
Representation in Opposition to the Materials Resource Recovery Facility 

Hi Quality Pty Ltd 

Block 8 Section 28 Division Fyshwick 

 

EIS201900001 

 
EPDCustomerservices@act.gov.au  

 

To the Chief Planning Executive 
 

I have serious concerns about the soil processing and recovery facility which is one of the 

many activities for this development.  The EIS does not provide enough information for me 

to understand fully what are the aims and objectives of this particular activity and how it 

fulfils the ACT’s Strategic goals for waste management or the EPA’s requirements for 

handling contaminated substances should the soils be contaminated.  It is essential that the 

proponent explain how any contaminants found in the soils are to be handled and where 

they will be disposed of. 
 

The nature of the soils and their purpose other than for concrete batching, or landscape 

supplies, has to been described.  Will they be able to be used off-site on road works or for fill 

somewhere?  The fact that they need “processing” suggests that they must be contaminated 

with something.   
 

Waste soil includes dredge spoil and consists of clay, rock, sand, oil or other inert natural 

material/mineralogical matter and may have minor inclusions such as natural organic matter 

but should not contain other wastes such as asbestos or bitumen or hydrocarbons etc.  All 

soil excavated and removed from any site other than virgin excavated natural material is 

waste soil and must be handled according to the EPA’s standards.   The assessment team 

must ask Hi Qual to provide the origins or sources of the soil and how ACT regulatory 

standards are being met. 
 

Without information as to the contaminants in the soil we cannot know if the recovered soil 

is fit for its intended uses or if the processes used avoid or prevent any actual or potential 

adverse impact and provide adequate protection to the community. 
 

In general terms the ElS is vague and lacking in detail.  This one small but significant 

process of this EIS is a good illustration of this weakness.  It is possible to draw the inference 

that this is a sensitive part of the proposal which the proponent is hiding from the public. 

 

This EIS must be rejected in its current application. 
 

Yours, 
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