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Kingston and Barton Residents Group 
 
 

Mr Ponton  
EPDCustomerservices@act.gov.au  
 

KBRG 
PO Box 4138 

Kingston ACT 2604 
E: kingstonandbarton@gmail.com  

 
 
 Dear Mr Ponton 
 

Representation in opposition to the Integrated Resource Recovery Facility 
Blocks (8 + 12) Section 28 Division Fyshwick 

EIS201900001 

The Kingston and Barton Residents Group is a voluntary, not for profit, non-political community 
organisation that promotes and protects the interests of local residents and our local environment. 
Our objectives are: 

 High quality planning, urban design & construction 
 Preservation & recognition of the area’s unique heritage character 
 Provision of adequate green public open spaces 
 Effective transport planning including access for pedestrians & cyclists 
 A strong community spirit, and  
 Other quality of life matters such as public safety and noise management. 

 
The KBRG is concerned with the above listed development and its potential impact on Fyshwick and 
surrounding areas. The KBRG does not consider that the draft Environmental Impact Assessment 
(EIS), as presented, provides adequate information to address the complex environmental, health 
and economic concerns of the community. As such we ask that the Planning Minister, as empowered 
to do under s228 of the Planning and Development Act (2007) , engages a suitably qualified 
independent Inquiry Panel of experts to assess each aspect of the EIS.   

In particular, we would like to draw your attention to the below issues: 

Public Benefit and protection of the environment  

The ACT Government has committed to a target of achieving net zero greenhouse gas emissions 
from the ACT by 2045. Achieving this target will require long-term commitment and a strategic 
approach to reducing emissions and shifting to a low carbon economy. Accepting the import of 
waste from other jurisdictions is not in keeping with a shift to a low carbon economy. 
 
For a proposal of this nature to be acceptable, there needs to be consideration to the entire 
environmental cost of the proposal including the GHG cost (refer to Scope 3 of the National 
Greenhouse and Energy Reporting Scheme). The proposal should consider the GHG cost of transport 
and of any by-products from the facilities operation, including the production of pelletised waste 
(Refuse Derived Fuel) for fuel consumption in cement kilns or power stations in its overall 
environmental assessment.  
 
The National Waste Policy (2018) and its associated Action Plan (2019) contain a number of 
strategies and targets for reducing waste including, product stewardship; better packaging 
management; reduction of biodegradable material sent to landfill and improvements in waste 
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avoidance and re-use of materials in a circular economy. The Basal Convention, whilst about transfer 
of waste between nations, considers the principle that waste should be managed as closely as 
possible to the source of generation. The ACT Government’s own Waste Management and Resource 
Recovery Act (2016) states in s9 that “proximity principle means that waste and recovered resources 
should be managed as close to the source of generation as possible.”  
 
The above demonstrates international and national support for sustainable development principles 
to reduce, recycle and minimise the transfer of waste. This is important to ensure intergenerational 
equity and for us to maintain or enhance the environment for future generations.  As such, 
importing waste from other jurisdictions seems in contradiction to sustainable development 
principles.  
 
Site selection  
 
The KBRG propose that the facility is inappropriately sited. Consideration should be given to the 
potential for conflict between the proposal and the current surrounding land use.  It is generally 
recommended that major waste facilities not be adjacent to sensitive or non-compatible land uses, 
and that a suitable ‘separation distance’ separates such uses.  In addition, the potential impact of 
odour and air quality also needs to be considered in relation to proposed future developments such 
as the Molonglo Group development on Dairy Road and the CRS MRF proposal for Ipswich Street.   
 
The ACT Government’s 2018 Separations Distance Guidelines for Air Emissions contains no 
description of a waste hub such as the proposed IRRF with its concentration of waste associated 
activities on the single site.  At pages 12 and 13, the guideline recommends a separation distance of 
at least 300 metres to the nearest sensitive land use for an MRF, an operation of crushing, grinding 
or milling or a waste transfer station. There is no reference to a waste hub.  Nearby small businesses 
and the workers in Tennant Street, Gladstone Street and Newcastle Street should be considered as 
sensitive receivers for traffic, noise and dust impacts. 
 
The lifecycle of the project also needs to be considered, the EIS does not consider the future use of 
this site once operations cease. The ACT Government needs to consider who will be responsible for 
remediation of the site, and whether this is the proponent or future ratepayers, and if the proposed 
use will impact future sustainability and growth of Fyshwick. 
 
Traffic issues 
 
Canberra’s economic growth and liveability of communities depends on a system of road transport 
infrastructure that is safe, accessible, and reliable and provides efficient connections between 
people, places, goods and services.   

