
EPDCustomerservices@act.gov.au  
 
REPRESENTATION IN OBJECTION TO EIS201900001 FOR HI-QUALITY INTEGRATED 
RESOURCE FACILITY IN FYSHWICK. 
 
Why not in Windellema? 
 
On the 15th July the Federal Government announced a $21 million grant to boost 
recycling efficiencies at the ACT Materials Recovery Facility at Hume. 
 
“The joint Commonwealth and ACT Government funding is part of the Australian 
Government’s $190 million Recycling Modernisation Fund, set up to expand the nation’s 
recycling capacity in preparation for the waste export bans that come into force next 
year.  Upgrades to the ACT Materials Recovery Facility will mean better separation of 
waste and less contamination.  Federal Minister for the Environment Sussan Ley joined 
Minister Steel at Hume to announce the partnership and said the upgrade would create 
a higher quality recycled product that adds value and reduces the amount of waste 
ending up in landfill.  The Hume facility receives ‘yellow bin’ co-mingled recyclable 
waste from ACT household collections, six ACT Regional Drop-Off Centres, commercial 
operators and material from five regional councils – Queanbeyan-Palerang Regional 
Council, Snowy Mountains Council, Yass Valley Regional Council, Bega Valley Shire 
Council and Upper Lachlan Shire Council.” 
 
Regional cooperation is to be applauded.  However, this cooperation is best between the 
ACT government and the regional councils as announced above.  It is not an invitation to 
private waste contractors to bring waste across our borders from unknown areas 
outside these regions and claim “regional co-operation.”  It is very concerning that the 
source or origin of the wastes that Hi-Quality is proposing to bring into the heart of 
Fyshwick has not been disclosed.  If, as it appears, this waste will come from areas 
further than the neighbouring councils then surely it would be best if it went to the 
nearest landfill or integrated recycling facility which must be in the first instance 
Windellama.  I note in the EIS that Hi-Quality has several of these, one in Sydney.  They 
should be asked to explain, with sound environmental not commercial reasons, why 
their landfill at Windellama is not suitable for the construction of an Integrated 
Resource Recovery Facility.  I assume Windellama would be able to provide necessary 
buffers to protect people and vulnerable natural resources from the significant adverse 
pollution it is going to create. 
 
I request the Planning Authority to refuse this EIS.  There is no perceived benefit for the 
people of Canberra or the ACT Government. 
 
Sincerely, 
 

mailto:EPDCustomerservices@act.gov.au
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Information update for meet with ACT Greens – 10.45 to 11.15am, 6 August 2020. 

Waste hub with integrated resource recovery for 4-16 Tennant St Fyshwick  

Background: The following list has been compiled by the Kingston and Barton Residents’ Group 
(KBRG) to inform representation to draft EIS201900001 submitted to the ACT Planning and Land 
Authority (ACTPLA) by Golder Associates Pty Ltd on behalf of the developer, Hi Quality Group 
Pty Ltd. Notification for public representations closes on 17 September 2020. 

The location of the proposed waste hub is a 10 hectare site at 6-14 Tennant St Fyshwick next to 
the Molonglo River (463m distance) and 123m from a designated wetland (see Development 
MAPi- ACT Gov). Lease documents confirm the site was purchased from Rocla for $8million. 
This is the site of the former Monier and Rocla concrete batching operations. It is believed that 
Rocla closed for concrete production around 2015.  

Hi Qual has quarry and waste operations in Melbourne and Sydney. At Windellama, Minda 
landfill, 90km from Canberra, Hi Qual under NSW Environment Protection Licence 10398 at 2015 
is allowed to accept 60,000tpa of general solid waste (non putrescible), no more than 60,0000tpa 
of asbestos waste, no more than 60,000tpa of tyres and any waste received N/A onsite that is 
below licensing thresholds in Schedule 1 of the POEO Act, as in force from time to time. 

