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Hi Quality Integrated Resource Recovery Facility E!S201900001 

Dear Sir, 

The following key points in this submission are my reasons for demanding it be refused. 

• The impact assessment ignores the construction phase and does not adequately consider

the high likelihood of contaminated land and the impact this could potentially have on the

generation of construction waste and/or spoil. Construction noise, dust and traffic were not

assessed adequately.

• Likewise, the impact assessment does not consider the prospect of the land being re

contaminated as a result of the operation on site. Decommissioning of the site at the end of

life is not discussed. The life span of the project is not suggested and should be.

• The storm water and sediment control for the facility does not propose to contain
contaminated run off. This is unacceptable. No contaminated water should be allowed to

enter the watercourse or land adjacent the site under any circumstance.

• The proponent claims to be constructing an Integrated Resource Recovery Facility.

Contaminated water is his own principal waste and he must integrate it into his proposal not

discharge it into the environment. This representation suggests he contains all waste water

and treats it on site. If he can successfully treat oily water and drilling mud then he should be

required to build a facility to treat contaminated stormwater runoff to a level which would be

permissible for discharge into the town stormwater system.

• There is no demonstration of feedstock availability over the facility's life. It is recommended

that a waste flow model is provided to demonstrate feedstock availability and justify the

facility's need.

• While the figures vary, the most commonly quoted value is the expected recovery of around

90 percent of the feedstock. This is good but not all of the recoverable materials can be

reused on site and the disposal of the rest depends on market availability. Recovered

materials from a 'dirty' materials recycling facility are often of low quality, and current export

markets are weak. It is unclear if there is sufficient market demand for such product. This

needs a more robust economic assessment.

• The proposed solution is disposal in the proponent's private landfill at Windellarna. The

benefits of this proposal as a whole if this eventuates must be assessed against the

environmental harm its operation is causing to the amenity of Fyshwick through dust and

noise impacts and the enormous amount of extra traffic generated. Finally, the risks and costs

of this proposal being allowed to operate must be measured against the potential irreversible

harm done to the Molonglo River by the contaminated water releases.

• The traffic assessment uses inconsistent data and assumptions around intersection

congestion and road safety issues. The data used looked at only two intersections whereas

the whole of Newcastle Street will be impacted. Traffic impositions on the regular users of

Tennant Street was also ignored.

• Greenhouse gas reduction claims should be discussed in detail and substantiated.


