island and capping of this lands 5 mIIGEE

leach e Kaikorai

sue during the upcoming

nine-year-plan process. Help us to avoid $92M of unnecessary spending and debt

at a time when we can afford it least.

Andrew Simms for Future Dunedin
and imms.conz | 0274 346 394

Authorised by Andrew Simms, 218 Bush Road, RD2, Mosgi





