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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

 
 

 

 

 

 

Composition of 

shredder floc 
 The results summarised in this report arise 

from 19 samples collected over six days with a 
total weight of 601.0kg. 
 

 The minimum individual sample weight was 
7.8kg and the maximum was 43.2kg. 
 

 After sorting, the entire summed sorted 
sample weighed 582.0kg. The loss of weight 
during sorting (19.0kg, 3.2%) was most likely 
due to evaporation of small quantities of 
moisture. All analysis presented in this report 
refers to the post-sorting weights. 
 

 APC sorted the 582.0kg of shredder floc 
tipped at the Genesis landfill in Eastern Creek 
over six (6) days in July 2016. 
 

 The majority (58%) of shredder floc is fines. 

There are also substantial amounts of non-

polystyrene plastics (21%) and textiles (11%). 

These three materials make up 90% of 

shredder floc. 

 

 The remainder is made up of rubber/leather 

(5%), wood waste (3%), metal (1%), 

polystyrene (1%) and paper/cardboard (0.4%).  

 

 When the samples were tested in the 
laboratory, the metal content of the shredder 
floc samples ranged from 0.6% to 9.7%, with 
an average content of 2.9% metals.  

 

 



2016 EFW feedstock audit DADI 

  Page 6 

 

  

Moisture 

content 

 The moisture content of the floc samples, 
including metals, ranged from 8.8% to 15.6%, 
with an average moisture content of 12.8%. 
 

 When metals are excluded, the moisture 
content ranged from 9.8% to 16.1%, with an 
average of 13.2%. 

Ash yield  The ash yield of the floc samples, including 
metals, ranged from 41.4% to 74.0%, with an 
average ash yield of 58.5%. 
 

 When metals are excluded, the ash yield ranged 
from 40.3% to 70.3%, with an average of 57.0%. 

Gross wet 

calorific value 

Net wet 

calorific value 

 The gross wet calorific value of the floc samples, 
including metals, ranged from 8.7 to 16.7 MJ/kg, 
with an average of 12.8 MJ/kg. 
 

 When metals are excluded, the range was 8.8 to 
17.4 MJ/kg, with an average of 13.2 MJ/kg. 

 The net wet calorific value of the floc samples, 
including metals, ranged from 7.8 to 15.7 MJ/kg, 
with an average of 11.6 MJ/kg. 
 

 When metals are excluded, the range was 7.8 to 
16.3 MJ/kg, with an average of 12.0 MJ/kg. 
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1. INTRODUCTION 

The Next Generation NSW Pty Ltd (TNG) is proposing to construct and operate an Energy-from-Waste 

(EFW) electricity generation facility at Honeycomb Drive, Eastern Creek, located within the M7 

Business Hub.  

 

The site is south of the M4 Motorway and adjacent to the Genesis Xero Waste recycling and landfill 

facility. Both Genesis Xero Waste and The Next Generation are part of the Dial a Dump Industries 

group, as shown in Figure 1 below. 

 

Figure 1 Companies within Dial a Dump Industries 

 
 

 

The proposed EFW facility aims to utilise waste that is currently being disposed to the Genesis landfill 

(either directly or as residual from the Genesis Material Processing Centre) and to use the power and 

heat generated to provide a level of energy self-sufficiency within the immediate business precinct. 

 

The EFW facility will have the capacity to receive 800,000 to 1,000,000 tonnes per year of waste. It 

will receive combustible, non-recyclable loads currently destined for the Genesis landfill, as well as 

residual material conveyed from the Genesis Materials Processing Centre, as shown in Figure 2. 

 

The EFW plant will use thermal conversion to produce electrical power from the feedstock waste. 

 

Dial a Dump  

Industries Group 

Produces and sells 
landscaping and 

building products 

Operates a dry-waste 
recycling and 

landfilling site at 
Eastern Creek 

Proposing a waste-to-
energy facility adjacent 

to Genesis, using 
combustible, non-

recyclable loads and 
Genesis residuals as 

feedstock 

Provision of waste 
collection and skip bin 

hire 
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Figure 2 Proposed treatment of incoming waste loads 

 
 

1.1 About this audit 

In order to move forward with the EFW project and achieve planning approval, the NSW EPA (and its 

consultants) has raised a range of concerns. Notably, these relate to: 

 

a) the quantity of the different constituent streams of waste available to qualify as eligible 

waste fuels; 

b) the content of certain elements of the eligible waste fuel streams; and  

c) the procedural measures which will be in place to ensure consistency. 

