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PLANNING OBJECTION 
 
5 November 2020 
 
Objection to granting an amendment to a planning permit  
 
Applicant for amendment to permit:  DANDY PREMIX QUARRIES PTY LTD 
(Grantville Sand Quarry) 
 
PERMIT APPLICATION NO. 120388-1 
 
Reasons for Objection: 
 
 

• Long-term impact on local residents.  Since the applicant’s existing permit 
was granted in August 2013, and the sand extraction quarry began operating 
in 2015, it has had a significant and negative impact on local residents. 
 
We understand the quarry is expected to have a productive life of some 30 to 
40 years, so the impact on us is long-term.   
 
Given that the applicant’s intention is to double output and double the hours of 
operation at the quarry, we can expect to endure the effects of twice the 
amount of noise and dust over the next three to four decades. 

 
The applicant claims: “The proposal to expand the quarry will have negligible 
to low impacts on the amenity and environmental values in the vicinity of the 
subject land.”   
 
This is not true.   
 

• New signalised intersection –the applicant intends to install traffic lights on 
both sides of Bass Highway.    
 
In addition to twice the noise and dust pollution, the installation of these 
traffic lights, while of benefit to the quarry operator, would have a huge 
and detrimental impact on the local residents. 
 
Why should we also have to agree to having traffic lights installed outside our 
homes on Bass Highway, which will mean cars and trucks constantly stopping 
and starting outside our homes, just so the quarry trucks can easily exit the 
quarry and turn right towards Melbourne? 

 
Further, these traffic lights will also leave local residents severely 
disadvantaged in entering and exiting their homes.    
 
Residents would be unnecessarily stopped by traffic lights before we could 
access our homes.  And when heading to Grantville or Melbourne, we would 
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be stopped unnecessarily at the end of the service road as we enter Bass 
Highway. 
 
Traffic on Bass Highway is increasing significantly, and these planned traffic 
lights will needlessly cause driver frustration and the risk of traffic accidents – 
all because the quarry wants its trucks to take a faster route to Melbourne. 

 
There is no real need for these traffic lights to be installed.  The only one to 
benefit would be the quarry operator.  But the local residents would be 
detrimentally impacted – once again. 

 
• Doubling of truck traffic and brake noise, day and night – the quarry 

anticipates it will double the number of trucks it has – from 120 currently to 
240 trucks, generating 240 truck movements to and from Melbourne each 
day, on the Bass Highway.   It claims that over a 16-hour day, we can expect 
some 15 truck movements an hour. 

 
The noise from all these trucks and their brakes will have a huge impact on 
our quality of life, as residents living near the quarry.  And this will further 
impact us because the quarry intends to have the trucks on the road not only 
during the day, but also during the night.   
 
The Council has an obligation to ensure the local residents’ rights are taken 
into consideration, and the impact all this would have on them. 

 
• Hours of operation to be doubled – the applicant intends to: 

 
o double the hours of operation,  
o double the output of the quarry, and 
o double its product distribution levels.  

 
Operating hours for the quarry are currently 6 a.m. to 6 p.m., Monday to 
Friday, and 6 a.m. to 1 p.m. on Saturdays. 
 
There are currently no operations or truck movements on Sundays or Public 
Holidays. 
 
By contrast, the new hours of operation are: 
 
Monday to Friday:  start time is 6 a.m. each day, with finish times varying from 
6 p.m. to 10 p.m. to 2 a.m. (ie until the early hours of the morning). 
 
Saturday:  start time is 6 a.m., with finish times varying from 1 p.m. to 4 p.m. 
to 10 p.m. 

 
The applicant claims to have “a high degree of dust control” at the quarry.  
What does this mean, exactly?   
 
The applicant also claims that “experience has shown this is not a significant 
issue for current operations.”  As local residents, we disagree. 
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Commercial and industrial operators with potential adverse off-site impacts 
have a responsibility to ensure their operations are not endangering the 
community, human health and safety. 
 
Using or developing land must be compatible with adjoining and nearby land 
uses. 
 
Noise and dust emissions must not give rise to detrimental off-site impacts.   
 
