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EPDcustomerservices@act.gov.au 

RESPONSE TO DRAFT EIS201900001 SUBMITTED BY HI QUALITY GROUP FOR 

A WASTE RECYCLING FACILITY AT 6-14 TENNANT STREET FYSHWICK 

Dear Sir/Madam 

I would be most grateful if you were to give due consideration to the following points when 

assessing the draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) submitted by Hi Quality Group for 

an Integrated Resource Recovery Facility at Blocks 8 and 12, Section 28, Division of 

Fyshwick. 

Despite its designation in the current Territory Plan, Fyshwick has gentrified into a 

commercial business park, rather than an area of yesteryear industrial yards.  Bakeries, coffee 

shops, fitness centres, high-tech enterprises, bulk retailers, specialist artisan shops, 

consultants, bookstores, and building trade suppliers predominate.  Significant residential 

development is also likely to take place at the edges of the suburb, thus increasing the need 

for further recreational amenities in the area.  This factor has not been adequately recognised 

in the draft EIS.   

Given the inconsistencies and lack of clarity in parts of the EIS and its appendixes, an 

independent expert review should be commissioned to facilitate the assessment of the 

adequacy of the material presented.  Arup was engaged in a similar way to assess the April 

2018 draft EIS presented by CRS under Scoping Document 201700053, and produced a very 

useful expose of its inadequacies in areas that are not always apparent to Canberra residents 

who are unfamiliar with the technical background. 

The adequacy of holding ponds and the proposed Stormwater Quality Improvement Devices 

to prevent the entry into groundwater and surface water of untreated leachate and run-off due 

to both Hi Quality operations and to any disturbance of existing on-site contaminants is 

unclear, especially at times of extreme weather.  All on-site activities should take place on 

impermeable bunded surfaces.  Only treated water of high quality should find its way into the 

Molonglo River. 

Development of a full water balance report for the site, before construction and after 

operations commence, is essential in order to gauge the amount of run-off into the Molonglo 

River of groundwater and surface water.  A fuller assessment should be made of the effect on 

Lake Burley Griffin and the Jerrabomberra wetlands of any inflows into the river. 

Analysis of the permanency of any legal, administrative, or commercial incentives that may 

have attracted Hi Quality Group to the Fyshwick site, rather than alternative sites in NSW or 

the suburb of Hume.  It is noteworthy that Hi Quality’s Windellama site is not included (pp. 
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41-43 of the EIS) in the list of potential sites.  In particular, analysis is required of any

potential budgetary or environmental risks to the ACT if changes in Federal, NSW or ACT

legal or administrative arrangements make future operation commercially unviable.

Evidence should be provided of established or highly likely contracts for the purchase of 

recycled products, in order to confirm the credibility of claims that stockpiles will not exceed 

stated limits.  This is especially important in the case of flammable materials like the Refuse 

Derived Fuel that is to be produced on-site. 

Consistency of analysis is lacking.  The use of water to suppress dust is suggested in 

Appendix K (Air quality assessment), but its potential effect on groundwater and surface 

water is not considered in Appendix J (Stormwater assessment).  Similarly, Appendix J 

employs a 10% AEP (Annual Exceedance Probability for Canberra rainfall levels) in 

modelling drain design, but a 1% AEP is used for estimating onsite detention pond storage 

capacity, despite the fact that both rainfall episodes would occur on the same site. 

Crushing and screening concrete will produce respirable silica dust and particles from any fly 

ash that has been incorporated during its manufacture.  Processing of concrete and other 

materials may also produce asbestos fibres.  The health effects could be significant, 

especially for on-site workers, but no consideration appears to have been given to these 

particular sources of contamination or its likely effects.   

Asbestos waste is to be brought onto the site from various locations in NSW and the ACT, 

stored temporarily on-site and then sent to an appropriate landfill.    Double-handling of 

hazardous substances increases the risk of mishap, and unnecessarily increases traffic 

movement.  However, the case for using a site in Fyshwick as a transfer station for asbestos 

has not been made. 

Where customers who deposit unobserved asbestos as part of a waste load cannot be 

identified, Hi Quality intends to wet and package it for appropriate disposal (EIS, p. 87).  

However, it is not clear how other customers or nearby businesses are to be protected during 

this process, especially if the asbestos is friable and conditions are windy. 

Reliance for background estimates of particulates using an air monitoring stations at Civic, 

eight kilometres away, is unacceptable.  There is no reason why Hi Quality cannot establish 

air monitoring arrangements on the northern edge of its own site (Block 8) for a year to 

provide a reliable estimate. 

Traffic analysis should take into account the organic growth of intra-Canberra trips and 

Queanbeyan-Canberra trips that include Fyshwick, as well as likely traffic generated by 

proposed new housing developments at Eastlake and Dairy Flat Road.   

Traffic modelling typically involves assignment of a Passenger Car Unit (PCU) value to 

trucks.  PCU factors are readily available for free-flow traffic on highways, but their value 
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will depend on local conditions in urban areas.  It is not clear what PCU value has been used 

for heavily-laden B-doubles in peak traffic in Fyshwick, but estimated intersection delays are 

likely to be sensitive to this parameter.  Greater transparency is required for this factor. 

One effect of traffic generated by trips to and from the site (as well as on-site activity) will be 

an increase in emissions of particulates, including PM10 and PM2.5 from diesel engines.  

Despite the large number of trucks involved, this effect does not appear to have been 

modelled as part of particulate emissions in Appendix K.   

The extent of traffic congestion is likely to be a key factor if the High Quality proposal is 

approved.  However, it is one of the future effects that can be tested directly, rather than 

relying only on modelling that is limited to simulations based on a set of assumptions.  In 

particular, likely additional travel time delays at intersections along proposed routes by 

arranging for a mix of large trucks and small vehicles to drive to and from the proposed site 

at peak hour to reflect actual operational movements.   

Finally, the credibility of commitments and proposed standards in the Environmental Impact 

Statement should take into account the record of Hi Quality in waste management in other 

states.  Multiple fines have been levied by the NSW Environment Protection Agency (EPA) 

for breaching conditions of operation.  For example, the NSW EPA fined Hi-Quality Waste 

Management Pty Ltd a total of $32,500 in April 2017 for disposing of more than 1200 waste 

tyres outside the approved landfill cell, failing to properly record and report receipt of 670 

tonnes of wood waste that was stockpiled on-site, and failing to properly cover waste.  

https://www.epa.nsw.gov.au/news/media-releases/2017/epamedia17041801  Other cases are 

also accessible on the internet. 

Sincerely, 

Leo Dobes 
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