 

In order to provide statistically significant data with respect to (a) and (b) above, TNG engaged  

A.Prince consulting (APC) to undertake a waste audit to establish the quantity and quality of the 

components of some of the proposed feedstock waste streams.  

 

This audit targeted one of the potential feedstock waste streams: shredder floc. More detail about 

current amounts and treatment of shredder floc is in Figure 3. 
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Figure 3 Shredder floc 

 
 

 

There are several other potential feedstocks which were not part of this audit. 

 

 

A variety of audit methods were used to obtain the required results, using a combination of physical 

sorting and laboratory testing. Figure 4 shows the methods used and where they are reported. 

 

Figure 4 Audit methods and reporting structure 

 
 

waste from 
car and 
metal 

shredding 

150–200 
tonnes per 

day 

delivered in 
trucks 

average six 
(6) 

incoming 
loads per 

day 

currently 
disposed 

directly to 
Genesis 

landfill with 
no prior 
sorting/ 

treatment 

Physical sorting to determine composition 

• Sample collected by Environ 

 

• Physical sorting done by APC at the 
Genesis site 

 

• Results are reported in this report 

Lab testing for moisture content and 
calorific value 

• Sample collected by Environ 

 

• Testing done at HRL laboratory 

 

• Results are reported in this report  

Image 2 Artists impression of EFW 

plant 

Image 1 Genesis landfill showing 

chute from Material Processing Facility 
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Image 3 The Genesis Material Processing Centre 
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2. METHODOLOGY 

2.1 Project inception meeting 

Prior to project commencement, a project inception meeting was held with APC, Dial a Dump 

(DADI) and Environ Consulting Services (ECS) on 4 August 2016. This meeting confirmed project 

requirements, sampling and sorting logistics, documentation and the project timeline. Attendees 

were: 

 

 
 

2.2 Staff inductions 

APC staff received site-specific safety inductions at the Genesis site. APC provided Safe Work 

Method Statements for the sorting component of the audit. 

 

2.3 Sample collection 

The physical collection of the samples for both the waste audit and the lab analysis was undertaken 

by a representative of ECS, on the following dates: 

 

 
 

The sampling regimes for the samples to be physically sorted and the samples to be sent for 

laboratory testing are described in Figure 5 below. 

 

The samples were collected at the base of the Genesis landfill. The trucks tipped their loads at the 

base of the landfill and the sample was taken. An APC staff member accompanied the ECS 

representative on one trip to the landfill base to observe the sample retrieval process and take 

images for incorporation into this report. 

 

Environ 

• Pablo Garces 

APC 

• Anne Prince 

• David Hitchcock 

• Dr Ian Nivison-
Smith 

DADI 

• Alicia Marix-
Evans 

• Rodney Johnson 

Sat  
13 Aug 

Mon  
15 Aug  

Tue  
16 Aug 

Wed  
17 Aug 

Thu  
18 Aug 

Fri  
19 Aug 
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Figure 5 Sampling regime 

 
 

 
The initial weighing of 19 samples produced a total weight of 601.0kg, with a minimum individual 

sample weight of 7.8kg and a maximum of 43.2kg. After sorting, the entire summed sorted sample 

weighed 582.0kg. The loss of weight during sorting (19.0kg, 3.2%) was most likely due to evaporation 

of small quantities of moisture. All further analysis refers to the post-sorting weights. 

Sampling for the physical 
sorting samples 

• Approx. three (3) incoming 
loads were sampled each 
day for six (6) days (total 19 
loads were sampled) 

 

• Trucks selected at random 

 

• Truck tipped all load on 
floor of pit 

 

• Each sample was approx. 
35kg (x 3 per day to provide 
total daily sample of approx. 
100kg)  

 

• To make up each 35kg 
sample, 10 small samples 
were taken from different 
places in the load 

 

• Each 35kg sample was 
placed in 200-micron 
thickness plastic bags 

 

• The bag was labelled with 
date, sample time as well as 
the truck rego 

 

• At the end of the day, the 
weighbridge was asked for 
the docket in order to get 
the total size of the sample 
from which the subsample 
was taken 

 

• The sample was taken to 
the APC sorting location 

Sampling for the laboratory 
analysis samples 

• Sampling for the laboratory 
analysis was conducted by 
Environ Consulting Services 
in accordance with HRL 
requirements and as 
directed by European 
engineers consulting to the 
project.  

