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This Submission is opposed to Draft EIS201900001 

Hi Quality Resource Recovery Facility Fyshwick 
6-14 Tennant St

EPDCustomerservices@act.gov.au 

Proper management of Construction and Demolition waste and recycled materials - including the correct 
handling of hazardous waste - can have major benefits in terms of sustainability and the quality of life. But it also 
can provide major impacts on the environment and health of the population in the vicinity of the operation. 

It has the potential to adversely impact air quality through dusts depositions and fugitive fine particle emissions 
and Water Quality because of the need to mitigate the dust problem by spraying thus causing leachate. 

Based on volume, Construction and Demolition (C&D) waste is the largest waste stream in Australia. In terms of 
potential impact, the crushing and screening of the demolitions and construction waste is the largest component 
of this development. 

No appropriate guidelines or protocols for the management of construction and demolition wastes were 
referenced in this draft EIS. The omission of important assessment document?tion is deemed inadequate in 
terms of assessing the proposal's impacts. Surely this makes the DA deficit in allowing full and comprehensive 
assessment by either the assessment team or the community. 

As there is limited clarity and definition around the mitigation measures provided in the main EIS, for dealing with 

the dust and leachate problems, it is hard to determine if the impacts and risks associated with these can be 
effectively mitigated to support the reduced risk rankings of medium. 

The DA should be refused. 

Thank You. 
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REPRESENTATION AGAINST THE WASTE FACILllY 

TENNANT STREET FYSHWICK 

EIS201900001 

EPDCustomerservices@act.gov. au 

Dear Sir, 

I cannot support this development because of the extra diesel pollution with associated health 
impacts, traffic delays and dangers to road safety which it brings to Fyshwick, a densely populated 
suburb of inner south Canberra. 

I work in Fyshwick and every day I use the roads designated in the Hi Quality proposal of this EIS. 
Even though morning and evening peak hour does not necessarily correspond with peak truck 
movements to and from Hi Quality, the disruption to Newcastle, Collie and Tennant Streets and other 
surrounding major roads would be disastrous. It will affect everybody. Hi Quality must be required to 
account for the health impacts of the additional heavy vehicle diesel emissions which are identified in 
Table 6.1 on page 29 of the Transport Impact Assessment. Hi Qual has not considered the infants 
with compromised health conditions at the Childcare Centre, an established Fyshwick business. 

Nor does the EIS account impacts to human health of the additional number of vehicles required• per 
annum at 231,124 vehicles which equates to an additional 462,248 vehicle movements through 
Fyshwick. EIS201900001 must be refused on the risk of increased health impacts from diesel fu_mes. 

There are too many trucks including B doubles and trucks with dog trailers passing up and down 
Tennant Street and holding up traffic at the lights near Bunnings. The proposal is too large, brings in 
too much rubbish and is totally unsuitable for a busy commercial and light industrial area. 

The proponent failed to offer alternative solutions or control measures for the certain traffic 
disruption. It should not be approved. 

Respectfully, 
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