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To the Chief Planning Executive 
 
I am writing to express my concerns about the development of an Integrated Resource 
Recovery Facility in Tennant Street Fyshwick.  I have many concerns about this 
development relating to its size, the origins of the waste being from outside the ACT, the 
traffic implications, its noise and the protection of the Molonglo River.  To address all these 
issues is not practicable for me in the time available so I am representing on only one issue.  
 
The issue which most concerns me is the crushing and screening activity pertaining to the 
Construction and Demolition waste.   
 
This activity is proposed to occur outdoors with minimal control to protect the air quality, 
community health and visual amenity of the area.  250,000 tonnes per annum it is proposed, 
will be processed by heavy jaw crushers and screening machines.  The volume of dust has 
not been disclosed or estimated and it should have been, to enable the community and the 
decision makers to assess its possible adverse impact.  The dust should also have been 
quantified in terms of its fractions, for example how much of it will be the fine particulate 
matter which is harmful to health?  The dust should also have been characterised in terms of 
its composition, again to enable impact on health to be assessed.  
 
For an Air Quality Assessment Appendix K and the Health Impact Assessment Appendix L 
to have ignored these critical issues makes their reports unreliable and inadequate.  This is 
significant enough to claim that the whole EIS is not legally compliant as it does not meet the 
regulatory requirements of the Scoping Document as set out in Part 4 of the Planning and 
Development Regulation 2008. 
 
The Air Quality report, Appendix K, says there will be no impacts to the air quality of the ACT 
but failed to address specifically the impacts on Tennant Street the point source of the dust 
of concern. The results of EIS201900001 reported only averaged results.  Each day at Hi 
Quality there would be spikes in the dust readings taken at the site as all machinery 
operated at once and while large volumes of demolition waste had to be got rid of to avoid 
stockpiling.  I would like to see this measured against the NEPM thresholds.  Although it is 
not emissions from a stack or ventilation system being emitted with velocity, it is still a point 
source emission before it begins to disperse.  The results in Appendix K are based solely on 
dust dispersion.  Other concrete crushing operations put up large clouds of white dust which 
stay in the air before the larger particles fall to the ground.  The clouds of dust stay in the air 
for the length of time that the crushing operation continues.  How the proponent plans to 
control this dust is not explained in the EIS with enough detail to provide any confidence that 
it will not have an adverse impact on the amenity and environment.  There was no in situ 
monitoring of the air near those other facilities which could have been used in the model for 
Hi Quality’s ElS to show what the exceedances near the activity would likely be.   
 
Other concrete crushing operations are located with appropriate buffer areas to separate 
them from the general community.  Concrete crushing is not an activity which should be 
undertaken in the vicinity of thousands of workers, shoppers and delivery people each day. 
 
Crystalline silica (quartz) is a common mineral found in most rocks, sands, and clay products 
such as concrete, mortar, brick, blocks, pavers, tiles, natural stone and rock.  Most of these 
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contain respirable crystalline silica.  RCS is generated by high-energy processes such as 
crushing and screening such as are proposed for Tennant Street.   Demolition materials 
such as concrete comprised of sand and aggregate and trace amounts of other substances 
such as fly ash; tiles, bricks, mortar contain silica a naturally occurring substance about 30% 
of which when crushed becomes very fine particulate matter less than the PM2.5 fraction.   
 
Residents living in proximity to waste sites such as these can potentially be affected by dust 
up to 0.5km from the source, although continual or severe concerns about dust are most 
likely to be experienced within about 100m of the dust source.  Those living or spending time 
near the facilities or the roads with the diesel-truck traffic face exposure to higher levels of 
particulate matter and may face higher health risks.  The impact of the air toxics from diesel 
trucks cumulatively with the intensive, high level crushing activity was also ignored by the Air 
and Health studies for this EIS.  ACTPLA must require that the proponent locate the 59 
residents of Fyshwick and advise them of these risks accordingly. 
 
In summary I am saying that I do not believe that the air quality of Fyshwick residents (and at 
2018 government records confirm there are 59 of them) and the 14,0000 workers will not be 
affected by this development.  Because of the volume of materials, and hence the volumes 
of dust, and the volumes of fine particulate dust, and the percentage of this that would 
contain silica, fly ash and other contaminants, I believe that the impact will be significantly 
adverse to demand that this EIS be rejected.   
 
Yours sincerely, 
 
 