 

• The lab samples were a 
subsample of the physical 
sorting samples – that is, 
each sample collected 
included approximately 
35kg to be sorted and 6kg 
to be sent to the lab. 

 

• 17 samples were sent for 
testing. 

 

• The last sample was not 
sent to the laboratory due 
to late arrival of the floc 
trucks for sample collection.  
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Image 4 A truckload of shredder floc waste enters the landfill base 

 

 
Image 5  This load was selected for sampling 
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Image 6 An ECS representative collects samples for the audit 
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2.4 Waste sorting 

Sorting was undertaken by APC staff at the Genesis site at Honeycomb Drive, Eastern Creek, on the 

17, 18 and 19 August 2016. Two bunkers at the Genesis facility were dedicated to APC for the sorting 

phase: one for sorting, and one for storage. 

 

 
Image 7 The sorting location at the Genesis facility 

The waste samples were manually sorted into eight categories as shown in Figure 6. These were 

selected by ECS, APC and DADI based on the categories in the Office of the Renewable Energy 

Regulator (ORER) Guidelines for determining the renewable components in waste for electricity 

generation. The categories in the Guidelines were modified for this audit based on what components 

were likely to be present in the feedstock waste streams audited.   

Figure 6 Sorting categories 

 
 

ORER eligible categories 

• paper/cardboard 

• food/kitchen 

• garden/vegetation 

• wood/timber 

• textiles/rags 

• rubber 

• plastic 

• polystyrene 

Sorting categories for this audit 

• paper/cardboard 

• textiles 

• wood waste 

• rubber/leather 

• polystyrene 

• other plastic 

• metal 

• inert (fines, <10mm) 
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A 10mm sieve was used to separate materials. Separated materials were placed in appropriate 

containers, weighed on a set of electronic scales and the weight recorded. 

 

 
Image 8 Samples are sorted 

2.5 Data verification accuracy and quality assurance  

A number of techniques and procedures were used to check and verify data. At the data-entry stage, 

each coded sheet on which sorting data was recorded was checked against the total weight for that 

sample and any significant differences were investigated. Data was analysed by APC’s statistician 

using Excel. 
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Results – shredder 

floc composition 
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3. RESULTS – SHREDDER FLOC COMPOSITION 

3.1 Composition of shredder floc 

The majority (58%) of shredder floc is fines. There are also substantial amounts of non-polystyrene 

plastics (21%) and textiles (11%). These three materials make up 90% of shredder floc. 

 

The remainder is made up of rubber/leather (5%), wood waste (3%), metal (1%), polystyrene (1%) 

and paper/cardboard (0.4%). The detailed composition by sample, as well as the corresponding 

laboratory results, is presented in Appendix A. 

 

Figure 7 Composition of shredder floc 

 
 

 

 
Image 9 58% of floc is fines 
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Image 10 Plastics sorted from the floc  Image 11 Rubber sorted from the floc 

 

 

   
Image 12 Polystyrene sorted from the floc  Image 13 Timber sorted from the floc 

 

 

     
Image 14 Paper and cardboard   Image 15 A floc sample 
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The following table shows the weight, percentage and minimum and maximum proportions of 

materials found in the 19 samples. 

 

Table 1 Shredder floc composition including range 

Material Weight audited (kg) Per cent Range 

Fines 338.1 58.1% 35.7%–82.5% 

Other plastic 120.1 20.6% 11.7%–32.1% 

Textiles 63.6 10.9% 1.0%–23.9% 

Rubber/leather 28.0 4.8% 1.5%–14.0% 

Wood waste 17.4 3.0% 0.6%–4.8% 

Metal 8.2 1.4% 0.5%–2.8% 

Polystyrene 4.4 0.8% 0.3%–6.4% 

Paper and cardboard 2.2 0.4% 0.0%–0.6% 

Total 582.0 100.0% 
  

3.2 Confidence intervals 

A more statistically accurate way of portraying variability between samples is to calculate confidence 

intervals. Upper and lower 95% confidence intervals show the region within which we would expect 

the true value of an estimate to lie in 95% of cases. Table 2 shows the percentages of each material 

with lower and upper 95% confidence intervals. 

 

Table 2 Confidence intervals 

Material Average 95% CI Lower limit Upper limit 

Fines 58.1% 6.9% 51.2% 65.0% 

Other plastic 20.6% 3.1% 17.6% 23.7% 

Textiles 10.9% 3.2% 7.7% 14.1% 

Rubber/leather 4.8% 1.3% 3.6% 6.1% 

Wood waste 3.0% 0.5% 2.5% 3.5% 

Metal 1.4% 0.3% 1.1% 1.7% 

Polystyrene 0.8% 0.6% 0.1% 1.4% 

Paper and cardboard 0.4% 0.1% 0.3% 0.5% 

 

The following charts show the percentage composition and confidence intervals for each material. 

