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The Royal Commission into National Natural Disaster Arrangements earlier this year established that the
temperatures and aridity that caused the extreme bushfire season of 2019-20 are likely to be the new
normal due to rapidly progressing climate change. The ACT lost the lives of 31 fellow citizens on account of
heavy toxic smoke that blanketed the city for weeks, giving Canberra the questionable distinction as the
worst polluted capital in the world during part of that period. The harm from the smoke of the bushfires
was even further increased in parts of ACT by the highly toxic smoke from the waste facility in Beard
catching fire twice.

Canberra has had a bad record of fires in waste facilities producing not only extremely poisonous smoke,
but also resisting efforts to extinguish the blaze. The waste fire at Canberra Concrete Recyclers Pialligo site
that began on 4 July 2015 and took six days to extinguish was used in the UTS’s Institute for Sustainable
Futures report “Waste Fires in Australia: Cause for Concern?” as an example of how with high
temperatures, large piles of waste ignite from the inside and then resist the efforts of fire fighters.

The report (p. 17) describes how a pile of recycled building material and rubble produced a blaze of some
40 by 30 metres and notes “… it seems to have started deep down in the pile, generating so much heat
that no matter whether foam or water was applied, the fire absorbed material before it could cool and be
extinguished so the burning material had to be separated into a makeshift dam for it to cool.”

With the above information publicly available it seems difficult to understand how the ACT government
assessed the High Quality Group’s application for their “Integrated Resource Recovery Facility” at 6 – 14
Tennant St. Fyshwick suitable to be given the go-ahead for the next stage, namely the production of the
EIS under discussion here. Surely the public servants taking this decision must have known of the “Waste
Fires in Australia: Cause for Concern?” report commissioned by the Federal Department of the
Environment. Had they read the report, then surely they would have noticed the similarity between the
piles of recycled building material and rubble at the Pialligo fire and the material that High Quality intends
to truck into their Tennant Street site as part of the roughly 1.3 million tonnes of waste and associated
material projected to be treated and stored annually at that location, a mere 1.5 km from the run-way of
the airport.

How little the High Quality Group is aware of the very serious fire hazard they will be creating not just for
the airport but also for the nearly 14.000 people working in Fyshwick and the Inner South suburbs is
demonstrated by the inclusion of an outdated and incorrect report by Blackash Bushfire Consulting as
“Bushfire Risk Assessment” of the EIS.

To begin with, the report is out of date having been completed at the end of 2018 for an EIS submitted in
July 2020. It should have been updated in light of the 2019-2020 fire damage in which Canberra’s
emergency lifeline, the airport, had to be closed on several occasions.

The Blackash report is based on a mere “desktop assessment of the site” (EIS p. 19). When the well-know
hazard of waste facilities are fires with a potential for taking life and creating enormous financial loss, one
would imagine that High Quality would have considered it worthwhile sending an assessor to Canberra to
inspect the site.

Further, “the methodology within NSW PBP” was used “as it provided the most up to
date and comprehensive site assessment.” (EIS p. 19) The current legislated version
of this document titled Planning for Bush Fire Protection is PBP 2019, but the EIS uses
the 2006 version (EIS p. 4), not the most up to date version as claimed. With rapidly
evolving climate change, the recommendations some 14 years earlier are likely to
differ from those of the present. No attention was paid to the fact that the assessment
needed updating before submission in July 2020.
The EIS notes (p. 10) “PBP 2006 establishes the bush fire planning objectives for
industrial, commercial and warehousing types of development.” However, what High
Quality is proposing for their Tennant Street site goes far beyond the above definition
and includes the storage of hazardous waste in large piles in the open and the
mechanical process of shredding waste which both create a high fire risk, especially
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with the temperatures and aridity experienced last summer which are predicted to be 
“the new normal”.
Considering that the map supplied on page 12 of the EIS shows that the greater part 
of the Tennant Street site is surrounded by a large bushfire prone area, one must 
wonder how any clear thinking person can fail to recognize the potential for loss of life 
and property if the High Quality proposal is executed.
The duty of our elected government is to protect the life and health of its constituents 
and not to assist a NSW company with a questionable record of living up to its 
commitments to make large profits by shipping over one million tons of waste from 
NSW into the ACT. (ACT waste is efficiently taken care of in operations at Mugga Lane 
and Hume.) Do we need to wait until a major disaster occurs as in Beirut where 
politicians and civil servants ignored the dangers facing the public for unknown 
reasons?
Should the ACT administration ignore the dangers created to the lives of Canberrans 
by accepting the EIS and permitting the company to carry on planning, High Quality is 
likely to threaten taking the government to court if they are stopped at a later stage, 
as CRS is doing at present. Should, however, the ACT administration approve the High 
Quality project in the final instance, the people of Canberra might well seek the ruling 
of the courts in the matter of whether the government is derelict in protecting the life 
and health of the people who elected them.

Narrabundah,
ACT 2604.


