
Environment, Planning and Sustainable Development Directorate 
Customer Services, 
GPO Box 158, 
Canberra, ACT, 2601 

To the Chief Planning Executive, 

This is an objection to the Draft EIS201900001- Integrated Resource Recovery Facility 
Fyshwick. 

Newcastle Street is the main transport artery in Fyshwick and will be adversely affected if the Hi 
Quality proposal in its present form is approved. The already congested main road will get 
worse, delays will be longer, access to businesses along the route will be more difficult and road 
safety could be compromised. 

Development in Fyshwick should be a neighbourhood created with the well-being of the 
community and environment at its centre. Huge traffic generating industries do not enhance 
the environment but will make the place almost unliveable. I cannot envisage the difference an 
extra 1400 or so heavy trucks per day will make on the roads, in particular on Newcastle 
Street 

If the proponent thinks he will make little difference because the busiest period of his day does 
not correspond with the am and pm peak periods, he has never driven in Fyshwick where 
everybody will attest that the traffic is very heavy at midday. I think his traffic assessment must 
be flawed in some serious way and that Planning should engage a traffic consultant of its own. 

Otherwise refuse this development immediately. 

Thank you 

Gulson Canberra 
92 Newcastle St 
Fyshwick 2609 



Environment, Planning and Sustainable Development Directorate 
Customer Setvices, 
GPO Box 158, Canberra, ACT, 2601 

Integrated Resource Recovery Facility Fyshwick - Draft EIS201900001 

To the Assessment Team 

I have serious concerns that with the huge amount of waste coming into the ACT for this 
proposal 1.1 million tpa, that if there is any contamination in it, some of that contamination will 
be missed by even the most diligent controllers, 

The presence of asbestos contamination presents one of the most problematic issues for the 
C&D waste recovery market. Due to the widespread use of asbestos material over many years, 
resource recovery operators who adopt the most stringent acceptance and testing regimes 
cannot fully guarantee there are no asbestos fibres in materials coming into their sites and in 
their final products, 

Skip bin fines, which may contain a large portion of soil material, can also contain a range of 
problematic contaminants, including asbestos. 

In some circumstances soil can become contaminated with asbestos containing materials 
(ACM). This can occur, for example, during the removal of ACM, at landfill sites or if the ACM 
are damaged. If there is a risk of soil contamination, the area should be visually inspected, and 
if any ACM are detected the soil must be decontaminated or disposed of as asbestos waste. 

Everybody knows the health risk of exposure to asbestos fibres so where there ls any doubt, 
loads containing asbestos waste or expected of containing such must be landfilled at a suitably 
licensed facility. This should be preferably to the nearest landfill to avoid the unnecessary 
transportation of hazardous waste. 

As regards EIS201900001, with a number of intended waste streams having the potential to 
contain contamination such as asbestos, I argue that the risk is too high. Recycling of concrete 
and soils should be accompanied by a Quality Control protocol which should have been 
presented in this EIS. Because of the risks of contamination in the final products the proponent 
should be made to show the standards demanded by the market and how he means to meet 
them. 

As a worker on Newcastle St Fyshwick I do not want dust from that site carrying dangerous 
asbestos floating through the air, Please reject this development. 

Thank you for the opportunity to have my say. 

� 
Gulson Canberra 

6162 0996 
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