The materials are shown on two separate charts to maintain scale: materials that were present in 

small amounts and materials that were present in large amounts. 
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Figure 8 Average percentage by weight of materials, with lower and upper 95% confidence 

limits – materials present in large amounts 

 

Figure 9 Average percentage by weight of materials, with lower and upper 95% confidence 

limits – materials that were present in small amounts 

 

 

This audit was carried out by skilled staff under strictly controlled conditions with a relatively small 

number of sorting categories. The sample number (n=19) can be judged as quite sufficient for this 

kind of data collection. The comparatively narrow confidence intervals indicate that the accuracy of 

these results is very acceptable. The only component with a wide confidence interval was 

polystyrene that indicates a small percentage of material that is not very evenly distributed within 

the samples collected.  
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4. RESULTS – METALS, MOISTURE, ASH AND CALORIFIC VALUE 

4.1 Laboratory analysis  

Of the 19 samples collected for physical sorting, 17 sub-samples of those samples were sent for 

laboratory analysis to HRL Laboratories. The results reported in this report are: 

 

 % metal 

 total moisture 

 ash yield 

 calorific value 

 

The laboratory testing results for metal content, moisture content, ash yield and calorific value are 

contained in Appendix A. 

 

4.2 Percentage metals  

The 17 samples tested had a metals content of between 0.6% and 9.7%, with an average of 2.9% and 

a median of 1.8%. This is higher than the metals result from the physical sorting (1% metals), as the 

physical sort only looked for obvious metal parts, whereas the lab testing was able to detect much 

smaller metal fragments. 

 

4.3 Net wet calorific value 

Including metals, the average net wet calorific value is 11.6 MJ/kg. Excluding metals, the average net 

wet calorific value is 12 MJ/kg. 

 

Table 3 Net wet calorific value 

Net wet CV Range Average Median 

With metals 7.8 to 15.7 MJ/kg 11.6 10.8 

Without metals 7.8 to 16.3 MJ/kg 12.0 11.0 

 

4.4 Total moisture 

Including metals, the average moisture content is 12.8%. Excluding metals, the average moisture 

content is 13.2%. 

 

Table 4 Moisture content 

Total moisture Range Average Median 

With metals 8.8% to 15.6% 12.8% 12.7% 

Without metals 9.8% to 16.1% 13.2% 12.9% 
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4.5 Ash yield 

Including metals, the average ash yield is 58.5%. Excluding metals, the average ash yield is 57.0%. 

 

Table 5 Ash yield 

Ash yield Range Average Median 

With metals 41.4% to 74.0% 58.5% 60.8% 

Without metals 40.3% to 73.0% 57.0% 57.9% 

 

4.6 Gross wet calorific value 

Including metals, the average gross wet calorific value is 12.8 MJ/kg. Excluding metals, the average 

gross wet calorific value is 13.2 MJ/kg. 

 

Table 6 Gross wet calorific value 

Gross wet CV Range Average Median 

With metals 8.7 to 16.7 MJ/kg 12.8 MJ/kg 11.8 MJ/kg 

Without metals 8.8 to 17.4 MJ/kg 13.2 MJ/kg 12.1 MJ/kg 
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APPENDIX A DETAILED DATA – SHREDDER FLOC COMPOSITION 

Sample record number 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 

Sorting date 19/08/2016 19/08/2016 19/08/2016 18/08/2016 18/08/2016 18/08/2016 18/08/2016 18/08/2016 18/08/2016 

Sampling date 

15/08/2016 @ 
9.55 

15/08/2016  
@3.37pm 

15/08/2016 @ 
7.40 am 16/8/2016  @7.28 16/8/16 @6.40 16/8/16 @10.12 16/08/2016 17/08/2016 17/08/2016 

Truck registration PFF026 PFF 026 PFF026 PFF026 PFF029 PFF026 PFF026 PFF026 
Arrived same time 

as others 

  kg % kg % kg % kg % kg % kg % kg % kg % kg % 

Paper and cardboard 0.132 0.41% 0.116 0.57% 0.088 0.23% 0.13 0.50% 0.052 0.43% 0.048 0.13% 0 0.00% 0.06 0.23% 0.134 0.50% 

