
E P DCusto me rservices@act.gov .au 

Representation against EIS201900001 

6 -14 Tennant St Fyshwick 

Dear Sir, 

The EIS must be rejected since it failed to demonstrate how the following risks with stockpiling will 

be managed and failed to demonstrate the potential impacts and methods to prevent or mitigate 

the adverse amenity and environmental outcomes. Abroad range of issues are apparent; 

o Pollution of waters, leaching and runoff of contaminants and particulates. It is far from clear if 

the stormwater and sediment controls are meant to contain the runoff from contaminant

containing stockpiles and if not, how the leachate produced will be contained and dealt with;

o Waste fires caused by spontaneous combustion and accidents on site;

o Appropriate fencing of the site to avoid litter;

o Dust emission. The Air Quality study did not look at the source of the emission of dust for

nuisance and health impacts on those affected at the source;

o Odour emissions;

o Vermin;

o Adverse visual amenity. Stockpiles should be located so that they cannot be seen from the roads

and with a height no higher than the fence or buildings around their location;

o Stockpile instability. Collapsing stockpiles can cause injury, damage facilities and cause air and

water pollution;

o Excessive accumulation of material;

o Post closure treatment of remaining stockpiles. The EIS did not consider any aspects of the post

closure of the proposal. Decommissioning was asked to be considered and was not. Assessment

of decommissioning must include remaining stockpiled materials.

If the risks listed above are not properly managed there is an increased risk of substantial costs to 

individuals, companies, the community and government to rectify any resulting impact on health 

and the environment. The risks listed above are major consideration in determining if it is suitable 

to stockpile particular types of waste and waste derived products. Inappropriate management of 

such risks may lead to a breach of the EP Act including causing environmental harm. Amenity and 

nuisance impacts are important and the location of the stockpiles on the site and their height needs 

careful examination particularly for how they will impact Tennant Street and Fyshwick in general. 

Yours faithfully 

5huA,{e-, Sb d(a) cFkoo,, 
C..OM--�. 



Representation opposing EIS201900001 

Integrated Resource Recovery Facility at 6 -14 Tennant St Fyshwick 
Environment, Planning and Sustainable Development Directorate Customer Services, 
GPO Box 158, Canberra, ACT, 2601

E P DC ustomerser.Y.k�gov. au 

Dear Sir, 

This is an objection to the EIS201900001 in Fyshwick for an Integrated Resource Recovery Facility. 

The storage of concrete and rubble is an important consideration for resource recovery 
centres/transfer stations, particularly concerning dust and noise generated from any on-site 
processing. Storage should be undertaken in accordance with maximum care and control 
measures, ideally, best practice. 

Best practice is to store concrete rubble on sealed surfaces in distinctive bays with reinforced 
sides and wind breaks, to prevent particulates becoming airborne and conducting regular suction 
sweeping of surfaces. These practices should be done in addition to the minimum suggestion of 
spraying the stockpiles against the dust. 

The bunker should also be constructed from suitable acoustic materials to mitigate the loud noise 
of heavy machinery that is the jaw crusher and screening machine. 

This is the minimum that would alleviate the understandable environmental concerns about 
concrete (C&D waste) crushing. 

Sincerely, 
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