| oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank.

1. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to existing
and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

2. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the community
consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused to
comment on wheligr asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is
a link betwees; gifica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure fo Silica and Lung Cancer’, Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A
Brief Review of Silicasis in the US’, Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010). The
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel" and that there are "unsealed areas” in the
development. Their own documentation refers to "likely dust from the recycling facility" (pg 3, developer’s
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local
residents. ’

3. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development
is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an
environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

4. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be “a
return of local planning powers to local communities” (NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

5. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In
¢idse proximity are schools, parkiands, the Georges River itself, cyciaways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreationa} facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the ginniised fatility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for esduilding waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their own
housing estate atid marina.

6. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of #icreased fraffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network” (developer’s information distributed on 31/6/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie
Drive. There & glready significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause
an extra 1.5 miilion truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion.. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, pollution and gongestion from this proposed facility, given the likelinood of the ‘Intermodal’.

7. [gppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact an land values and residents will not be compensated.

8. | oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents
on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns.

9. 1 oppese the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area-of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processmg plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each
other.

As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on councillors,

the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW
Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.
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I_oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 01 57) at Lot 6 DP
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank. 129

1. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to existing
and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

2. loppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the community
consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused to
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is
a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer’, Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A
Brief Review of Silicosis in the US’, Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010). The
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel" and that there are "unsealed areas in the
development, Their own documentation refers to "likely dust from the recycling facility” {rg 3, developer’s
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable heaith risk for local

residents.

3. 1oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development
is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an
environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin. :

4. 1_oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be "a
return of local planning powers to local communities” (NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed to this development. - Councillors of the Liverpool .City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

5. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational-Uses of the area. The proposed .concrete processing facility is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In
close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their own
housing estate and marina. A e

6. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network" (developer’s:information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie
Drive. There is alreadysignificant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause
an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodal’.

7. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

8. | oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents
on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns.

9. I _oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each

other.
As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. 1 call on councillors,

the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW
Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to_REJECT this proposal.

NAME: Belinda Dale ADDRESS: 50/30 Werona Ave Padstow 2211 DATE:
{4 Bushview Lane Moorebank}
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OPPOSITION TO MOOREBANK BUILDING WASTE PROCESSING PLANT

| oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP

1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank. 2
1. 1. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to

existing and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair
housing estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely
short cut through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

2. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the
community consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer
refused to comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released.
There is a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer, Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A Brief
Review of Sificosis in the US’, Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010). The developer
plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel" and that there are "unsealed areas" in the
development. Their own documentation refers to “likely dust from the recycling facility” (pg 3, developer’s
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local
residents. | AM AN ASMATIC WITH A YOUNG BOY. BOTH MY FAMILY AND | ARE VERY CONCERNED
ABOUT THIS AND DISAPPOINTED THAT THIS IS ALLOWED TO BE CONSIDERED AND RECONSIDERED
AFTER THE AMOUNT OF REJECTION THE LAST PROPOSED RECYCLING PLANT BROUGHT.

3. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed
development is in an area that floods. in the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpsles may
cause an environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

4. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will
be “a return of local planning powers to local communities” (NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH,
4/4/2011). The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have
voted unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeling, 15/6/20171).

5. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with
the current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In close
proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library and a
golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their own

housing estate and marina.

6. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the
proposed facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on
the arterial road network” (developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased
traffic will have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor
Macquarie Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which
will cause an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours,
further impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience
any additional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodal’.

7. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values.
Residents of the Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes.
The proposed development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated. -

8. | oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at
a meeting held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant
number of local residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions
from local residents on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’

concerns.
3. | oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete
processing plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants
operated by Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning
to build another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity

to each other.

As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on councillors,
the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW
Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.
PLEASE CONSIDER HOW YOU WOULD FEEL IF A RECYCLING PLANT WAS PROPOSED

NEXT TO YOUR NEW HOME AND YOUNG FAMILY.
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OPPOSITION TO MOOREBANK BUILDING WASTE PROCESSING PLANT

| oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank. Lo

1. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to existing
and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

2. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the community
consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused to
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is
a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer', Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘4
Brief Review of Silicosis in the US’, Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010). The
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel” and that there are “unsealed areas” in the
development. Their own documentation refers to "likely dust from the recycling facility" (pg 3. developer’s
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local
residents.,

3. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development
is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an
environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

4. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be “a
return of local planning powers to local communities” (‘NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision', SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

5. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In
close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their own
housing estate and marina.

6. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network® (developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie .
Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause
an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodar’.

7. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

8. | oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer guestions from local residents
on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns.

S. | oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metrapolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each
other.

As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on councillors,
the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW

Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.
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EMAILTO: plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au MAIL TO: NSW Department of Planning, GPO Box 39, NSW 2001 FAX TO: 9228 6455



| oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank.

1.

As
the
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| oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to existing
and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the community
consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused to
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is
a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer, Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A
Brief Review of Silicosis in the US’ Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010). The
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel” and that there are "unsealed areas” in the
development. Their own documentation refers to "likely dust from the recycling facility" (pg 3, developer’s
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local
residents.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development
is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an
environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be “a
return of local planning powers fo local communities” (‘NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

! oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompalible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proporticn of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete processing plant. in
close proximity are schools, parkiands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a goif club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their own
housing estate and marina.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network” (developer's information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie
Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause
an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodal’.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents
on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity io each

other.
a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on coungillors,

NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW

Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.
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| OPPOSITION TO MOOREBANK BUILDING WASTE PROCESSING PLANT |

I oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 D
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank. Ly

1. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to existing
and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

2. 1oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the community
consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused to
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be refeased. There is
a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer’ Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘4
Brief Review of Silicosis in the US’, Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010). The
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel" and that there are "unsealed areas” in the
development. Their own documentation refers to "likely dust from the recycling facility" (pg 3, developer’s
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local
residents.

3. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development
is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an
environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

4. 1| oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be “a
return of local planning powers to local communities” (‘NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

5. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In
close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreationai facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their own
housing estate and marina.

6. I oppose the buildirig waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network” (developer's information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighion Golf Club). Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie
Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘intermodal’, which will cause
an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘intermodal’.

7. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

8. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents
on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns.

S. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each
other.

As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on councillors,
the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW
Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.
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| oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP

1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank. @
1. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to

existing and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges
Fair housing estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks
will likely short cut through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for
massive frucks.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the
community consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the
developer refused to comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins
would be released. There is a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica
and Lung Cancer’, Cancer Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is
no known cure for silicosis (‘A Brief Review of Silicosis in the US’, Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East
Carolina University, 2010). The developer plans {o install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel" and
that there are "unsealed areas” in the development. Their own documentation refers to "likely dust from the
recycling facility” (pg 3, developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is
an unacceptable health risk for local residents.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed
development is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material
stockpiles may cause an environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be
“a return of local planning powers to local communities” (‘NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH,
4/4/2011). The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council
have voted unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

| oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility
is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young
families. The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete
processing plant. In close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed
waterside marina, a library and a golif club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve.
Even the owners of the Benedict Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have
accepted that the area is no longer suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut
down their operations to create their own housing estate and marina.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the
proposed facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact
on the arterial road network” (developer's information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club).
Increased traffic will have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and
Governor Macquarie Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the
‘Intermodal’, which will cause an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will
primarily be in peak hours, further impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and
other areas should not experience any additional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility,
given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodal’.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents
of the Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The
proposed development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a
meeting held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant
number of local residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer
questions from local residents on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond
to residents’ concerns.

I oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete
processing plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing
plants operated by Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling
is planning to build another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in
such close proximity to each other.

As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on councillors,
the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW
Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.

FULL NAME: ADDRESS: DATE:

Charlie Fitzgerald 18 Elouera Cresent, Moorebank 4/5/13



| oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP

1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank. LY
1. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to existing

w

and proposed residential homes., The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer o residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

! oppose the bullding waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the community
consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused to
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is
a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer, Cancer
Epidemiclogy, Biomarkers and Prevention Jounal, Volume 18, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A
Brief Review of Silicosis in the U8, Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010). The
developer plans io install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel” and that there are "unsealed areas” in the
development. Their own documentation refers to “likely dust from the recycling facility® (pg 3, developer’s
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local
residents.

| pppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding.  The proposed development
is in an area that floods. in the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an
environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be “a
return of local planning powers to local communities” (NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meefing, 15/6/2011).

| oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. |t should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In
close proximity are schools, parkiands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a golf club, The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve.  Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their own
housing estate and marina.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic.  The developer siates the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is "very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network” {developer's information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie
Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the 'Intermodal’, which will cause
an extra 1.5 million fruck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on aiready high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodal’.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

{ oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consuliation at a meeting
held by represeniatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and fulure residents about the meeting. The organisers refused o answer questions from local residents
on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond fo residents’ concermns.