Textiles 4.88 15.11% 1.274 6.25% 5.728 14.86% 0.9 3.46% 0.124 1.03% 0.53 1.40% 0.578 7.41% 0.61 2.30% 3.408 12.80% 

Wood waste 0.982 3.04% 0.65 3.19% 1.326 3.44% 0.638 2.45% 0.072 0.60% 0.48 1.26% 0.242 3.10% 0.33 1.24% 0.816 3.07% 

Rubber/leather 1.112 3.44% 0.916 4.49% 1.266 3.28% 0.38 1.46% 0.256 2.12% 0.968 2.55% 0.132 1.69% 1.32 4.98% 3.72 13.97% 

Plastic 7.56 23.41% 4.654 22.84% 8.812 22.86% 3.452 13.28% 1.42 11.79% 4.444 11.71% 0.5 6.41% 3.862 14.57% 7.816 29.36% 

Polystyrene 0.172 0.53% 0.08 0.39% 0.184 0.48% 0.228 0.88% 0.058 0.48% 0.106 0.28% 2.502 32.09% 0.156 0.59% 0.074 0.28% 

Metal 0.488 1.51% 0.344 1.69% 0.214 0.56% 0.538 2.07% 0.122 1.01% 0.27 0.71% 0.08 1.03% 0.176 0.66% 0.734 2.76% 

Inert 16.964 52.54% 12.346 60.58% 20.924 54.29% 19.726 75.89% 9.944 82.54% 31.116 81.97% 3.764 48.27% 20 75.43% 9.92 37.26% 

Total weight 32.29 100.00% 20.38 100.00% 38.542 100.00% 25.992 100.00% 12.048 100.00% 37.962 100.00% 7.798 100.00% 26.514 100.00% 26.622 100.00% 

HRL lab sample number 5 6 4 8 7 9 N/A 10 11 

Metal % 3.6 1.1 1.7 1.8 4 1.6 

Small make-up 
sample taken to 

ensure a total 
sample greater 

than 600kg. 
 

2.8 9.7 
Moisture without 
metal% 11.9 13.4 13.9 12 12.6 12.9 12.2 9.8 

Moisture with metal% 11.5 13.3 13.7 11.8 12.1 12.7 11.9 8.8 
Ash yield without 
metal% 55.9 67.9 48.6 50.1 52.3 59.9 40.3 43.7 

Ash yield with metal% 57.9 68.6 49.4 51 54.4 60.9 41.4 47.9 
Gross dry calorific 
without metal MJ/kg 18.01 17.56 16.26 16.16 19.96 15.53 18.08 18.04 
Gross dry calorific with 
metal MJ/kg 17.36 17.37 15.99 15.87 19.17 15.28 17.58 16.29 
Gross wet calorific 
without metal MJ/kg 15.9 15.2 14 14.2 17.4 13.5 15.9 16.3 
Gross wet calorific with 
metal MJ/kg 15.3 15 13.8 13.9 16.7 13.3 15.5 14.7 
Net wet calorific without 
metal MJ/kg 14.8 14.3 12.9 12.9 16.3 12.3 14.5 15.1 
Net wet calorific with 
metal MJ/kg 14.3 14.1 12.7 12.7 15.7 12.1 14.1 13.6 

mailto:16/8/2016@7.28
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Sample record number 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 

TOTAL 
  
  
  

Sorting date 18/08/2016 19/08/2016 19/08/2016 19/08/2016 19/08/2016 19/08/2016 19/08/2016 17/08/2016 17/08/2016 17/08/2016 

Sampling date 17/08/2016 
18/08/2016 @ 

9.05 
18/08/2016  

@7.17 
18/08/2016 @ 

9.15 am 
19/08/2016 @ 

7.14 
19/08/2016 

@10.23 
19/08/2016 @ 

9.15 13/08/2016 13/08/2016 13/08/2016 

Truck registration PFF026 PFF027 PFF026 CC56QR PFF026 PFF026 PFF027 PFF076 PFF027 PFF026 

  kg % kg % kg % kg % kg % kg % kg % kg % kg % kg % kg % 

Paper and cardboard 0.076 0.30% 0.184 0.59% 0.118 0.3% 0.19 0.55% 0.184 0.45% 0.192 0.44% 0.16 0.46% 0.134 0.39% 0.13 0.37% 0.116 0.34% 2.32 0.39% 

