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Submission to refuse EIS201900001 for an Integrated Resource Recovery Facility proposed 
for Blocks (8 + 12) Section 28, 6 - 14 Tennant St Fyshwick by Hi Quality Group Pty Ltd 

To the Chief Planning Executive 

Dear Mr Ponton, 

Stormwater and Sediment Management Systems and Leachate Collection. 

After having reviewed the EIS, I consider that additional information is required to ensure 
that all water pollution risks are identified and appropriately managed.  

Firstly, the proposed stormwater and sediment management measures apply to operational 
conditions only.  The ElS must explain the sorter quality and sediment management during 
construction.  Likely pollution caused by carrying out the construction work will be sediments 
from soil and other building materials.  Most of the sediment pollution would be from erosion 
during a storm event.  

Furthermore, it is unclear how wastewater from material processing or leachate from waste 
stockpiles will be managed.  The EIS indicates that water will be used for waste processing, 
namely dust suppression; however, the fate of this process water is unclear.  

The EIS includes a system of drains, sediment basins and dams but it is unclear if this only 
applies to stormwater.  As there will be a range of materials stored and processed at the site 
there is potential for a range of non-trivial pollutants to be potentially present in process 
water.  The proposed stormwater pollution control system would be unlikely to adequately 
treat pollutants other than those typically found in stormwater.  

Further information is required to demonstrate how contaminated run off will be managed 
and appropriately disposed of.  Since a discharge is proposed, further information is required 
regarding how contaminated runoff will be treated to an appropriate level prior to discharge if 
permitted.  The proponent needs to demonstrate clearly:  

i. how stormwater and contaminated runoff will be managed, including:
a) areas that discharge direct to stormwater (e.g. carparks; roofs); and
b) areas that receive contaminated runoff;

ii. how leachate and process water will be managed, including detail of the fate and
treatment of any contaminated water and the practical measures that will be taken to
ensure it does not enter stormwater infrastructure.

No contaminated water should be permitted to leave the site without prior testing and if 
necessary, treatment.  If it leaves the site through the proposed discharge points the 
potential for this water to enter the groundwater and hence the Molonglo River is high and its 
consequence for this valued waterway significant.   

Potential impacts on watercourses and groundwater 

I note that the proponent has not considered the environmental values of the Molonglo River 
and its tributaries and wetland or the practical measures that should be taken to restore or 
maintain those values.  

I understand that discharges will potentially occur from the two stormwater collection dams 
and three discharge outlets at the eastern boundary of the premises.  However, it is unclear 
if the sediment basin and dams will only receive stormwater.  If the sediment basin is to 
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receive wastewater from the premises the proponent will need to consider all pollutants 
potentially present that pose a risk of non-trivial harm to human health or the environment 
and assess the potential impacts on receiving waters.   

Given the composition of the received waste is generally accepted to contain contaminants, 
waters from these sources must be kept out of the management system for rain runoff.  The 
sources of potential contaminants expected to be created from the proposal are: the dusts 
from the crushing operation will contain pollutants; stockpiles of waste situated outdoors and 
spray misted to prevent dust emissions not on hardstand surfaces; potential spills of oil and 
fuel; the wheel wash water;  the cement industries on site using admixtures some of which 
are hazardous materials; and the leachate generated inside the recycling building because 
of contact with rain water and dust suppressant mists.  

Other external sources of stormwater pollution are the large amount of dust generated 
outside on the unsealed roads and outdoor stockpiles of waste.  The cement batching and 
manufacture facilities will produce their own polluted waste water (liquid wash out and wash 
waters) which without being told otherwise I assume will utilise the same stormwater and 
sediment controls basins and dams.   

ACTPLA should require that the EIS includes an assessment of the impact of any proposed 
discharge from the premises including:  

o characterisation of the water, identifying all pollutants that pose a risk of non- trivial harm
to human health or the environment, including their concentrations and loads;

o an assessment of the expected frequency and volume of discharges;

o an appraisal of the practical measures that can be taken to prevent, control, abate or
mitigate the pollution and protect the environment from harm;

o a description of the receiving environment, including the environmental values of the
receiving waters affected by any discharge and the practical measures that could be
taken to restore or maintain those environmental values; and

o an assessment of the nature and degree of impact that any proposed discharge will have
on the receiving environment.  This must include consideration of the indicators and
associated trigger values or criteria for the identified environmental values with reference
to ANZECC (2000) Guidelines.

Site Water Balance 

The water balance detailed in the EIS focusses on the water demands of the proposed 
facility rather than water outputs. In addition, since there appears to be no analysis or 
statement regarding the volume and frequency of overflow discharges, I suggest that the EIS 
includes a comprehensive water balance which quantifies all water inputs and outputs 
including, but not limited to, the water used in processing the waste.  

Unless these issues can be satisfactorily dealt with and our valued river and catchment 
protected, I request that this draft EIS be refused.   

Yours faithfully, 