EIS201900001 identifies the following waste streams to be handled at the Tennant St site 
annually (note that sources of this waste are not identified). Details of the processes and 
techniques used for these streams is unclear. Holding ponds are not clearly explained.  

The document appears to downsize or hide and certainly does not explain the possible 
production of more than 300,000tpa of Refuse Derived Fuel/Processed Engineered Fuel 
(RDF/PEF) pellets for incineration outside of the ACT or for export. RDF/PEF production involves 
using waste previously destined for landfill. This dry waste of high calorific value including 
plastics cannot be recycled. But in a shredded or pelletised form is baled for transfer or export to 
be incinerated in cement kilns or used as a source of energy in power stations and waste to 
energy facilities. The proposed Fyshwick operation apparently replaces the Wetherill Park plant 
to become the largest PEF production in Australia (see note below). The draft EIS201900001 
accepts that the Hi Qual proposal will affect the collection of dry waste at the Mugga landfill. 

Issues of concern with regard to the intended waste streams: This is landfill waste being 
brought into Fyshwick and the ACT Government’s Mugga Lane landfill will be financially 
impacted. Hi Qual is a waste company with a history of non-compliance in NSW. The company 
has previously been fined for multiple incidents on a number of occasions for breaches which 
included stockpiling of waste, exceeding the authorised limit, accepting waste that was not 
allowed at the landfill site, not covering waste and not paying waste levies.  

The Hi Quality Group’s draft EIS shares the same failings as the MRF proposed by CRS for 16 
Ipswich St Fyshwick. It lacks clarity, is vague (deliberately?) and inconsistent e.g. volumes of 
waste, hours of operation, source of waste “predominantly from the ACT” or from interstate 
including from the Hi Qual Minda Landfill at Windellama. It is difficult to gain an accurate 
description of all the waste to be handled; 

• 40,000 tonnes of wood waste – “The Project expects to burn approximately 31,000 tonnes 
of clean wood per annum” The burning of the wood has been abandoned.  It will now be 
chipped for the landscaping element of the business. However it appears that about 75% of it 
will end up in landfill at Windellema; 

• 5,000 tonnes of grease trap waste – “4,500 tonnes discharge to sewer is expected per 
annum.” “The residual sludge waste will be removed from site by tankers for disposal to an 
appropriately licensed facility;” which is not specified; 

• 30,000 tonnes of drilling mud – “21,000 tonnes of recovered solids would be transferred to 
the onsite Soil Processing and Recovery Facility. Approximately 9,000 kL of liquid waste 
would be tested and classified for use on site for dust suppression or discharged to sewer 
under a Trade Waste Agreement;”  We need to ask for the exact source of this drilling mud. It 
is described as “hydroexcavation”. If other sources will be allowed then we could be looking 
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at the mud from gas wells and the associated fracking chemicals. Drilling mud is Class A 
Liquid waste; 

• 5,000 tonnes of “Oily Water” another Class A liquid waste – “2,000 tonnes of separated 
oils would be removed from the Site by a Contractor to an appropriate licensed 
facility. Approximately 3,000 tonnes of liquid waste would be tested and used for onsite dust 
suppression or discharged to sewer under a Trade Waste Agreement;” Use of these waters 
as dust suppressant must be questioned; 

• 250,000 tonnes of ‘soil’ – “Any material that is not approved for beneficial re-use would be 
removed from the Site for disposal at the Proponent’s Windellama Minda landfill site or other 
approved appropriately licensed facility;” The soil which cannot be used on site is described 
as contaminated soil.  

• 2,500 tonnes of “secured asbestos material” – “A maximum of 45 tonne per week” 
[equivalent to 2,340 tonnes per annum] “would be accepted and transported for disposal 
directly to a landfill licensed to accept asbestos waste.” There is no information or reason for 
the asbestos to be received and transferred evidently with no processing of the waste; It for 
temporary storage only. This entails double handling of that asbestos material and should be 
questioned. The EPA has previously said it does not support the double handling of asbestos 
Secured asbestos material sounds benign, but this is not the case. It is otherwise called 
ACM, Asbestos Containing Material and is found in a vast list of items. It is considered just as 
harmful as fibrous asbestos because as a waste product it has been damaged. The Minda 
Landfill at Windellama is licensed for up to 60,000tpa of asbestos.  

