
I am writing to object strenuously to the Monaro Rock quarry and industrial plant proposal.

First, as a matter of procedure, it is asymmetric and unfair that the quarry and 
environmental consultants have four years to prepare the EIS, which comes to 1902 
pages, and the community has only four weeks to digest and make objections.  The 
planning department should consider extending the community response time for state 
significant developments to be more fair.

Why has the quarry and industrial plant been proposed where it is?  The single likely 
reason is profit; it will be cheaper for the owners of the company, who own a concrete 
company and a formwork company, to get raw materials.  For that, the large number of 
residens will likely suffer ongoing consequences.  This is a classic case of the profit of the 
few at the expense of the many.

I don’t object to business, profits, enterprise and capitalism.  I believe in free markets and 
growth, but the one of the main purposes of government is to ensure that this is 
constrained and blocked when the downside to the many outweighs the upside of the few.  
This is such a case.  I call on you to reject this application in this location on this ground 
along with many others.

There is no social license for this quarry; the vast majority of the community is vehemently 
opposed to it.  There is no public interest that outweighs the detriment, despite the claims 
in the EIS.

I call on you to recognise this and deny the application in this locagion.  Failing that, I ask 
this to be determined by the Independent Planning Commission and for public meetings to 
be held.

My specific objections:

Location:

This rock is in plentiful supply between Canberra and Cooma.  There will be many suitable 
places that will not require such major construction of a road, rail crossing and intersection. 
And more importantly, it will be safer for commuters, further from the population and away 
from conservation zones.  There is much more benefit to the community in the quarry 
moving to an unpopulated area.  Even though transport costs will be greater, the change in 
benefits to the community will be profound.

Traffic

The proposed intersection with the Monaro Highway may well cost people their lives.  The 
road is already considered dangerous, and now the plan is to allow 50 tonne trucks to 
merge with traffic going 100km/h.  Add fog and darkness from winter, and the risk 
multiplies.  My family commutes on that road every work day and I fear for ours safety 
should this go ahead.



At the very worst, the impact to commute times will be bad, especially when considering 
snow traffic on Mondays and Fridays four months of the year.

Dust

Silica dust is becoming considered ‘the new asbestos’ as more evidence becomes 
available about harm from long term exposure.  Wind modelling and particulate forecasts 
don’t give a great deal of comfort when the quarry will be here for the next 30 years.  
Consider that we may not really know what safe levels are, as this study is relatively new.  
Consider that we do not know if there is any historical back testing that shows that 
forecasts of dust before a quarry is built accurately reflect what is observed in the decades 
afterwards.  Forecasts might not really mean anything at all, and we would never know.  
The EPA lacks resources to adequately monitor and police quarries, and so over time the 
community does not have strong assurances that expensive and time-consuming 
suppression will be carried out.

Residents near the Williamsdale quarry report that they have suffered from dust for years.  
I don’t have confidence that this quarry will be any better, but the population density and 
elevation of this quarry makes it worse.

Mental health

I know of neighbours and residents who are suffering massively from mental health issues 
caused by this quarry.  The rest is their story to tell, but the impact to the community is real 
and causing harm.

Economics

We know the other quarries in the region are producing well under their limits, and this is 
driven by a lack of demand not a lack of supply.  The quarries have decades more capacity 
to give, and Williamsdale is considering an application to expand their operations.  Despite 
the proponent’s claims there is no demand for an additional quarry.

Because this is demand-led, any additional supply is zero sum.  Anything produced from 
Monaro Rock means it is not produced from another quarry, and so any economic benefit 
to government or the community from Monaro Rock would be an equivalent loss from one 
of the other three quarries in the area.  There is no net economic benefit.

I have other minor concerns about blasting, vibrations, odours, electricity and water, but 
these I know have been addressed in other submissions.

The EIS contains issues that cause me to question the validity of the claims made.  Here 
are some examples:

Oysters, therefore, Quarry

Their rationale for why the development is allowed in a C2 zone is because of oysters.  
Oyster aquaculture is a form of agriculture, and, without any further logic, rationale or 



justification, claims “therefore, extractive industries are permissible” (EIS s4.2.2 p4-3).  I 
find this insulting to residents and assessors, that they would be so audacious as to think 
that we would consider this a good justification.

Traffic survey

The traffic survey was done during COVID when Victoria was in lockdown and many 
people were working from home.  It was also done right at the start of ski season where 
there would be very little snow traffic.  At best this might understate and underestimate the 
traffic, and at worst this may have been to intentionally skew the data in their favour.

Wind data

The wind data used in prediction how far dust may travel is based on the weather 
monitoring station in Isabella Plains.  While this might be the closest weather station, it is 
not representative of the winds that will be experienced on site.  When we asked the 
environmental consultants about this in a community meeting, the response was unclear to 
me and about analysing the wind at the different residences.  Overall there’s a high chance 
that the distance that dust may travel, and therefore the number of people impacted is very 
much understated.

Portrayal of distances

The EIS makes reference to Tuggeranong being 13km away, and claims that the nearest 
ACT residence is 2.7km away.  Both of these are misleading; the nearest ACT residence is 
2.2km away, and the nearby ACT suburbs or Theodore, Calwell, Conder, Banks, 
Richardson, Chisolm and Gilmore are all within 5km.  Including NSW, there is an estimated 
49,000 people within 5km.  All this is masked with the language that Tuggeranong is 13km 
away.

“Future habituation”

The Social Impact Statement says that “some level of future habituation is anticipated”, 
which is a euphemism for “they’ll get used to it”.  This is insulting and dismissive, and 
reflect a dismissive attitude towards the community.

Again I claim that this quarry is wrong for this location, and I ask you to deny the 
application or to defer to the IPC for assessment.

Thank you for your consideration.


