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Objection to the Hi Qual Integrated Resource Recovery Facility at Fyshwick 

EIS201900001- Block 8 Section 28, Fyshwick 

Dear Minister, 

Recycling facilities have the potential to impact on the local environment. Site operations can 
generate dust, litter, create offensive noise or result in unauthorised discharge of sediment 
and/or contaminated water. Fyshwick especially and the ACT as a whole need protection from 
those potential impacts if no benefit can come from the development which will cause them. 

This facility will accept a large number of very different wastes for processing and hopefully 
reuse on site. Its biggest operation however is the acceptance of large volumes of mixed, 
partially mixed or source-segregated construction or demolition and commercial and industrial 
waste. Loads are visually assessed for contamination, such as asbestos and turned away if they 
contain unwanted waste. They are then processed to extract any readily recyclable materials 
such as sand aggregates, metals, plastic or paper. 

The types of process used may be fairly simple ranging from manual separation or separation 
using a frontend loader, to more advanced systems using conveyors, jaw crushers, graded 
screens. The remaining mix from the crushing activity can consist of concrete, bricks or general 
rubble, and might be further graded, or crushed and screened, to produce a specific mix. Most 
of this is designated for a cement batching facility or a landscape yard. 

Better economic outcomes are achieved where a facility prcxluces a material that conforms to a 
product specific.ation accepted by end-users. The supply of a product that is not 'fit for purpose' 
reduces market confidence in the use of recycled aggregates for concrete or chipped timber for 
landscaping. 

The Draft EIS did not provide sufficient information as to the specifications of the finished 
product to allow assessment if it will actually be a recyclable or marketable product. If it is not, 
then it will end up in landfill where it would have gone anyway, but without attracting any NSW 
metropolitan waste levy when counted as generated from the ACT. 

In particular, Planning should engage experts to assess each waste stream for this eventuality. 
For example, it is difficult to see how the drilling mud residues can be put to any beneficial 
purposes given the likely chemical contaminants the waste stream could contain. The 
environment of the ACT needs to be protected from this eventuality. We will have endured 
unnecessary air pollution, health impacts, water pollution and traffic inconvenience if this is the 
case. Hi Quality must be made to provide the specifications for a usable and saleable end 
product and demonstrate how their activity will meet these specifications. Hi Quality should 
also be made to provide an accurate account of the exact figures for each type of waste that will 
go to landfill since the figures in this EIS are confusing and inconsistent. 

This Draft EIS poses more unanswered questions than it provides answers. It should be rejected 
until all aspects of the proposal allow detailed examination. 

Thank you for the opportunity to express my view 
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