• 32,000 tonnes of fly ash to be used in concrete product; Flyash is highly toxic and porous 
capable of leaching its heavy metals into the environment, soil, air and water. Note the 
Hydrological study for the ElS at Appendix-J found copper, zinc and chromium in the surface 
water of the Molonglo river up and down stream from the site.  Flyash is used in concrete 
batching which reflects on the history of the site under Rocla. Hi Qual maintains other 
sources but no other heavy industry was in that area of Fyshwick. 

• 250,000 tonnes of Construction and Demolition (C&D) and dry Commercial and 
Industrial (C&I) waste – “17,500 tonnes per annum of residual waste” to be “disposed of to 
landfill at the proponent’s Windellema site or an appropriately licensed facility.” This is one of 
the most worrying aspects. It is proposed to crush concrete, bricks tiles, masonry to make 
aggregate for the concrete batching facility and the landscape business. Activities will emit 
large volumes (unquantified) of fugitive dust about 30% of it in the finer fractions and a large 
quantity of that as respirable silica PM5. This is concerning for the workers and the business 
neighbours in the vicinity as silica dust in stronger winds can travel more than five 
kilometres. There is a lot of literature now on the non-occupational health impacts of silica 
dust. You may not get silicosis but there are a number of other nasty illnesses associated 
with silica. Compounding this is the fact that the crushing could also release the flyash into 
the atmosphere. There will also be additional diesel fumes not contained in any building. 
None of these issues are addressed in the EIS which does not mention the word silica. 

• 200,000 tonnes of building and demolition waste to be recycled – residual waste “up to 
500 tonnes per annum which would be directed to the Proponent’s Windellema Landfill or 
other appropriately licensed facility and 14,500 tonnes per annum for beneficial reuse”.  

• 250,000 litres of admixtures (not waste) for the concrete batching plant. There are a great 
number of these chemicals and substances required. The proponent needs to be asked for 
clarification and the provision of MSDS for each one he intends to use. The flyash is an 
admixture but not in a liquid form it seems.  

Tonnage per year of the above waste streams totals 809,500 tonnes excluding the 250,000 litres 
of admixtures. Page 29 of the “Fyshwick Resource Facility – Transport Impact Assessment” 
indicates the tonnage of material processed per annum to reach 1,346,000 tonnes with no 
explanation of the discrepancy. The operation is 24/7 for 50 weeks of the year. The waste 
amount specified as 1.1million tpa and this is previously all landfill waste is far greater than the 
current amount of waste into Mugga Lane landfill. How is the waste accounted. 
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Other issues of concern: Potential harmful impacts from such a large stalled enterprise in the 
middle of a valued commercial area are; 

o Past company history of non-compliance is noted on the NSW EPA website. The NSW EPA 
Manager, Regional Waste Compliance said Hi Quality received a collection of fines reflective 
of the severity of their breaches. This landfill [Minda Landfill at Windellama] is in a sensitive 
environment where the potential for harm is a serious risk.It is disappointing that Hi Quality 
appeared not to be taking their environmental obligations seriously across a range of issues”, 
the manager said; 
 

o From 2018 statistical record there are 59 people resident in Fyshwick and this is lawful under 
the Crown leases which allow for a caretaker’s cottage as only one residence;  

o The expected traffic increases; 73 extra heavy vehicles travelling to the site each day along 
Newcastle, Barrier and Collie Streets equates to one truck entering the site every 50 
seconds;  

o The risk of odour and vermin. C&I waste may contain up to 40% putrescible waste; 

o Noise impacts from the crushing and grinding and vehicle operations on site; 

o The impact of extra dust from the predominance of unsealed roads on the site. These are to 
be wetted but the ElS is confusing about whether this will occur before the truck movements 
or after the dust has risen. Both methods are common but rely on the manager to see that 
they are actually practised. Failure to wet the roads as required is one of the most common 
complained about issues in the mining industry.  