! oppose the buillding waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norlon. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each
other.

As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on councillors,
the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW
Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.

FULL NAME: SIGNATURE: ADDRESS; DATE:
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| oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank. ( {ys

&

1. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to existing
and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

2. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the community
consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused to
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is
a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer, Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (A
Brief Review of Silicosis in the US’, Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010). The
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel” and that there are "unsealed areas” in the
development. Their own documentation refers to 'likely dust from the recycling facility” (pg 3, developer’s
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local
residents.

3. 1oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flocding. * The proposed development
is in an area that fioods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an
environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

4. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be “a
return of local planning powers to local communities” (‘'NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision', SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2017).

5. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In
close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their own
housing estate and marina.

6. |oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network” (developer's information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie
Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause
an exira 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodal’.

7. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

8. |goppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents
on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond {o residents’ concerns.

9. | oppose the buiilding waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each

other.
As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on councillors,

the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW
Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.
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I oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 D
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank. (6¢

1. | cppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to existing
and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

2. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and foxins. At the community
consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused to
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is
a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure fo Silica and Lung Cancer, Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Voiume 18, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (4
Brief Review of Silicosis in the US’, Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010). The
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel” and that there are "unsealed areas” in the
development. Their own documentation refers to “likely dust from the recycling facility” (pg 3 developer’s
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local

residents.

3. Ioppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development
is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an
environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

4. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be “a
return of local planning powers to iocal communities” (NSW govt scraps 34 planning provision', SMH, 4/4/2017).
The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/20171).

5. 1| oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In
close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the ares is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations o create their own
housing estate and marina.

6. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is *very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network" (developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased iraffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie
Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermeodal’, which will cause
an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodal’.

7. loppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amaunts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

8. 1oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents
on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns.

9. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants cperated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each

other.
As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on councillors,

the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW
Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.

FULL NAME: SIGNATURE: ADDRESS: DATE:
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| oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank. f 4

1.

I oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to
existing and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges
Fair housing estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks
will likely short cut through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for
massive trucks.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the
community consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the
developer refused to comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins
would be released. There is a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica
and Lung Cancer’, Cancer Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is
no known cure for silicosis (‘A Brief Review of Silicosis in the US’, Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East
Carolina University, 2010). The developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel" and
that there are "unsealed areas” in the development. Their own documentation refers to "likely dust from the
recycling facility” (pg 3, developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is
an unacceptable health risk for local residents.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed
development is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material
stockpiles may cause an environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be
“a return of local planning powers to local communities” ('NSW gowvt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH,
4/4/2011). The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council
have voted unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

| oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility
is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young
families. The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete
processing plant. In close proximity are schools, parkiands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed
waterside marina, a library and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve.
Even the owners of the Benedict Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have
accepted that the area is no longer suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut
down their operations to create their own housing estate and marina.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the
proposed facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact
on the arterial road network" (developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club).
Increased traffic will have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and
Governor Macquarie Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the
‘Intermodal’, which will cause an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will
primarily be in peak hours, further impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and
other areas should not experience any additional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility,
given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodal’.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents
of the Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The
proposed development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consuitation at a
meeting held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant
number of local residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer
questions from local residents on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond
to residents’ concerns.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete
processing plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing
plants operated by Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling
is planning to build another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in
such close proximity to each other.

As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on councillors,
the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW
Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.

FULL NAME: ADDRESS: DATE:

Daniel Fitzgerald 23 Christiansen Blvd, Moorebank 4/513



! oppose the proposed Moorébank Waste Processing Project (Project NLxmber 05 O‘fé?) ét 'Lotyé ’QP
1085574, Newhridge Road, Moorebank.

1. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to existing and
proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate. Trucks
using the proposed facility will travel sven closer to residential homes. Trucks will fikely short cut through Georges Fair,
passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks,

2. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the known risks from inevitable silica dust, asbestos and
toxins. At the community consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the
developer refused to comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facifity and whether toxins would be
relaased. It is well known that inhalable silica dust causes lung cancer and silicosis (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica and
Lung Cancer', Cancer Epidemiclogy, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There s no known cure for
silicosis (‘A Brisf Review of Sificosis in the US", Environ Health insights, Volume 4, East Carolina Universily, 2010). The
building/fconstruction materials proposed to be crushed at the plant inherently contain very high silica content. The
developer plans o install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel” and that there are "unsealed areas” in the
development. Their own documentation refers to "likely dust from the recydling facility” {pg 3, developer’s information
distributed on 31/5/2011 af New Brighlon Golf Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for focal residents.

3. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development is in
an area that floods. In the event of a fload, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an environmentat
disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin,

4. { oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be “a return of
local planning powers to local communities” ('NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/2011). The local
community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have voted unanimously against this
development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

5. t oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the current
and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is just 250 metres
fromn the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families. The area is zoned E2
Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete processing plant. iIn close proximity are schools,
parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library and a golf club. The fand is more
suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the cwners of the Benedict Recycling plant at Moorebank (which
borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer suitable for a building waste processing plant and
have started to shut down their operations to create their own housing estate and marina.

6. | oppose the huilding waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial road
network” (developer's information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic will have a
significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Read and Governar Macquarie Drive, There is
already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the 'Intermodal’, which will cause an extra 1.5 million
truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further impacting on already high
congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not be forced to suffer any additional noise, poliution and
congestion from this proposed facility.

7. 1 oppose the huilding waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values, Rasidents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

8. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a meeting held
by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local residents
and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents on health risks.
The organisers did not altow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns.

9.1 oppose the huilding waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrele processing plant to
be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by Benedict
Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build ancther plant at
Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each other.

As a community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing piant. | call on councillors, the NSW
Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW Department of Planning
and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.
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OPPOSITION TO MOOREBANK BUILDING WASTE PROCESSING PLANT

1. | oppose the bullding waste prog ing plant because the proposed development s Tor oo close 10 existing and
proposed residecdial homes, The proposed develcpment Is just 280 metres rom the Georges Fair housing estale. Trugks
using the proposed facility will travel even closer o residential homes. Trucks will Bkely short cut through Georges Fair,
passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive frucks,

2. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the known risks from inevitable silica dust, asbestos and
toxing, Al the communily consultation meeting held on 31572011 al New Brghton Golf Club, the rapresentatives of the
developer refused 1o comment on whether asbestos would be processed al the faclity and whether loxing would be
released. it is well known that inhalable silica dust causes ung cancer and siiicosis {Decupational Exposure to Sifica and
Lung Canger', Car Epidemioiogy, Biomarkers and Prevention Joumal, Volume 18, 20701 There is no known cure for
silicosis ("4 Bried Review of Silicosis in the US', Environ Health insighls, Volurme 4, East Carclinag University, 2010). The
bullding/construction materials proposed o be crushed at the plant inherently contain very high siica content, The
developar plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel” and that there are “unsealed areas” in the
developmeant. Thelr own documentation refers to “likely dust from the recycling faciity” {pg 3, developer's information
distributed on 3T/W2017 at New Brighton Golf Cluby. This is an unaccaptable health risk for logal rasidents.

3. oppose the building waste processing plant because of ths potential for flooding. The proposed development is in
an area that foods. in the event of a flood, unsafe buil materials and materiat stockpiles may cause an environmental
disaster throughout toorebank and the entire Georges River Basin,

4.1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be “a return of
losal planning powers to local communities™ (NSW govl scraps 34 planning provision'. SMH, 4/4/20115. The focal
community is opposad o this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Councit have voted unanimously against this
development (Minutes, Liverpool Clty Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

5. | oppose the huilding wasle processing plant because the proposad development 13 incompatible with the current
and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is just 250 metres
from the Georges Fair housing esiale, with a high proportion of residents having young families. The area is zoned E2
Environmental Conservation. I should not be used for a concrete procassing plant. In close proximity are schools,
parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside maring, 8 library and a golf club. The fand is more
suitalle for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict Recycling plant at Moorebank {which
borders the proposed facility) have sccepted that the area i$ no longer suitable for 3 bullding waste processing plant and
have started to shut down their operations o create their own housing estate and marina.

6. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
faclity will result in an axtra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arlenal road
natwork™ {devefoper's Information distribuled on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic will have a
significant impact on arteral roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Govemor Macquarie Drive. There s
already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause an extra 1.5 milfion
fruck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarly be in peak hours, further impacting on already high
congastion. The residents of Meorebank and other areas should not be foreed to suffer any additional noise, poffution and
congestion from this proposed facility.

7. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on lend values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in padicular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impadt on land vahies and residents will not be compensated.

8.1 oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a meating held
by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local residents
and future residents about the meating. The organisers rafused to answer questions from local residents on health risks.
The organisers did not alfow time to note down and respond to residents” concemns.

9.t oppose the bullding waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrele processing plant to
be located i this ares of metropolilan Sydney. There are pre-existing wasle processing plants operated by Benedict
Recycling and Smorgan Steal Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning fo build another plant at
Heathoote. There is no need for 50 many waste processing plants in such close proximity 10 each other

As a community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on counciltors, the NSW
Parfiamaent, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW Depariment of Planning
and infrastructure and the Premigr of NSW to REJECT this propesal.
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From: Donna Gilbert <donnagilbert4@optusnet.com.au>
To: <emma.barnet@planning.nsw.gov.au>

CC: <assessments@planning.nsw.gov.au>

Date: Thursday - 21 March 2013 8:29 PM

Subject: Submission Details for Donna Gilbert (object)

Attachments: Mime.822
Department of Planning

Confidentiality Requested: no
Submitted by a Planner: no
Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Donna Gilbert
Email: donnagilbertd@optusnet.com.au

Address:
11 Boorara Ave Qatley

Qatley, NSW
2223

Content:
| oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP

1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank.

1. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to existing
and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

2. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the community
consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused to
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is
a link between silica dust and lung cancer ("Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer', Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (A
Brief Review of Silicosis in the US', Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010). The
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel” and that there are "unsealed areas” in the
development. Their own documentation refers to "likely dust from the recycling facility” (pg 3, developer's
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local
residents.

3. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development
is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an
environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

4. I oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be "a
return of local planning powers fo local communities” ('NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision', SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpoo! City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

5. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete processing plant. in
close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their own
housing estate and marina.

6. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is "very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network" (developer's information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie

https://webmail.servicefirst.nsw.gov.au/gw/webacc?User.context=tbab...

11/04/2013 9:53 PM



Submission Details for Donna Gilbert (object)

2of2

Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the “Intermodal’, which will cause
an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the “Intermodal’.

7. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

8. | oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents
on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concems.

9. | oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each
other.

As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on councillors,

the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW

Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.
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| oppese the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0187) at Lot § DP
1085574, Newbridgs Road, Moorsbank.

i

F

! oppose the bullding waste processing plant because the proposed development s far loo dose to existing
and proposed residerdial homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed faclity will ravel even closer to residential homes.  Trucks will Bkely short aut
through Georges Fair, pessing parks and local residents, using roeds not designed for massive trucks.

i gppose the bullding e ing plant sse of the risks from asbestos and toxing. Al the community
consultation mesting held on 31/8/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the represeniatives of the developer refused to
comment on whether asbesios would be processed at the faciity and whether toxins would be released. There is
3 Wk between siica dust and lung cancer {‘Occupaticnal Exposwre fo Silica and Lung Cancer, Cancer
Epidemiclogy, Biomarkers snd Prevention Journsl, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure Tor sllicosis (A
Brief Review of SHicosis in the US' Environ HMealth Insights, Volume 4, East Caroling University, 2010} The
devetopsr plans to install sweapers "whare rucks and paople will ravel” and that there are "unsealed areas” in the
development. Their own dosumentstion refers fo “lkely dust from the recyling facility™ (pg 3 developer’s
information distibuded on 31572011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceplable heaith risk for local

residents.

} sppose the bullding waste pre g plant because of the potentis! for Rooding.  The proposad developmant
is in an area that floods. in the event of & flood, unsafe bullding materials and material slockpiles may cause an
environmantal disaster throughout Moorebank and the sntire Georges River Basin,

! oppose the bullding waste procsssing plant because the NSW Govemment has indicated thare will be *a
returm of local planning powers 1o local communities” {NSW govl scraps 34 planning provision', SMH, 4472011}
The local community Is opposed 1o tis development.  Councilors of the Liverpoo! City Council have voled
unanimously agsinst this development {Minufes, Liverpooi City Council mesting, 188/2011}

| gppose the bullding waste pr g plant bocause the proposed development s incompatible with the
current and planned resideniial and recrestional uses of the area.  The proposed concrele processing faciiity is
lust 250 metres from the Georges Falr housing sstate, with a high proportion of residents having young Tamilies.
The ares is zoned E2 Environmental Conservalion. Tt should not be used for a concrele processing plant. In
close proximity ave schools, parkiands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, 8 proposed watarside marina, a library
and 5 golf dub.  The land is mors suitable for recreational faciliies or a reserve.  Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank fwhich borders the proposad facility) have accepted that the ares is no longer
suitable for a bullding wasle processing plant and have started to shut down thelr operations to create their own
housing estate and marina,
} oppose the bullding ot o plant use of increased traffic.  The developer states the proposed
faciity vill result in an exira 324 truck movements & day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network” (developer's information distibuted on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club).  Increased traffic will
have & signfficant knpact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macguariy
Drive. There is already significant traffic In the area which will be mads worse by the ‘Infermodal’, which will cause
an exira 1.5 milion truck movements in the first year, Truck movemsnts will primanly be in peek hours, further
impaciing on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noige, poliution and congastion from this proposed Tecllity, given the likelihood of the Intermodal’,

§ oppose the buliding o plant because of the nogative impact on land values. Residents of the
HMoarebank precingt in particular have spent significant amounts of monsy on land and homes. The proposed
develnpment wil have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

i ppnoesy the bullding = plant because there was a lack of community consultation af a mesting
held by representatives of the developers on 317812011, The organisers did nol nolily 2 significant nurnber of local
residents and future residents sbout the meeding.  The organisers refusad to answer quaestions fror local residents
on health risks.  The organisers did not allow Ume to note down and respond 1o residents’ concems.

| gppoge the bullding wasts pr g3 plant because 1 is dangerous to residents for & concrete processing
plant to be located in this eres of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-exisling waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recyding and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton, Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote.  Thera is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each
sthar,

As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on councillors,

the MSW Parliament, the Minister for Plapning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW

ERAAL T plan 2 Ing. e gonnan

Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Pramier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.

FULL NANME: SIGNATURE: ADDRESS: DATE:
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| oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank. s

1.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to
existing and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges
Fair housing estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks
will likely short cut through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for
massive frucks.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the
community consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the
developer refused to comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins
would be released. There is a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica
and Lung Cancer’, Cancer Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is
no known cure for silicosis (“A Brief Review of Silicosis in the US’, Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East
Carolina University, 2010). The developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel” and
that there are "unsealed areas” in the development. Their own documentation refers to "likely dust from the
recycling facility” (pg 3, developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is
an unacceptable health risk for local residents.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed
development is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material
stockpiles may cause an environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

I oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be
“a return of local planning powers to local communities” (‘NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH,
4/4/2011). The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council
have voted unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

| oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility
is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young
families. The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete
processing plant. In close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed
waterside marina, a library and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve.
Even the owners of the Benedict Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have
accepted that the area is no longer suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut
down their operations to create their own housing estate and marina.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the
proposed facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact
on the arterial road network" (developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club).
Increased traffic will have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and
Governor Macquarie Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the
‘Intermodal’, which will cause an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will
primarily be in peak hours, further impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and
other areas should not experience any additional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility,
given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodal’.

1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents
of the Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The
proposed development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a
mesting held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant
number of local residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer
questions from local residents on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond
to residents’ concerns.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete
processing plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing
plants operated by Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling
is planning to build another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in
such close proximity to each other.