The ACT Government has a general responsibility to provide a road system that caters for existing 
and planned development, consistent with the department’s objective of creating an integrated 
transport network easily and safely accessible to everyone. 

The decision makers must address the impact of transporting 1.3 million tpa of waste and associated 
materials into the ACT with the proposal adding an estimated 199,588 vehicles per annum, equating 
to 729 trucks per day or 1 vehicle every 50 seconds, adding pressure to an already congested road 
network. These movements will be concentrated along Newcastle Street and the north and south 
exits to and from the Monaro Highway. The community needs assurance that the proponent and the 
ACT Government has considered the impact of this extra traffic on individuals and businesses and on 
safety, emissions and noise impacts (including those along the main road transport routes).  
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Onsite traffic issues  
 
In reviewing the documents, we understand there may be issues regarding on-site traffic movement. 
Some concerns include multiple turns and reversing required on site, lack of queuing space or 
overflow waiting areas when operations are at peak capacity, and car park access/safety. 

If the proposal is to progress, we request roads are designed to allow for all weather access, are 
appropriately designed to accommodate heavily vehicle movement and are sealed to minimise dust 
impacts.  
 
Air Quality Impacts  

Air quality can have a significant impact on human health. Some of the on-site activities such as the  
concrete crushing and screening operation, has the potential for emitting fine particulate of silica 
dust and heavy metals into the atmosphere. In addition, the recycling building appears to have no 
filter or ventilation or pollutions control system, potentially posing an OH&S risk to the workers 
onsite. The ACT should be requiring state of the art technologies to protect the environment and 
human health.  

In addition, the Air Quality Assessment should provide a baseline assessment of current air quality, 
to provide a benchmark for accessing the facilities impact on air quality. Without this there can be 
no quantitative assessment of operational impacts.  

Management of hazardous waste 

The EIS needs to explain what processes and procedures will be established for the discovery and 
management of hazardous materials, including asbestos and PCBs. This should include how such 
waste will be separated, and appropriately stored and disposed of, along with OHS and 
environmental management protocols to ensure the safety of staff, the community and the 
environment.  

Litter control  
 
It is important to ensure that all waste is managed and contained on site. Consideration needs to be 
given to covering of waste on arrival and to how litter on site will be minimised and managed. 
Management of smaller waste particles, sediment and runoff also need to be managed to ensure 
that no inappropriate or unregulated material is entering the stormwater system off site. 
 
Noise impact and control 
 
Exposure to environmental noise has long been recognised to have adverse effects on the health of 
the population.  In 2011 The World Health Organisation released a report, “Burden of Disease from 
Environmental Noise”, informed by data collected over 10 years.  The study ranked traffic noise 
second among environmental threats to public health (the first being air pollution).  

It is important that this proposal considers the noise impact of the facility and onsite truck 
movements on nearby neighbours and that the ACT Government considers the noise impact of one 
vehicle movement every 50 seconds on local residents exposed to constant truck movements.  

Stormwater and Sediment Management Systems and Leachate Collection. 

The KBRG has reviewed the EIS and determined that additional information is required to ensure 
that all water pollution risks are identified and appropriately managed, including the wheel wash 
area. Leachate and runoff from the site and all parts of the operation, must be adequately managed 
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to prevent these from entering our waterways and groundwater.  Consideration needs to be given to 
their capture, storage and treatment and there needs to be contingencies to manage overflow and 
environmental spills. There should be a monitoring and testing regime for grey and storm water 
leaving the site and an understanding of site water balance and how this impact current water 
management systems.   

It is important for the proponent and ACT Government to consider the potential risks to the 
Molonglo River and its tributaries and wetland and the practical measures that should be taken to 
maintain those values.  

Other hazards and Risks 
 
Whilst the EIS considers the risk of bushfire, it does not consider the risk of a waste fire generated on 
site. The proponents need to address how they would manage such a fire as initial/first responders, 
including the management and assessment of potential hazardous materials and the provision of 
adequate firefighting equipment and protective equipment.  
 
In conclusion, we believe the current EIS should be rejected until it can address the community’s 
concerns and meet all statutory requirements. We believe the report falls short on addressing the 
considerable environmental and human implications of a major waste facility to be located in the 
heart of busy Fyshwick and fails to provide sufficient information as required by the Scoping 
Document.  
 
Consideration must also be given to the potential growth of the proposed operation and the future 
remediation of the site once operations conclude.  
 
As the current EIS stands, we ask that it be refused or, at the least, for it to be referred to an 
independent review panel to examine the impacts in a comprehensive and transparent way. 
 
Thank you 
 
SIGNED 
 
Rebecca Scouller, President, on behalf of the KBRG Committee 
 
 