o The issue of the stormwater and fugitive dust impacts on the Molonglo River and its 
wetland. The proponent has gone to a lot of trouble to manage the stormwater egress but he 
can do little about the fugitive dust settling over the fence and washing into the river. This is 
why we need to know the exact characterisation of the dust from the crushing operation. 

o Health impacts from increased diesel fumes which have the ability to adsorb silica emitted in 
the processing of concrete by grinding, cutting, crushing or drilling in an open air situation. 
The result is respirable crystalline silica and is deadly. 

o Fire risk is common in waste facilities; and there is also bushfire risk as occurred in January 
2020 at the Beard Recycling Centre where a “dangerous” fire closed down west Queanbeyan 
and the inner south suburb of Oaks Estate.This summer showed how dangerous this could 
be. 

o Greenhouse impacts. The diversion of waste from landfill will reduce the methane but this 
needs to be balanced with the greenhouse created by carting waste into the ACT. We need 
to know where this waste is coming from. It will affect the traffic impact not only through 
Fyshwick.  

o It is not clear how stockpiling outside the buildings is to be managed. 

 

Note 1. The Transport Impact Assessment is available on the EPSDD website regarding EIS 
processes. Open draft EIS201900001 for all documents in reply to the ACTPLA Scoping 
Document. 

Note 2. The largest resource recovery and Processed Engineered Fuel (PEF) plant in Australia 
is at Wetherill Park in Sydney and was the second facility of its type in Australia. It is owned in a 
joint venture between resource recovery company ResourceCo and Cleanaway, the plant is 
licensed to receive up to 250,000 tonnes a year of dry commercial and industrial, and mixed 
construction and demolition waste. From that amount the PEF production is 150,000tpa. 
 
Note 3. In 2020 Minda Landfill at Windellama has opened Cell 3 and will be accepting fire waste 
from the south coast. The amounts to be received under licence may have been increased. 
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PETER MOORE speech to Powerpoint Presentation No.2 Fyshwick Waste Hubs - ISCCC 

committee zoom meet with Fyshwick traders - 14 July 2020 

SLIDE 1: (MAP) The map of Fyshwick locates the Ipswich and Tennant Street major waste hubs proposed 

by Capital Recycling Solutions and the High Quality Group respectively.  

CRS will soon lodge a DA and Hi Qual’s draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) process has now 

been notified for public representations due by 17 October 2020.  

As Leo has outlined, it is imperative that note is taken of all the issues raised by the expert opinion of ARUP 

in its report on the final revised Environmental Impact Statement from CRS.  

 

WHY ARE THESE WASTE COMPANIES COMING TO FYSHWICK? 

These large interstate waste companies can operate in the ACT because ACT law permits what other 

states refuse or limit with policies, protocols and guidelines that do not exist in the ACT - which leaves us 

unprepared. They also found cheap contaminated blocks of land. 

Following are just a few examples; 

• The ACTPLA Scoping Document in the EIS directed CRS to the NSW State Environmental Planning 

Policy Number 33 known as SEPP 33. This concerns  Hazardous and Offensive Development and 

is an example of a policy we do not have;  

• There is also the Handbook for Design and Operation of Rural and Regional Transfer Stations from 

the NSW EPA. The section on choosing a site location is relevant to Fyshwick but unavailable for 

the ACT. Minister Steel has said government has no control over the location of a developer’s 

proposal;  

• Sustainability Victoria has the 2019 Better Practice Resource Recovery Centres not replicated in the 

ACT. It contains a series of fact sheets which tell operators how to handle the various waste 

streams; 

• The Queensland guideline for scrap metal facilities using fragmentisers should apply to Access 

Recycling, an associated company of CRS and adjacent to the CRS site. This company intends to 

use the rail transfer terminal;  

