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To those considering EIS 201900001:

Thanks for the opportunity to comment.

Other submissions will have set out for you In some detail the disadvantages of this proposal. Some of these may be unavoidable, 
others could doubtless be mitigated. Will shoppers really be put off by the proposed facility? Probably not, as most arrive by car and 
are inside Bunnings or the Good Guys within seconds. In any case, hundreds of people visit the Green Shed facilities each week at 
Mugga Lane and Mitchell, clearly undeterred by the odours generated there. And so on. Clearly, health and safety issues would need 
to be covered off before any proposal of this kind was approved. Fyshwick is not ideal, but where is? For example, Hume is only 
around 4km from the nearest housing in Jerrabombera.

Any proposal for waste processing will have disadvantages, because dealing with the waste which we all produce is inherently an 
unpleasant and problematic process. We have no choice but to tolerate waste processing in every street, every week, with the visit of 
the garbage trucks. Facilities like the Fyshwick food market and other businesses in the Fyshwick industrial precinct produce their 
own waste, which has to be sorted on site.

The fundamental issue is that our current waste processing and disposal arrangements are not sustainable. Great environmental 
damage is resulting from the destruction of native woodland in order to extend the Mugga Lane facility for a few more years. This 
facility already presents a considerable fire risk, due to the combustible nature of its methane producing contents, built up In an 
uncontrolled way over decades, and the proximity of high fire risk bush land, only 5km from the nearest housing in Red Hill.

Unfortunately, the Government has drawn down the current hue and cry upon itself by allowing developers to submit competing 
proposals without first having established a strategic context or parameters. My suggestion is that that the Hi Quality proposal, and 
others focussed on Fyshwick, be placed on hold pending a review by the incoming Government of all long term options for future 
waste management in Canberra and its adjacent hinterland. Decisions could then be made based on a sober assessment of the costs 
and benefits of all available options.

We should not just kick the can down the road for the next generation to pick up.

The ISCCC has suggested copying copying submissions to local MLAs, which I have done.

Yours,

Griffith
ACT 2603

Sent from my iPad
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