Textiles 5.958 23.9% 5.182 16.62% 7.386 18.7% 6.33 18% 6.604 16.00% 5.556 12.77% 5.35 15.13% 0.944 2.76% 1.08 3.16% 1.134 3.29% 65.48 10.91% 

Wood waste 0.328 1.32% 1.504 4.82% 1.54 3.9% 1.66 4.72% 1.692 4.10% 1.25 2.87% 1.04 2.94% 0.874 2.56% 0.94 2.74% 0.988 2.87% 17.87 2.98% 

Rubber/leather 2.106 8.45% 1.814 5.82% 1.866 4.73% 1.71 4.87% 2.076 5.03% 1.524 3.50% 1.32 3.73% 1.498 4.38% 1.94 5.66% 2.056 5.97% 28.82 4.80% 

Plastic 7.134 28.6% 8.082 25.93% 7.892 20% 7.9 22.48% 9.784 23.7% 10.71 24.61% 10.35 29.23% 4.048 11.8% 4.61 13.41% 5.112 14.84% 121.69 20.28% 

Polystyrene 0.136 0.55% 0.696 2.23% 0.308 0.78% 0.51 1.45% 0.276 0.67% 0.23 0.53% 0.194 0.55% 0.114 0.33% 0.2 0.58% 0.2 0.58% 6.861 1.14% 

Metal 0.296 1.19% 0.39 1.26% 0.72 1.83% 0.29 0.84% 1.036 2.51% 0.29 0.66% 0.19 0.53% 0.618 1.81% 0.57 1.65% 0.832 2.42% 8.44 1.41% 

Inert 8.892 35.7% 13.32 42.72% 19.62 49.7% 16.54 47.1% 19.63 47.55% 23.77 54.62% 16.78 47.42% 25.936 75.9% 24.87 72.44% 24.004 69.69% 348.49 58.09% 

Total weight 24.93 100% 31.17 100% 39.45 100% 35.14 100% 41.28 100% 43.52 100% 35.39 100% 34.166 100% 34.34 100% 34.442 100% 599.97 100% 

HRL lab sample number 12 14 13 15 16 Not sent  17 1  2 3 3 
 

Metal % 5 3.1 1.3 2.5 6   1.8 0.6 1.1 1.4   
 

Moisture without metal 14.2 16.1 14.9 13.4 15.9   11.4 12.8 12.8 13.4   
 

Moisture with metal 13.5 15.6 14.7 13.1 14.9   11.2 12.7 12.7 13.2   
 

Ash yield without metal 57.9 53.6 62.1 63.3 60.1   44.2 69.1 66.2 73   
 

Ash yield with metal 60.8 55.2 62.9 64.9 63.7   45 69.5 66.9 74   
 

Gross dry calorific 
without metal 12.69 14.01 12.38 13.93 14.33   13.59 10.12 13.29 13.83   

 

Gross dry calorific with 
metal 12.06 13.58 12.22 13.58 13.47   13.34 10.06 13.14 13.63   

 

Gross wet calorific 
without metal 10.9 11.8 10.5 12.1 12   12 8.8 11.6 12   

 

Gross wet calorific with 
metal 10.4 11.4 10.4 11.8 11.3   11.8 8.7 11.5 11.8   

 

Net wet calorific without 
metal 9.7 10.4 9.3 10.6 11   10.8 7.8 10.4 11   

 

Net wet calorific with 
metal 9.2 10.1 9.2 10.3 10.3   10.6 7.8 10.3 10.8   
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APPENDIX B LABORATORY RESULTS 

(See attached) 
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Appendix I Progress towards ‘planned’ activities to 
secure feedstock 
The Proponent’s request for modification to the Genesis EC Facility (“Genesis Waste Management Facility”) 
received approval from the NSW Department of Planning on 17/03/2016.  

This established planning approval for the establishment of a “pre-sort centre” on the site of the Genesis EC 
facility. This centre is the proposed site for the commercial and industrial (C&I) waste Dirty MRF, that will 
process mixed C&I waste for recycling and secure eligible tonnes for energy recovery. 

The details of the modification and determination can be viewed on the Department of Planning website:  

http://majorprojects.planning.nsw.gov.au/index.pl?action=view_job&job_id=6873 

In addition, the Proponent has received a grant from the NSW EPA worth $5 million to establish the C&I Dirty 
MRF. The cover of the signed deed of agreement is presented in the next page.   

http://majorprojects.planning.nsw.gov.au/index.pl?action=view_job&job_id=6873