• The EIS process in the ACT lacks the transparency and opportunity for ongoing public 

representation provided for citizens of NSW; 

• Additionally, it appears there is sufficient commercial benefit to dump waste in the Woodlawn 

Landfill as waste from the ACT does not generate the levy charged plus gate fees as does the 

waste currently delivered by rail from the Sydney metropolitan area; 

• Hi Qual owns a landfill some 90km from Canberra; 

• The power that exists in NSW for the EPA to require those responsible for pollution or 

contamination to provide a financial assurance to secure funding for clean-up costs and to provide 

an independent assessment of these costs is not available in the ACT. 

 

SLIDE 2: (CRS SITE and cumulative impact) CRS activities are centred round Ipswich, Wiluna and 

Lithgow Streets. Already approved are; 

• The CRS rail terminal hardstand on a hectare of government land within the public rail corridor.  

• The adjoining CRS truck freight facility with hardstand for storage and loading on land 

discounted by government; 

• An additional Truck activated set of traffic lights on Ipswich St for CRS heavy vehicle exit; 

Most recently despite strong public opposition, Minister Gentleman allowed an environmental impact 

statement to proceed to the next stage of a development application for a Materials Recovery Facility at 16 

Ipswich St. The proposed CRS waste hub has the capacity to handle up to 300,000 tonnes per annum of 
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waste which is of unknown content and of unknown origin. 80% of this landfill waste received will go to 

landfill at Veolia Woodlawn 70 km away.  

Regardless of opinion on the diversion of waste from ACT or other regional landfill operations why should 

the transfer of interstate and contaminated waste take place in Fyshwick when it is alien to current trends in 

the development of Fyshwick? 

It is important to note that ACT Land and Planning assessment in the EIS process and in the DA processes 

did not account for the cumulative impacts of these major waste facilities on the environment and the health 

and safety of the community and visitors to the area.  

The ARUP Report says “the lack of a conventional cumulative impact assessment means that EIS 

information provided by CRS appears not to account for the combined emission-impacts from the proposal 

and other future committed and approved development in the area.” 

We need to demand of the government that this requirement of the Territory Plan is included in the coming 

DA for the MRF. 

The following slides show obvious cumulative impact for the workers and other sensitive receptors in the 

Fyshwick area. ACT environmental law is deficient in comparison to other states.  

The ACT Planning and Development Act contains no definition of or reference to the term “fragmentiser,” 

which is an internationally recognised description for shredders and hammermills used for processing End 

of Life Vehicles (ELVs) and other metals.  

In Queensland the separation distance for processing using this metal recycling and fragmentising 

machinery is to be 1.5km from residences. The ACT separation distance is only 500m for a scrap metal 

facility regardless of machinery.  

In NSW the toxicity of processing metal with fragmentisers is noted and legislation is to be introduced which 

seeks to better protect the environment and health and safety of humans. 

SLIDE 3: (Access car shredder) Access Recycling at 15 Lithgow St wants to change its operation from 

recycling to processing using fragmentisers. This could not happen in an open air operation so close to 

other businesses and residential areas in Queensland or in NSW without major infrastructure inclusions 

and air quality and noise monitoring. Health implications of metal processing in the inner south Canberra 

urban area have been variously dismissed in communication received from Minister Chris Steel (TCCS -

waste), Minister Rachel Stephen-Smith (Health and Urban Renewal) and Minister Mick Gentleman 

(Planning and Environment);  

• The shredder and the hammermill will operate in the open air with the shredder emitting toxic dust 

to be blown into the air; 

• Microscopic metal and plastic particulates attach to dust in the process of fragmentising metal; 

• Metallic dust would already be emitted from the mountains of cut up metal which are moved around 

the site; 

• Dust monitored in the revised air quality report for the EIS was accounted but there was no 

classification of the chemical contaminants nor their potential health impacts; 

• The ACT has the highest incidence of hay fever in Australia. The NSW Environmental Protection 

Authority has stated that the ACT/Queanbeyan area has the highest 2.5 and less particulates in the 

air, second only to metropolitan Sydney. In January this year the commission inquiring into the bush 

fires attributed 31 deaths in the ACT to smoke containing 2.5 particulates. 