As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on councillors,
the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW
Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.

FULL NAME: ADDRESS: DATE:

Elke Fitzgerald 23 Christiansen Blvd, Moorebank 4513
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| OPPOSITION TO MOOREBANK BUILDING WAS

| oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank. {;S(é

1. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to existing
and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

2. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the community
consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused to
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is
a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer, Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A
Brief Review of Silicosis in the US’, Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010). The
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will fravel” and that there are "unsealed areas” in the
development. Their own documentation refers to "likely dust from the recycling facility” (pg 3, developer's
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Goif Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local
residents.

3. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development
is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an
environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

4. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be -“a
return of local planning powers to local communities” (‘NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

5. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In
close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started {o shut down their operations to create their own
housing estate and marina.

6. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is "very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network" (developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie
Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause
an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘intermodal’.

7. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

8. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents
on heatth risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond {o residents’ concerns.

9. | oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is pianning to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each
other.

As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on councillors,
the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW

Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.

FULL NAME: SIGNATURE: ADDRESS: DATE:
EMmMA 00 92 MCEKAY AVE
A B
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EMAIL TO: plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au  MAIL TO: NSW Department of Planning, GPO Box 39, NSW 2001 FAX TO: 9228 6455




| oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Proj‘eot (Project Number- 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank. I Lss

1. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed developmenit is far too close to existing
and proposed residentlal homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing
estale. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

2. 1gppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the community
consuitation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused to
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is
a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer, Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A
Brief Review of Silicosis in the US’, Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010). The
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and peopie will travel" and that there are "unsealed areas” in the
development. Their own documentation refers to "likely dust from the recycling facllity” {pg 3, developer's
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Goif Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local
residents.

3. toppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding.  The proposed development
is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stackpiles may cause an
environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

4. | oppose the bullding waste processing plant because the NSW Government has Indicated there will be "a
return of local planning powers to local communities” (‘'NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’ SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed to this development, Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2011 )

5. | oppoese the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families,
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. it should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In
close proximity are schools, parkiands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed watérside marina, a library
and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Racycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed- facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste pracessing plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their own
housing estate and marina.

6. 1oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed .
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movemnents a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network" (developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie
Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause
an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, poliution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the 'Intermodal’.

7. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated,

8. | oppose the building waste processing plant because there was & lack of community consultation at a mesting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting, The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents
on health risks.  The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns.

9. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each
other.

As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. 1 call on councillors,
the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW
Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.
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| oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DR
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank. @

1. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to existing
and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

2. 1oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the community
consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused to
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is
a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure fo Silica and Lung Cancer’, Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Joumal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A
Brief Review of Silicosis in the US’, Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010). The
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel” and that there are “unsealed areas” in the
development. Their own documentation refers to “likely dust from the recycling facility" (pg 3 developer's
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local

residents.

3. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development
is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an
environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

4. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be “a
return of local planning powers to local communities” (NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed to this development. Counciliors of the Liverpool City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

5. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In
close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a goif club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their own
housing estate and marina.

6. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network” (developer's information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie
Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause
an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘Intermoda’.

7. 1oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

8. | oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consuitation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents
on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns.

9. I oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote, There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each
other.

As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on councillors,
the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW
Department of Planning and Infrastructure. and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.
o ff ,/'i .
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| oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP |
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank. @

1. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to existing
and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer {o residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

2. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the community
consuitation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused to.
comment on wheligr asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is
a link betweess silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer’, Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomwarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A
Brief Review of Sificasis in the US’, Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010). The
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel” and that there are "unsealed areas" in the
development. Their own documentation refers to "likely dust from the recycling facility” (pg 3, developer’s
information distributed on 31/6/2011 at New Brighton Goif Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for iocal
residents. ’

3. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development
is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an
environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

4. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be “a
return of local planning powers to local communities™ (NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpoo! City Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

5. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In
¢idse proximity are schoots, parklands, the Georges River itself, cyclaways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreanona%fa@s&atles or-areserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank {which borders the gEnpdsed fatility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a:dilding waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their own
housing estate ard marina. .

6. |oppose the building waste processing plant because of ihcreased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network" (developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie
Drive. There i& giready significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause
an exira 1.5 miilion truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion., The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodal’.

7. {gppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

8. 1oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of locai
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents
on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns.

9. | oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area-of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recychng is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each
other.

As a local community member, | QPPOSE the building waste processing plant. [ call on councillors,

the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW
Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.
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Frank & G

4 Flov St Moorehank NSW 2170

Date: 3rd Aprit 2013

NSW Department of Planning

GPO Box 38,

Sydney NSW 2001

Dear Sir/fMadam,

i am writing this letter to oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (05_0157) at Lot 6 DP 1065574,
Newbridge Road, Moorebank.

1. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to existing and
proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate.
Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut through Georges
Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive frucks.

2. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and foxins.

At the community consuliation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the

developer refused to comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would

be released. There is a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure fo Silica and Lung Cancer’,
Cancer Epidemioclogy, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010).

There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A Brief Review of Silicosis in the US’, Environ Health Insights, Volume 4,

East Carolina University, 2010). The developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel” and that there
are "unsealed areas” in the development. Their own documentation refers to "likely dust from the recycling facility"

{pg 3, developer's information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club).

This is an unacceptable health risk for local residents.

3. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding.
The proposed development is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material
stockpiles may cause an environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

4. i oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be

“a return of local planning powers to local communities” (‘NSW govt scraps 3A planning provisior’, SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have voted unanimously
against this development (Minutes, Liverpoo! City Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

5. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the current and
planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facilily is just 250 metres from the
Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families. The area is zoned E2 Environmental
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| oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank. @

1. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too
close to existing and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres
from the Georges Fair housing estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to
residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut through Georges Fair, passing parks and local
residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks. Georges fair has beautiful parks and
surrounding paths for walking and cycling. An increase in trucks will put the health and safety of
our families at risk, increase dust exposure and increased risk of children been hit by a truck.

. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins.
The recycled material may include glass, fibre cement, clay, sandstone, asbestos and who knows
what are building material. This dust will blow right across the Georges Fair estate, exposing all
the residents of Georges Fair to this concrete dust and exposing us to a variety of respiratory
iinesses. Concrete dust is very fine and impossible to get out of the lungs once inhaled. Studies
have shown that inhaling small doses of concrete dust can decrease lung function. Moorebank
recyclers will be exposing all residents to a variety of respiratory illnesses. It is exposing children
to an increase risk of Asthma and of course all resident are at increased risk of chronic bronchitis,
emphysema, acute silicosis, silicosis, lung cancer, kidney damage and scleroderma. The
literature also states that it is wrong to assume that water spray can eliminate respirable dust.
Visible dust can travel up to 1km while the thinier and lighter dust can travel longer distances. At
the community consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the
representatives of the developer refused to comment on whether asbestos would be processed at
the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is a link between silica dust and lung
cancer (‘Occupational Exposure fo Silica and Lung Cancer’, Cancer Epidemiology, Biomarkers
and Prevention Joumnal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A Brief Review
of Silicosis in the US’, Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010). The
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel" and that there are
"unsealed areas" in the development. Their own documentation refers to "likely dust from the
recycling facility” (pg 3, developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf
Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local residents.

. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The
proposed development is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials
and material stockpiles may cause an environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the
entire Georges River Basin.

. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated
there will be "a return of local planning powers to local communities” (‘'NSW govt scraps 3A
planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/2011). The local community is opposed to this development.
Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have voted unanimously against this development
(Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is
incompatible with the current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The
proposed concrete processing facility is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate,
with a high proportion of residents having young families. The area is zoned E2 Environmental
Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In close proximity are
schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners
of the Benedict Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted
that the area is no longer suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut
down their operations to create their own housing estate and marina. We should be creating an

area that been talk about because of the great things, such as the marina, lunches by the water.

The dust hills are a health hazard and eye sore.

. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer
states the proposed facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is ‘very low
and will have no impact on the arterial road network" (developer’s information distributed on
31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic will have a significant impact on arterial



roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie Drive. There is
already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will
cause an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in
peak hours, further impacting on already high congestion. With the opening of Brickmakers Dr
there is already an increase in noise pollution and congestion with trucks with trailers going up
and down the road and this is 7days a week. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should
not experience any additional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the
likelihood of the ‘Intermodal’,

7. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values.
Residents of the Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on
land and homes. The proposed development will have a severe impact on land values and
residents will not be compensated. To approve this application would devalue and destroy the
livelihood of all the resident of Georges Fair, No one will want to live where themselves, their
families and children are at risk of a variety of respiratory and skin conditions, and where they
can't go out in there own backyards or parks due to the noise and pollution that we will be exposed
to.

8. | oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community
consultation at a meeting held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers
did not notify a significant number of local residents and future residents about the meeting. The
organisers refused to answer questions from local residents on health risks. The organisers did
not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns.

9. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a
concrete processing plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are
pre-existing waste processing plants operated by Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel
Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build another plant at Heathcote.
There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each other.

10. | oppose the building waste processing plant as it is not providing employment opportunities
and the building of the Marina will promote employment and development of local businesses.
This recycling facility will destroy the local area and its health of its residents.

The health risks alone should be enough to NOT approve this application, no recycling plant should be
put near a residential area, especially when there is plenty of land that could be used away from where

people are living.
As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on councillors, the

NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW
Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.

FULL NAME: SIGNATURE: ADDRESS: DATE:
GRANT Cooic el (O BooTH PLACE
| 231 31 2013

EMAIL TO: plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au  MAIL TO: NSW Department of Planning, GPO Box 39, NSW 2001  FAX TO: 9228 6455



OPPOSITION TO MOOREBANK BUILDING WASTE PROCESSING PLANT

| oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank. {)Q@

1. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to existing
and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

2. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the community
consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused to
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is
a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer’, Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A
Brief Review of Silicosis in the US' Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010). The
developer plans to install sweepers “where trucks and people will travel” and that there are "unsealed areas"” in the
development. Their own documentation refers to “likely dust from the recycling facility” (pg 3, developer’s
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local
residents.

3. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development
is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an
environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

4. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be “a
return of local planning powers to local communities” (NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed to this development. Councilliors of the Liverpool City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

5. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrele processing plant. In
close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their own
housing estate and marina.

6. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is "very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network" (developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased fraffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie
Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause
an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, poliution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelinood of the ‘Intermodal’.

7. 1oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

8. 1oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer guestions from local residents
on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns.

9. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each
other.

As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on councillors,
the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW

Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.

FULL NAME: SIGNATURE: ADDRESS: DATE:

AR Witson YLk 45 Rundon Ave
MGD!Q..E;!\fQ 2 SINEY i3
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EMAIL TO: plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au MAIL TO: NSW Department of Planning, GPO Box 39, NSW 2001 FAX TO: 9228 6455




'PROCESSING PLANT

| oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lo P
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank. ; %\5

1. I oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to existing
and proposed residential homes, The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

2. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the community
consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused to
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is
a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupalional Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer’, Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A
Brief Review of Silicosis in the US’, Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010). The
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel" and that there are "unsealed areas” in the
development. Their own documentation refers to "likely dust from the recycling facility" (pg 3, developer’s
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable heailth risk for local

residents.

3. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development
is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an
environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

4, | oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be “a
return of local planning powers to local communities” (NSW govt scraps 3A planning prevision', SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

5. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. [t should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In
close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, g library
and a goif club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their own
housing estate and marina.

6. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will resuit in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network" (developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie
Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause
an exira 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodat’.

7. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

8. | oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011.  The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents
on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns.

9. | oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each

other.
As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on councillors,

the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW
Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.
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_OPPOSITION 1

| oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank. %’1

1. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to existin
and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

2. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the community
consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused to
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is
a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Siica and Lung Cancer', Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A
Brief Review of Silicosis in the US’, Environ Heaith Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina Universily, 2010). The
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel” and that there are "unsealed areas” in the
development. Their own documentation refers to “likely dust from the recycling facility" (pg 3, developer’s
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local
residents.

3. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development
is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an
environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

4. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be “a
return of local planning powers to local communities” (NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed 1o this development. Councillors of the Liverpocl City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpoof City Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

5. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In
close proximity are schools, parkiands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a golf club. The fand is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down fheir operations to create their own
housing estate and marina.

6. I oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network™ (developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Goif Club). Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Govemor Macquarie
Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause
an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residenis of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the fikelinood of the ‘Intermodal’.

7. 1oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

8. | oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consuitation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents
on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond fo residents’ concerns.

9. | oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each

other.
As a local community member, | QPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on councillors,

the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW
Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.
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| oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP

1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank. QG
1. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to existing

and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

| opposge the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the community
consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused to
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is
a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure fo Silica and Lung Cancer, Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A
Brief Review of Silicosis in the US', Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina Universily, 2010). The
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel” and that there are "unsealed areas” in the
development. Their own documentation refers to "likely dust from the recycling facility" (pg 3, developers
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local

residents.

1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development
is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an
environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

| oppose the huilding waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be “a
return of local planning powers to local communities” (NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

| oppose the huilding waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. it should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In
close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their own
housing estate and marina.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network" (developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie
Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘intermodal’, which will cause
an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, poliution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodal’.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be cornpensated.

I oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The crganisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents
on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond fo residents’ concerns.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each

other.

As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. [ call on councillors,
the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW
Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.
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| oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank. ( %;_{‘

1. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to existing
and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

2. 1oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the community
consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at Mew Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused to
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is
a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer, Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A
Brief Review of Silicosis in the US' Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010). The
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel" and that there are "unsealed areas” in the
development. Their own documentation refers to "likely dust from the recycling facility” (pg 3. developer's
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golif Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local

residents,

3. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development
is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an
environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

4. | gppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be "a
return of local planning powers to local communities” ('NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpoot City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

5. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. it should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In
close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their own
housing estate and marina.

6. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network” {developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie
Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the 'Intermodal’, which will cause
an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, poliution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likefihood of the “Intermodal’.

7. 1oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and rasidents will not be compensated.

8. 1| oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents
on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concemns.

9. | oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each
other.

As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on councillors,
the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW

Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.
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| oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP

1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank. @
1. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to existing

and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

{ oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the community
consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused to
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is
a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer, Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 18, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A
Brief Review of Silicosis in the US’, Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010). The
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel” and that there are "unsealed areas” in the
development. Their own documentation refers to "likely dust from the recycling facility” (pg 3. devefoper’s
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golif Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local
residents.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development
is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an
environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be “a
return of local planning powers to local communities” ({NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed to this development. Counciliors of the Liverpoc! City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

t oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In
close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their own
housing estate and marina.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased fraffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network” {developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macguarie
Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause
an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, poliution and congestion from this propesed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodal’.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

I gppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents
on health risks.  The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each

other.

As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on councillors,
the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW
Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.
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OPPOSITION TO MOOREBANK BUILDING WASTE PROCEESSING PLANT

1.t oppose the bullding waste p ing plant | use the proposed developmant is far o0 ciose 1 exisling and
proposaed residential homes. The proposed devalopment is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate. Trucks
using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residentiat homes. Trucks will tikety short cut through Georges Fair,
passing parks and Incat residents, using roads not designed for massive frucks.

2. { opposs the building waste processing plant becauge of the known risks from inevitable silica dust, asbestos and
toxing. Af the community consultation meating held on 3152011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the
deveioper refused to commaent on whether ssbesios would be processed ot the faclity and whether toxing would be
released. Itis well known that inhalable silica dust causes lung cancer and silicosis {Ocoupational Exposure lo Sifca and
Lung Cancar’, Cancar Epidemiciogy. Biomarkers and Pravention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for
silicesis (‘A Brief Review of Silicosis in the US', Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carclipa University, 2010). The
building/construction materials proposed to be crushed at the plant inherently contain very high silica content. The
daveloper plans 10 install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel” and that there are "unsealed areas” in the
development. Thelr own documentation refers to "iikely dust from the recydling faciity” (pg 3. developer’s informaticn
diatributed on 3182011 at New Brighton: Goff Club), This s an unacceptabla health risk fur local residents,

3.1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development is in
an area that foods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an snvironmental
disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin,

4, 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the N&W Government has indicaled there wilf be “a return of
tocal planning powsrs o local communities” (NSW govt scraps 34 plannisy provision, SMH, 447201711 The local
community is opposed to this development. Counciiors of the Liverpeot City Council have voted unanimously against this
development (Minutes, Liverpoot Cilty Cauncil mesting, 15672011}

5. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is Incompatible with the current
and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. Tha proposed concrete processing faclity is just 250 metres
from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families, The arga is zoned E2
Environmental Conservation. 1t should not be used for a concrete processing plant. in close proxdmity are schools,
parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a ibrary and a golf ciub. The tand s more
suitable for recreational facilities or 3 reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict Recycling plant at Moorgbank (which
borders the proposed facility} bave accepted that the area is no jonger sullable for a building waste processing plant and
have started to shut down their operations o create their own housing estate and marina,

6. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer stales the proposed
facility will rasult in an extra 324 truck maovements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial road
network” {developer's information distributed on 31/8/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club}. Increased traffic will have a
significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie Drive. There is
already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘intermodal’, which will cause an extra 1.5 million
truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours. further impacting on already high
congestion. The rasidents of Moorebank and other areas should not be forced to suffer any additional noise, poliution and
congestion from this propasad facility

7. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on fand values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on tand and homes. The proposed
development wilt have a sevare impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

8. 1 oppose the buillding waste processing plant because thers was a Jack of community consuliation at 2 mesting held
by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant rumber of local residents
and future residents about the meeting, The organisers refused to answer questions from iocal residents on health risks,
The organisers did not alow Ume o note down and respond (o residents’ concems.

9. f oppose the bullding waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrele processing plant to
ba located in this area of metropolitan Svdney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by Bensdict
Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton, Benedict Recyeling s planning to builld another plant at
Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each other.

As a communily member, | OPPOSE the building waste procesasing plant. | call on counciliors, the NSW
Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW Department of Planning
and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.
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| oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP.
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank. @

1. 1| oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to existing
and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes, Trucks will fikely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

2. 1oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the community
consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused to
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is
a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer, Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘4
Brief Review of Silicosis in the US', Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010). The
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel” and thal there are "unsealed areas” in the
development. Their own documentation refers to "likely dust from the recycling facility" (pg 3, developer’s
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local
residents.

3. 1oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding, * The proposed development
is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe huilding materials and material stockpiles may cause an
environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

4. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Govemnment has indicated there will be “a
return of local planning powers to local communities” (‘'NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/2G11).
The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

5. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In
close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itsalf, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down thejr operations to create their own
housing estate and marina.

6. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movementis a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network” (developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie
Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause
an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodal’.

7. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

8. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a fack of community constiltation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of focal
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents
on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond fo residents’ concerns.

9. | oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each
other.

As a local community member, | QPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on councillors,
the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW

Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.

FULL NAME: SIGNATURE: ADDRESS: DATE:
HC\ e A‘%QX CA CBQQX/%@‘UK 27 Tevpeton(oatk
SAIS

EMAIL TO: plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au  MAIL TO: NSW Department of Planning, GPO Box 39, NSW 2001 FAX TO: 8228 6455



| oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank. @

1.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to
existing and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges
Fair housing estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks
will likely short cut through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for
massive trucks.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the
community consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the
developer refused to comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins
would be released. There is a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica
and Lung Cancer’, Cancer Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is
no known cure for silicosis (‘A Brief Review of Silicosis in the US’, Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East
Carolina University, 2010). The developer plans to instail sweepers "where trucks and people will travel” and
that there are "unsealed areas” in the development. Their own documentation refers to "likely dust from the
recycling facility" (pg 3, developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is
an unacceptable health risk for local residents.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed
development is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material
stockpiles may cause an environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be
“a return of local planning powers fo local communities” (‘NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH,
4/4/2011). The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council
have voted unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

| oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility
is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young
families. The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete
processing plant. In close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed
waterside marina, a library and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve.
Even the owners of the Benedict Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have
accepted that the area is no longer suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut
down their operations to create their own housing estate and marina.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the
proposed facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact
on the arterial road network" (developer’s information distributed on 31/6/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club).
Increased traffic will have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and
Governor Macquarie Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the
‘Intermodal’, which will cause an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will
primarily be in peak hours, further impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and
other areas should not experience any additional noise, poliution and congestion from this proposed facility,
given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodal’.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents
of the Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The
proposed development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a
meeting held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant
number of local residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer
questions from local residents on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond
to residents’ concerns.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete
processing plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing
plants operated by Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling
is planning to build another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in
such close proximity to each other.

As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. 1 call on councillors,
the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW
Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.

FULL NAME: ADDRESS: DATE:

Heinz Rotter 7/57 Jervis Drive lllawong 4/5/13



| oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank. . gec’

1.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to
existing and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges
Fair housing estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks
will likely short cut through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for
massive trucks.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the
community consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the
developer refused to comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins
would be released. There is a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica
and Lung Cancer, Cancer Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is
no known cure for silicosis (‘4 Brief Review of Silicosis in the US’, Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East
Carolina University, 2010). The developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel" and
that there are "unsealed areas" in the development. Their own documentation refers to “likely dust from the
recycling facility" (pg 3, developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Clup). This is
an unacceptable health risk for local residents.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed
development is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material
stockpiles may cause an environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

| oppose the huilding waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be
“g return of local planning powers to local communities” (‘NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH,
4/4/2011). The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council
have voted unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

| oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility
is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young
families. The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. 1t should not be used for a concrete
processing plant. In close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed
waterside marina, a library and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve.
Even the owners of the Benedict Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have
accepted that the area is no longer suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut
down their operations to create their own housing estate and marina.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the
proposed facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact
on the arterial road network" (developer’s information distributed on 31/6/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club).
Increased traffic will have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and
Governor Macquarie Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the
‘Intermodal’, which will cause an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will
primarily be in peak hours, further impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and
other areas should not experience any additional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facifity,
given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodal’.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents
of the Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The
proposed development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a
meeting held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant
number of local residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused o answer
questions from local residents on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond
to residents’ concerns.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete
processing plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing
plants operated by Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling
is planning to build another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in

such close proximity to each other.

As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on councillors,
the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW
Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.

FULL NAME: SIGNATURE: ADDRESS: DATE:

Helen Birrell ' Moorebank NSW 2170

8 Sandstock Street
4 March 2013




| oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank.

6 D
79,
1. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to existing
and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely shart cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive frucks.
| oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins, At the community
consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused to
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is
a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer’, Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A
Brief Review of Silicosis in the US’, Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010). The
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel" and that there are "unsealed areas” in the
development. Their own documentation refers to "likely dust from the recycling facility" (pg 3, developer’s
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local
residents.
| oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development
is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an
environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin,
| oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be “a
return of local planning powers to local communities” (NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed fo this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/201 7).
| oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In
close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility} have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their own
housing estate and marina.
| oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is "very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network" (developer’s information distributed on 31/6/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie
Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘intermodal’, which will cause
an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodal’.
| oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.
| oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/6/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents
on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns.
| oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each

other.

As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on councillors,
the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW

Department of Planning and [nfrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.

FULL NAME: SIGNATURE: . ADDRESS: DATE:
IGNACIO B. 42 Schulten Street, {Georges Fair), Moorebank
GIMENEZ 2170
20 /03/2013



| oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank. 67 \

1. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far t6o
close to existing and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres
from the Georges Fair housing estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to
residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut through Georges Fair, passing parks and local
residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks. Georges fair has beautiful parks and
surrounding paths for walking and cycling. An increase in trucks will put the health and safety of
our families at risk, increase dust exposure and increased risk of children been hit by a truck.

. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins.
The recycled material may include glass, fibre cement, clay, sandstone, asbestos and who knows
what are building material. This dust will blow right across the Georges Fair estate, exposing all
the residents of Georges Fair to this concrete dust and exposing us to a variety of respiratory
illnesses. Concrete dust is very fine and impossible to get out of the lungs once inhaled. Studies
have shown that inhaling small doses of concrete dust can decrease lung function. Moorebank
recyclers will be exposing all residents to a variety of respiratory ilinesses. It is exposing children
to an increase risk of Asthma and of course all resident are at increased risk of chronic bronchitis,
emphysema, acute silicosis, silicosis, lung cancer, kidney damage and scleroderma. The
literature also states that it is wrong to assume that water spray can eliminate respirable dust.
Visible dust can travel up to 1km while the thinier and lighter dust can travel longer distances. At
the community consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the
representatives of the developer refused to comment on whether asbestos would be processed at
the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is a link between silica dust and lung
cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer’, Cancer Epidemiology, Biomarkers
and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A Brief Review
of Silicosis in the US’, Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010). The
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel” and that there are
"unsealed areas" in the development. Their own documentation refers to "likely dust from the
recycling facility" (pg 3, developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf
Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local residents.

. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The
proposed development is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials
and material stockpiles may cause an environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the
entire Georges River Basin.

. |1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated
there will be “a return of local planning powers to local communities” (‘NSW govt scraps 3A
planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/2011). The local community is opposed to this development.
Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have voted unanimously against this development
(Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is
incompatible with the current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The
proposed concrete processing facility is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate,
with a high proportion of residents having young families. The area is zoned E2 Environmental
Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In close proximity are
schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners
of the Benedict Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted
that the area is no longer suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut
down their operations to create their own housing estate and marina. We should be creating an
area that been talk about because of the great things, such as the marina, lunches by the water.
The dust hills are a health hazard and eye sore.

6. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer

states the proposed facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low
and will have no impact on the arterial road network” (developer’s information distributed on
31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). 324 extra trucks on this road is to many for a road that was



only meant to be for cars and 50km zone, This is what they state now, but I'm sure they will try and -
expand there business and with this the amount of trucks will increase. Increased traffic will have
a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor
Macquarie Drive. Moorebank recyclers Pty Ltd have stated that there is only 6,500 vehicles on
Brickmakers Dr per day and 5-6% are trucks, | am up at 6am every morning and the trucks are
continually going up and down Brickmakers Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area
which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause an extra 1.5 million truck
movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further impacting
on already high congestion. With the opening of Brickmakers Dr there is already an increase in
noise pollution and congestion with trucks with trailers going up and down the road and this is
7days a week. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any additional
noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodal’.

7. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values.
Residents of the Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on
land and homes. The proposed development will have a severe impact on land values and
residents will not be compensated. To approve this application would devalue and destroy the
livelihood of all the resident of Georges Fair, No one wilt want to live where themselves, their
families and children are at risk of a variety of respiratory and skin conditions, and where they
can't go out in there own backyards or parks due to the noise and pollution that we will be exposed
fo.

8. | oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community
consultation at a meeting held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers
did not notify a significant number of local residents and future residents about the meeting. The
organisers refused to answer questions from local residents on health risks. The organisers did
not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns.

9. | oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a
concrete processing plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are
pre-existing waste processing plants operated by Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel
Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build another plant at Heathcote.
There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each other.

10. | oppose the building waste processing plant as it is not providing employment opportunities
and the building of the Marina will promote employment and development of local businesses.
This recycling facility will destroy the local area and its health of its residents.

11.1 oppose the building waste processing plant as the proposed operating hours will impact on
the Georges fair resident, we will essentially only get one day of peace, they state they will cease
at 6.00pm but again when they can make an extra dollar who is going to stop them working until
8pm, or that extra truck that gets stuck in traffic or decides to get an early start.

There is no good outcomes for local residents, the health risks alone should be enough to NOT approve
this application, no recycling plant should be put near a residential area, especially when there is plenty
of land that couid be used away from where people are living.

As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on councillors, the
NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW
Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.
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OPPOSITION TO MOOREBANK BUILDING WASTE PROCESSING PLANT

I oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank. 0

1. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far loo close to existing
and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

2. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the community
consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused to
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is
a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Qccupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer’, Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘4
Brief Review of Silicosis in the US', Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010). The
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel” and that there are "unsealed areas" in the
development. Their own documentation refers to "likely dust from the recycling facility" (pg 3, developer's
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Goff Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local
residents.

3. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding.  The proposed development
is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an
environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

4. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be “a
return of local planning powers to local communities” (NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

5. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. [t should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In
close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their own
housing estate and marina.

6. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network” (developer's information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie
Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘intermodal’, which will cause
an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the 'Intermodal’.

7. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

8. | oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents
on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns.

9. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity {o each
other.

As a local community member, | QPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on councillors,
the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW

Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.

FULL NAME: SIGNATUE ADDRESS: DATE:
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| oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank. @

1. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to existing
and proposed residential homes. The propossed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel sven closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely short o
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not dasigned for massive trucks.

i oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. Al the community
consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of ihe developer refused io
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is
a link bstween silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer, Cancer
Epidemiclogy, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (A
Brief Review of Silicasis in the US’ Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carclina University, 2010). The
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and peaple will travel” and that there are "unsealed areas” in the
development. Their own documentation refers to "likely dust from the recycling facility' (pg 3. developer's
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local
residents.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed developmant
is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an
environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

i opposs the bullding waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be “a
raturn of local planning powers to local communities” (NSW govt scraps 3A planning provisiony, SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is coposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have voled
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2071).

! oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing fecilily is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing sstate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In
close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside maring, a library
and a golf club, The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plent and have started to shut down their operations 10 create theilr own
housing estate and marina.

{ oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposad
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road netwark” (developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Ciuby. increassed traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie
Drive. Thers is alrsady significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the Untermodal’, which will cause
an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other arsas should not experience any
additional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihcod of the "Intermodal’.

| pppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values, Reasidents of the
Moorsbank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not ba compensated.

i oppose the bullding waste processing plant because there was a fack of community consuliation at a mesting
held by represeniatives of the developers on 31/5/2011.  The organisers died not notify a significant number of jocal
residents and future residents about the mesting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents
on health risks.  The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concams.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangsrous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Banadict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to builld
another plant at Heathcote.  There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each
other.

As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on counciilors,
the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW
Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.
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CPPOSITION TO MOORERBANK BUILDING WASTE PROCESSING PLANT

{ opposs the bmsdmg waste processing plant because the propesed development s far o cluse to existing and
;;mpas»ﬁd residentisl homes. The proposed development Is just 250 metres from the Georges ‘:Q!F fousing sstata, Trucks
using the proposed facility will ravel even closer to res entia% homes. Trucks will Bikely short cut through Georges Fair,
passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

2. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the known risks from inevitable sifioa dust, esbastos and
toxing. At the community consuliation meeting held an 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the
developsr refused o commant on whether asbestos would be processsd at the facility and whether toxing woultd be
released. s well known that inhalable silica dust causes lung cancer and silivosis { Oceupational Exposure t Sifics and
Lung Canrer Cancer Epidemivlogy. Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 18, 2010). There is no known cure for
silicosis {°A Brief Review of Sificosis in the US', Enviran Health Insights. Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010). The
building/construction malerials proposed to be crushed at the plant inherently contain very high silica content. The
developer plans o install sweepers "where frucks and people will travel” and that there are “unsealed aress” In the
development. Their own documantation refers 1o "likely dus! from the recycling facility™ (pg 3 developer’s information
distributed on 31/82011 ot New Brighton Goif Cluly, This is an unacceptable health risk for locat residents,

3.1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the p:)!@n’i?l for flonding. The proposed development is in
an area thal floads, In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an envirotmentat
disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Gearges River Basin,

4. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be “a return of
lpeal planning powers 1o locst communitiss™ (NSW govt scraps 34 plenning provision. SMH, 4472011, The iocat
communily is eppcsmd to this development. Councilfors of the Liverpoo City Councit have voted unanimously against this
development (Minutes, Liverpoot City Council meeting. 15/6/2011).

5. | oppoese the building waste processing plant bacause the proposed development is incompatible with the current
and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is just 250 ﬂ"é‘(l’é‘s
from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families The area is zoned £
Environmental Conservation, It should not be used for a concrele processing plant. In close proximity are srhooés
parkiands, the Ceorges River tself, cycleways, & proposed waterside marina, a fibrary and a golf club, The fand is more
suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict Recycling plant at Moombank (which
borders the proposed fadility) have accepted that the area is no longer suitable for 3 bullding waste processing pilant and
have started to shut down their operations to create their own housing estate and marina.

6. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which s “very low and will have no impact an the arterial road
network” {developer's information distributed on 31/5/2011 at Mew Brighton Golf Ciub). Increased tratfic will have a
significant impact on aderial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Govemnor Macquarie Drive, There is
already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the 'Intermodal’, which will cause an extra 1.5 mill
truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will prinanly be in peak hours, further impacting on already high
congastion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not be forced to suffer any additional noise, pollution and
congestion from this proposed facility.