According to the applicant, such impacts on residents “should not occur.”  For 
residents, that is not a sufficient commitment.  If they do occur, how will 
residents be compensated? 
 
According to the Work Authority, the permit holder must avoid causing 
unacceptable noise.   
 
The quarry has been causing unacceptable noise for years, and now they 
intend to double production levels, double their hours of operation, and double 
the number of trucks they will have on Bass Highway.  This is totally unfair to 
us as local residents. 
 
The Work Authority also states that the permit holder must prevent a dust 
release that causes adverse impacts to the surrounding area and residents. 

 
We therefore do not understand how the Council can agree to: 
 

o doubling the hours of operation of the quarry, 
o doubling the output of the quarry,  
o doubling the noise,  
o doubling the dust, and  
o doubling the number of trucks on Bass Highway.   

 
• Unacceptable noise levels - while the applicant claims to have kept noise to 

acceptable levels, this is not the case.   
 
And the new proposed hours WILL adversely impact residents even more.   
 
The applicant claims: “The risk of detrimental noise impacts to neighbours is 
low.”   
 
What proof do we have of this?   
 
Noise from the quarry does in fact have significant adverse impacts on local 
residents.  But neither the quarry operator nor the Council is doing anything to 
remedy this.   

 
• Air quality management – The applicant claims that: “Provided the dust 

management control plan is implemented, dust emissions should not have 
any significant adverse impacts on local amenity.”   
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But there is nothing in the application to substantiate this. 

 
The applicant claims the quarry is designed to provide “a high degree of dust 
control.” 

 
What proof do we have of this?   
 
And if the quarry’s dust emissions do in fact continue to have significant and 
increasingly adverse impacts on the local community, who will compensate us 
as residents?  Who will take remedial action?  The quarry operator?  What will 
the Council do to help residents? 
 

• Intention to extract sand from beneath the water table – apparently it is 
the applicant’s intention to work to an extraction depth of 88 metres beneath 
the water table.   
 
We have serious concerns about the impact this may have on the surrounding 
area.  What effect will this have on Westernport Bay?  Will this result in land 
instability in the surrounding area?  If it does, who will compensate the 
residents?  Who will restore the local environment? 
 
The applicant claims: “The proposal is not likely to result in geotechnical or 
ground stability-related hazards for public receptors surrounding the quarry 
site.”   
 
What proof do we have of this?  And if hazards do result, who will 
compensate the residents? And who will restore the environment? 
 

• Surface water management – we understand drainage from the quarry goes 
into a tributary of Deep Creek. 
 
A “comment” included in the application to Council reads: “The proposed 
expansion of the extraction activities will have no significant or detrimental 
impact on the hydrological characteristics of the lower reaches of Deep Creek.   
Therefore, Westernport Bay and its environs will not be impacted.”  
 
There is no proof or substantiation for this.  What statement of fact is this 
“comment” based on?  We need to know that the environmental health of 
Westernport Bay and its coastal area/foreshore is protected.  
 
How do we know the quarry operator will comply with requirements to protect 
and restore coastal areas and marine life in Westernport Bay?  They say they 
comply, but they do not provide any substantiation.   
 
The applicant claims: “Sediment or nutrient-laden stormwater will not enter the 
local waterways.”   
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Who – other than the quarry operators – will be checking the stormwater from 
the quarry to ensure it meets required standards before it enters our 
waterways? 
 
Protecting our water quality is paramount.  We need proof that they really 
are protecting our local waterways, and if they aren’t, who is going to 
compensate the residents and restore the local environment, its waterways, 
and Westernport Bay? 

 
• This quarry is operating on zoned farmland 

 
It is unclear to us why the quarry was given Council approval to operate on 
land zoned clearly as farmland. 
 
We would understand if it was zoned industrial, but we do not understand how 
a sand quarry is allowed to operate on farmland. 
 

• Community Engagement Plan – apparently such a plan exists to inform the 
community of the sand quarry’s activities.   
 
It apparently provides for ongoing community engagement – enquiries, 
complaints, and response to same by the company.   
 
But until we read the applicant’s proposal, we were unaware of this plan and 
have certainly seen no evidence of its existence. 
 
In fact, residents are generally fobbed off whenever they call the quarry. 

