
REPRESENTATION AGAINST HI-QUALITY  
INTEGRATED RESOURCE RECOVERY FACILITY 
TENNANT STREET FYSHWICK 
 
EIS201900001 
EPDCustomerservices@act.gov.au  
 

Dear Sir, 

As a resident of inner south Canberra I frequently visit Fyshwick and have concerns about 
the above development proposal.  Recycling is inherently an environmentally beneficial 
practice, but must mitigate potential adverse impacts on the environment and human 
health. Suitable location is paramount. 

Concrete crushing and screening are industrial practices with known adverse environmental 
consequences.  Unlike Western Australia the ACT does not have environmental 
considerations for concrete recycling specifically incorporated into specifications or other 
regulations.  It is a pity that no Best Practice protocols for any of the activities to be 
employed at Tennant St Fyshwick were referenced in the Draft EIS. 

Concrete material sourced from ACT’s own infrastructure for recycling should be handled on 
that site for optimal environmental protection.  Where this is not possible or the waste is 
sourced from private suppliers or sources then assessment for environmental impact should 
be more rigorous to see that the benefits of recycling are not outweighed by the adverse 
impacts on the receiving environment as may well be the case for Tennant St which is the 
one IZ1-General industry block surrounded by established IZ2-Mixed use industrial 
businesses.  

The community understands that Recycled Concrete Aggregate production and its use in the 
general environment has factors potentially adversely impacting the environment. 
Specifically there are significant deleterious impacts on:  

1. Water quality in the Molonglo River and wetlands The possible environmental 
impacts through Stormwater runoff and sediment deposition with potential erosion of 
the stream and river banks are environmental impacts that the assessment team 
must ask Hi Qual to address.  For a facility of this size and complexity and the large 
numbers of different activities taking place at the same time the chances of the 
stormwater management systems being able to contain all leachate run off are very 
low.  Dust from the roads, crushing activity and other sources will settle on the 
vegetation of the river corridor and wash into the river.  The potential of the river 
health and water quality being adversely affected is increased due to the proximity of 
the river and its creeks and wetland to the two discharge points.  Without effective 
barriers downstream of the outlets and any monitoring regime in place, too much 
uncertainty exists that the river will not be polluted.  
 

2. Air quality of the Fyshwick area and beyond into the wider ACT air shed.  The volume 
of dust produced by a 24/7 operation which handles concrete and asbestos and toxic 
fly ash and chips wood in the open has the potential to cause health effects to the 
workers and bystanders of the enterprise.  Silica dust and asbestos are known 
carcinogens.  Neither the predicted volume or the air and health impact of diesel and 
silica emissions were sufficiently addressed in the EIS. 
 

3. Noise and Vibration is difficult to control.  The Noise study cannot be relied on 
without the precise makes and sizes of the machinery to be used and their acoustic 
ratings.  Stopping work between 6 and 7am on winter mornings is a ridiculous idea 
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since it assumes that the air inversions will automatically cease at 7am.  While it is 
good that meteorological conditions were considered, the Noise Study should have 
further assessed the duration and intensity of the air inversions common in Fyshwick 
together with the topography.  Low gullies will trap the air inversion layer which can 
sometimes last into the afternoons.  
 

4. Other local impacts such as traffic and general amenity.  The traffic study is alarming 
in the vast numbers of extra trucks on Newcastle and Collie Streets each year.  The 
two intersections on Newcastle Street which will be affected will have intolerable 
delays since these trucks, by my calculations, will be coming to the site in peak 
periods every 50 seconds.  The follow-on effects could potentially affect every set of 
lights and roundabouts on the whole of Newcastle Street and may force traffic into 
different less accessible minor streets thus creating a new set of problems.  In this 
regard the Transport Study Appendix E was inadequate because these possibilities 
were not examined.  
  

5. The general amenity of the area will be adversely affected by all of these 
cumulatively to which we might add the 5m stockpiles of unquantified volumes of 
many different types of waste in the open air with no covering. 

I ask for the above reasons, which have not been sufficiently addressed by the proponent, 
that draft EIS201900001 be refused. 

 

 
 
 