SLIDE 4: (TIGERWASTE) Tigerwaste recycling and waste transfer also at 15 Lithgow St operates with no 

Environmental Authorisation and Health Minister Stephen-Smith said the Environmental Protection 

Authority would be responsible for ensuring that health standards were enforced. The EPA in the ACT has 

no management plan to ensure compliance with its authorisations. Tigerwaste crushes concrete and emits 

dust which contains 30% toxic silica falling on surrounding premises.  
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SLIDE 5: (FIRES at ACCESS) It is well-established that fires in waste facilities are more frequent and more 

intense. The metal facility in Beard has in its several years of operation experienced three toxic events and 

the Access Recycling record of fires requiring ESA attendance has risen to 8 since 2014. State of the art 

fire equipment is a standard requirement, yet due to “unexpected circumstances” fires are frequent in scrap 

metal/waste facilities.  

SLIDE 6: (HI QUAL MAP) This is the HI Quality Group’s 10 hectare site on Tennant St. The Fielder’s 
bakery across the road is operational. The ACT Conservator of Flora and Fauna has identified the wetland 
next to the site and sloping into the Molonglo River. The Hi Qual factory will operate 24/7 all year round. 
 
SLIDES 7, 8 and 9:  (WHAT IS PEF?) At Wetherill Park in Sydney, Resource Co and Cleanaway have 
Australia’s largest resource recovery and Processed Engineered Fuel plant licensed to process annually 
150,000 tonnes of fuel from commercial and industrial waste per and recovering other commodities such as 
metal, clean timber and inert materials. Through a process of shredding, screening and separating, inert 
content with no energy value is extracted while the balance of the content is converted into a dry solid fuel 
product.  
It is concerning that the PEF factory proposed for Fyshwick is to be developed as the largest in Australia 
without revealing the sources or content of waste to be trucked into Fyshwick. 
 
CONCLUSION – Where do the politicians stand in this election year? 

• It appears we trust that ACT legislation will protect us and the environment. Our politicians, in 

particular Planning Minister Gentleman, appear to support this waste train to Woodlawn as a 

solution to our increasing waste production;  

• Minister Gentleman and an ACT Environmental Protection Agency spokesperson are of the opinion 
that there is a shortage of industrial sites in the ACT. This is not substantiated by the fact that since 
1970 with ACT population doubling in the interim, the new industrial suburbs of Mitchell, Hume, 
Baird and Symonston have been established. Mugga Lane has expanded with recycling and 
integrated waste operations and has best practice landfill capacity into the next century. In the 
2011-2025 Waste Strategy and in the Waste Feasibility Study, Hume is the identified recycling and 
waste precinct. The ACT Government has identified parts of the eastern side of the ACT, known as 
Eastern Broadacre, as a potential future employment, industrial and related uses corridor. The 
Eastern Broadacre area extends from the Majura Valley to Hume and includes Symonston and the 
Jerrabomberra Valley. 

• The Barr government could have assessed the cumulative impact and could have refused CRS 

process but chose not to. Action is now urgent with the impending development application for the 

MRF shed being the next and final stage to achieving the transfer of waste at Ipswich St. The ARUP 

Report provides the data needed to help you make a strong and informed representation to the DA 

Ipswich Street.  



Kingston Arts Centre

Canberra Airport
Runway less than 2km  

ACT MAPi – 26 May 2020



Ipswich St

Harvey Norman retail

New truck activated traffic lights approved
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https://www.planning.act.gov.au/__data/assets/pdf_file/0006/1190895/DRAFT-EIS-201700053-01.pdf
26/05/2020

https://www.planning.act.gov.au/__data/assets/pdf_file/0006/1190895/DRAFT-EIS-201700053-01.pdf


ACCESS RECYCLING
Zato GF-4000 shredder

Here the Zato shredder the same 
as that proposed for 15 Lithgow 
St receives a whole car which has 
been stripped and compressed. 