  
What does that say about their Community Engagement Plan? 

 
 
How we will be affected if an amended permit is granted: 

 
• New signalised intersection on Bass Highway – if this were to proceed, we 

would be subjected to intolerable levels of noise pollution.   
 
The noise from the trucks and other traffic stopping and starting constantly 
through the day and night would have a severe effect on residents and is 
something we should not be expected to tolerate. 
The installation of traffic lights on Bass Highway would mean traffic would be 
constantly stopped to allow for trucks leaving the quarry and heading 
for Melbourne. 

 
By doubling their trucks from 120 to 240, the quarry operator claims there will 
be 240 truck movements on Bass Highway every day.    
 
He claims that over a 16-hour day, we can expect some 15 truck movements 
every hour.   
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This translates to one truck movement every 4 minutes.  Over a 16-hour 
day – 6 a.m. to 10 p.m. – Monday through Saturday. 

 
The normally continuous flow of highway traffic will be stopped frequently and 
consistently – every four minutes – day and night. 

 
Further, the installation of traffic lights on Bass Highway will leave local 
residents severely disadvantaged in entering and exiting their homes.    
 
Why should we be unnecessarily stopped by traffic lights before we can 
access our homes?  And when heading to Grantville or Melbourne, why 
should we be stopped unnecessarily at the end of the service road as we 
enter Bass Highway? 
 
Traffic on Bass Highway is increasing significantly, and these planned traffic 
lights will needlessly cause driver frustration and the risk of traffic accidents – 
all because the quarry wants its trucks to take a faster route to Melbourne. 

 
• We would be exposed to twice the noise levels from twice the number of 

trucks and truck brakes on Bass Highway, coming to and from the quarry, day 
and night.  
 

• We would be exposed to twice the amount of noise and twice the amount of 
dust, coming from the quarry.  

 
• If the quarry extracts huge quantities of sand from under the water table, as is 

its intention, we are concerned this may have an impact on surrounding land 
stability, and even the coastal areas of Westernport Bay, which is so close to 
the quarry. 

 
• Water runoff from the quarry runs into a tributary of Deep Creek, which in turn  

runs into Westernport Bay.   Who checks to make sure this runoff is clean/at 
an acceptable standard?  The quarry is supposed to check, but who checks 
the quarry? 
 
If the environment is damaged by the quarry, it needs to be held responsible 
for restoring it.  Will the local council be responsible for ensuring this will 
happen? 
 

• The local residents of Grantville are living across the Bass Highway from the 
quarry. 
 
The land where the quarry is operating is zoned farmland. 
 
We do not understand why the quarry was given Council approval to operate 
on land that is clearly zoned farmland. 
 
We would understand if it was zoned industrial, but we do not understand how 
a sand quarry is allowed to operate on farmland. 
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Clarification on this would be very helpful. 
 
 

• In short, we need to find a balance between the needs of the local residents 
and the needs of the quarry operator. 
 
The quarry should not take priority over the needs of the local residents, 
who are finding their standard of living increasingly threatened by the 
operations of the quarry. 
 
The applicant’s intention to double the quarry output, and all the implications 
that come with that – as outlined in this document – will have a severe impact 
on the local residents’ quality of life, yet there has been no consideration of 
the residents and the impact this will have on their lives. 
 
The quarry operator claims to have a Community Engagement Plan 
for the quarry.  It apparently exists to inform the community of the sand 
quarry’s activities.   
 
It apparently provides for ongoing community engagement – enquiries, 
complaints, and response to same by the company.   

 
But in fact, residents are generally fobbed off whenever they call the 
quarry.  
 

 What does that say about their Community Engagement Plan? 
 

If the intended expansion of the quarry is to proceed, this Community 
Engagement Plan must be activated, and we as residents must be able to 
have a real dialogue with the company.  The company must respond to our 
concerns if the quarry and the residents are to co-exist.  
 
While the residents’ expectations need to be realistic, the quarry operator also 
needs to make every effort to minimise disruption to our lives. 

 
We ask that the Council and the applicant reconsider some of their 
plans, in particular the installation of traffic lights on Bass Highway.  
This would have a detrimental effect on local residents. 
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