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Hello,

I would like to voice my strong opposition to the proposed Hi Quality waste hub and
recycling facility for Tennant Street, Fyshwick. Recycling is an essential and legitimate
process, but it should not be located in the Inner South suburb of Fyshwick, a few km
from the parliamentary triangle, the airport, residences, childcare centres and schools and
immediately next to well-patronized retail stores. The ACT government has designated
Mugga Lane and Hume as areas for recycling facilities and an approval of Hi Quality at
Tennant Street is contrary to this planning.
In January of this year Canberra temporarily turned into the most polluted city in the
world. Thirty-one people died because of the extremely heavy air pollution (Canberra
Times, March 24, 2020). Waste facilities are a known fire hazards and when in January of
this year fires hit the recycling centre in Underwood Street in Beard, a bad situation was
made worse with highly toxic smoke in residential areas. Already in 2018 two toxic fires
occurred at the scrap metal yard at Beard, and since 2014 eight fires have been recorded
at that at Lithgow Street, Fyshwick (Eastlaker, March 20, 2020). Naturally Hi Quality
will give all possible assurances that comprehensive precautions will be taken. But with
an unprecedented rise in temperatures and aridity predicted for the future, such
precautions could well be insufficient when an unexpected situation arrives. We received
a taste of this last summer. In view of this fact it seems irresponsible to permit the
establishment of a large scale recycling facility where any accident or unforeseen
circumstances could severely impact not only on the health of a large part of the Canberra
population, but also on a retail area contributing $2.3billion annually to the ACT
economy.
The ACT is said to produce up to 1.000.000 tonnes of waste annually. A large amount of
this is dealt with at Hume and Mugga Lane in an upgraded recycling facility and a
landfill gas-to-energy station capturing methane for which LGI Ltd. has recently been
awarded a new 15-year contract (Canberra Times, September 22, 2019). With the
separate collection of food and organics (FOGO) from 2023, Canberra’s waste is projected
to be reduced by 30 to 40 per cent. This material should be turned into fertilized soil and
bio fuel by means of anaerobic digestion, a process which over 70 per cent of respondents
favour according to the ACT Waste-to-Energy survey. Icon Water is considering anaerobic
digestion instead of incinerating sewerage sludge, and one plant could service both. This
would also reduce greenhouse gasses produced by the incineration of sewerage sludge.
Hi Quality proposes to recycle some 1.300.000 tonnes of waste annually. Where is this
waste to come from? Do Canberrans have to suffer as waste is trucked in from outside the
ACT so that one company can make large profits? The greatinvestment for this outsized
recycling plant will mean that it will be there for generations to come, with ever more
waste trucked in from outside the ACT to keep up profits as Canberrans do their best to
protect the environment bydiligently recycling and reducing the amount of waste
produced.
In the final instance the approval of the Hi Quality proposal boils down to the question
whether the ACT’s elected law makers will fall victim to the sales talk and over-optimistic
promises of a company aiming to make large profits from waste in the ACT, or will they
have the foresight and wisdom to protect the health and well-being of future generations
of Canberrans.
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Sent from my iPhone