Queensland distance guidelines 
for fragmentising machinery state 
1500m distance from residents 
and “sensitive uses”.

The ACT guidelines for separation 
distance fail to identify End of Life 
Vehicle (ELV) fragmentising 
processing at all. ACT scrap metal 
facilities are to be only 500m 
distance from sensitive receptors.

ZATO web 14/07/2020



TIGERWASTE

at 13 LITHGOW St 

on the same block 

as Access 

Recycling and over 

the fence from CRS

No existing EPA Authorisation available to be 
checked for compliance and health impacts.

https://www.tigerwaste.com.au/waste-transfer-station/ 20/05/2020

https://www.tigerwaste.com.au/waste-transfer-station/


Fires in metal 
recycling/processing 
facilities are common
This is one of 8 scrap metal fires since 
2014 at 15 Lithgow St. Acrid air 
smelling of burnt plastic and tyres was 
still at Wiluna St the next day.

Approval to introduce fragmentisers 
will increase toxic dust emissions at 
this location which is at a distance of;

• 800m from the Fyshwick fresh 
food markets;

• 350m to the brewery and open air 
eating at 1 Dairy Rd;

• 700m approx. to Narrabundah 
residences;

• 500m approx. to the Southside 
Village;

• 3 childcare centres within one 
kilometre.

ACT ESA web 2019



Government maps indicate adjacent wetland into the Molonglo River.

Molonglo River

Hi Qual 
waste hub

10 hectare
site

Water course to river

Fielders’ Bakery

Bunnings

Domayne

Dirty Jane’s

Tennant St

Rail line

ACT MAPi at 25/05/2020



WHAT IS PEF ?

• Processed engineered fuel production is just one of the 9 or so processes to be undertaken on the 
Tennant St site. From information in EIS201900001 it is possible that heavy vehicle movements associated 
with the RDF/PEF operations will be increased by 160,000 movements per year throughout Fyshwick.

• The dry waste of unknown content and from unknown source is pelletised/shredded for export to be 
incinerated in cement production, power stations or waste to energy facilities. The Tennant St factory is 
intended to become the largest PEF producer in Australia.



Federal Minister for the Environment at Wetherill Park with the PEF waste in the background. The 
Fyshwick integrated waste material recovery centre appears to be larger and the additional processes 
are to involve a range of waste streams to include interstate hazardous waste to be through Fyshwick. 
The intended 1.1million tonnes of landfill waste is four times the amount going to landfill at Mugga.

Cleanaway, Resource Co Wetherill Park July 2020



PROCESSED 
ENGINEERED 
FUEL 
The ACT’s recent Policy on Waste to 
Energy allows the production of PEF 
for incineration elsewhere.

At Wetherill Park 200,000 tonnes of 
dry commercial and industrial and 
mixed construction and demolition 
waste produces around 150,000 
tonnes each year for burning in 
cement production.

At Tennant St the waste received for 
PEF production appears to add up to 
450,000 tonnes per annum making 
this factory by far the largest in 
Australia.

Cleanaway Resource Co 
July 2020



WHAT CAN WE DO?
We are now entering the CRS proposal final 
stage which is  the Development Application for 
the Materials Recovery Facility (MRF) at 16 
Ipswich St Fyshwick.

The Environmental Impact Statement allowed 
by Planning Minister Gentleman against public 
opposition and expert opinion is not an 
approval process.

Make your representation count. There will be 
information available on the websites of the 
Inner South Canberra Community Council and 
the Fyshwick Business Association. The DA 
notification will be on EPSDD web under 
Fyshwick.

There is also EIS201900001 on EPSD website.

Refer to the ARUP Report in the EIS Fyshwick markets FB July 2020
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