7. t oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The propossd
development will have a severe impact on fand values and residems will not be compensated.

8.1 oppose the building waste processing plant because there was 2 lack of community consultation at a meating
by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of Tocal res
ard future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents on health risks.
The organisers did not allow time 1o note down and respond 1o residents’ concems.

9.1 oppose the building waste processing plant bacause 1 is dangerous o residents for 2 congrete processing plant {o
ne incated in this area of zm(r spolitany Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by Benedict
Reeycling and Smorgan Steal Recycling at Chipping Norton, Beredict Recyeling 15 planning o build another plant at
Heathcote, There s no need fmr $o many waste processing plants in such close proxir nuy to gach nther.

As a community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on counciliors, the NSW
Parliament. the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW Department of Planning
and Infrastracture and the Premisr of NSW to REJECT this proposal.
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e
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank. %\ @

1. 1| oppose the building wasie processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to existing
and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres fram the Georges Fair housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will fravel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

2. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the community
consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused to
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is
a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer’, Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A
Brief Review of Silicosis in the US’, Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010). The
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel" and that there are "unsealed areas"” in the
development. Their own documentation refers to "likely dust from the recycling facility" (pg 3, developer’s
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local
residents.

3. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development
is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an
environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

4. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be “a
return of local planning powers to local communities” (NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

5. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In
close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their own
housing estate and marina.

6. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network" (developer's information distributed on 31/5/20171 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie
Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause
an exira 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, poilution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the “Intermodal’.

7. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

8. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents
on health risks. The organisers did not allow time o note down and respond to residents’ concerns.

9. 1| oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each
other.

As a local community member, | QPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on councillors,
the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW

Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.
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I oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP.
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank. @

1. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to existing
and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

2. 1oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the community
consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Ciub, the representatives of the developer refused to
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is
a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer’, Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A
Brief Review of Silicosis in the US', Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010). The
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel” and that there are "unsealed areas" in the
development. Their own documentation refers to “likely dust from the recycling facility" {pg 3, developer’s
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local

residents.

3. loppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development
is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an
environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

4. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be “a
return of local planning powers to local communities” (‘NSW govt scraps 3A planning provisiory, SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

5. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In
close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their own
housing estate and marina.

6. I oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network” (developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie
Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause
an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residenis of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, pollution and congestionfrom this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodal’.

7. 1| oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

8. | oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents
on heaith risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond lo residents’ concerns.

9. | oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each

other,
As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on councillors,

the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW
Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.
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| QPPOSITION TO MOOREBANK BUILDING WASTE PROCESSING PLANT

I oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project {Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP
1085574, Newhridge Road, Moorebank. {37 9

1. { pppose the building waste processing plant bocause the propased davelopment is far o close to existing
and praposad sesidenlial hormes,  The proposed development s just 260 metres Fom tha Georges Fair aousing
estate.  Trucks using Uie proposed faclkly will travel aven closer 1o residential homaes.  Tracks will lkely short oot
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residonts, using roads pol dasigned for massive trucks,

2. | gppose the bullding waste processing plant bocause of the risks froin ashieslos and toxing, Al the community
consullation meeling held o 3452011 at Mew Brighton Galf Club, the roprosertatives of the dovelaper refused to
commeant an whothar asbastos would be praocassad at tha facility and whether loxins would be released.  There is
a dink betwean silica dust and lung cancor {'Oceupational Exposwe fn Stica and Lung Cancer', Cencer
Epidericioyy, Bomarkars and Pravention Jouwrnal, Yolume 18, 20100, There is no wnown cure for silicosis {74
Lriaf Rovicv of Silicosis in the US', Envican Health nslghis, Volwne 4, Easl Cargling University, 2010% The
devatoper plans to install sweepers “where trucks and people will ravel" and thal thera are "unsealad arvas® in lhe
devednpment. Thair vwn documentation refers o likely dusl from the recycling facilily” {og 3, devefoper's
infarmation distributed on 31/52011 al New Brighton Golf Club).  Tals 15 an uracespiable health nsk for local
rasidants. .

3. I oppose the building waste processing plant beoause of the polential for flooding.  The proposed development
is in an arca that floods. 1o ha evanl of 8 faad, unsale buliding matarals and material slockpiles may cause an
srwironmenial disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georgos River Basin,

4. | pppose the building waste processing plant bacause the NBW Govemment has indicated lhere will b ’a

return of local planmng powers ta local communitias’ (NSW gowl seraps 34 planring provisian’, SAH, 40472011).

The local community is opposed to this development.  Coungitlors of the Liverpool City Council have voled

unanimausly against this davelopment {Mintdes, Livacpoa) City Counall mgeting, 18882011,

| oppose the bullding wasts processing plant bocause the oroposed devaicpmant is incompalible with the

currenl and planned residential and recreational uses of lhe area. The proposed concrele processing facilily is

just 250 metres Jrom the Georgas Fair housing astale, with a high gropedion of rasidants Baving yaung lamilics.

The arew is zorsud E2 Environmental Conseralion, It should nol be used for 3 concrete processing plant. I

cloge proximily are schools, paiklands, tha Georges River itsell, cvcleways, a propased watersida marina, & library

and a goll club,  The land is more suitable for recrealional facitifies or a reserve.  Even the owners of ihe Benadict

Recycling plant at Moorebank {(which bordars e aroposed facilily) have asceplad thal lig das s na longar

suilabie for a building wasla processing plant and have starled 1o shut down their operations to crcale thoir own

tiousing estate and marina,

£, | oppose the bullding waste processing plant becausc of increased affic.  The develager states e proposod
facility will resull in an exira 324 ruck movements a day, which is very low and will bave no impact on the arlerig
road netviork” {(developer's information distributed an 37/5/2011 ar New Beighton Golf Glub).  Increased traffic will
have a signilicant impact on arerial reads including Muwarra Road, Kewbridge Road and Govamor Magguarie
Deive.  Thare is already significant traffic In the area which will e made woese by the 'Infermadat’, which will cause
an exfra 1.5 mitlion truck movemeants in the first year, Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, furlhiss
impacting an already high congeston.  The rasidents of Meorebank and olnher arcas should not experience any
additional noise, poliulion and congestion from this proposerd (acilily, given the lkebhood af the 'Infarmodal’.

7. | oppose the building waste processing plant becausa of the negative impact an land valucs,  Residenls of the
Maarebank prasingt in particular bave speont significant amounis of money on lend and homes.  The proposad
development will have a severe impacl on land values and resudents will not be compansated.

8. | pppose the building waste processing plant becausc there was & lack of communily consultalion at @ meeting
hold by reproscntalives of the dovelopers on 3WAIZ2011, Tha crganisers did not nolify a significant number of looal
residents and fulure residents ahowl e meeting.  The organisers refused to answer quastions from lacal residents
an heatlh risks.  The arganisers dig not allove time to nods down andd respend to residanis’ concerns.

3. | oppose the huilding waste processing plant boecause it iz dangerous 1o residents for a congrela pracessing
ptant o be located in this area of molropolitan Sydney. Thare are pra-exising waste processing plants aperated by
Benedict Recyeling and Smaorgan Sleel Resyding at Chipplng Norlon. Benedict Recycling is planning to uild
analhor plam al Hoathoote.,  There is no need for sa many wasie protessing planis in such closa preximity to sach
other, .

As a local community member, | QPPOSE the building waste processing plant. 1 call on councillors,

the NSW Patliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Compmussion, the NSW

Departmant of Planning and Infrastructure and the Pramiar of NS'W io REJECT this proposal
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| oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP

1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank.

1.

(1

! oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to existin
and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

{ oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the community
consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused to
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is
a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer, Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A
Brief Review of Silicosis in the US’, Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010}. The
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel" and that there are "unsealed areas” in the
development. Their own documentation refers to "likely dust from the recycling facility” (pg 3, developer’s
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local
residents.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development
is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an
environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

i oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be “a
return of local planning powers to local communities” ('NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

| oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In
close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their own
housing estate and marina. o

! oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased trafﬁp The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network” (developer's information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie
Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause
an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodal’.

! oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

i oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents
on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns.

! oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each
other.

As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on councillors,
the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW
Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.
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1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank.

1.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to existin
and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housin
estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely short ¢
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

I oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the communil
consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused t
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. There |

* a link between silica dust and lung cancer ('Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer, Cante

Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevenlion Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis ('
Brief Review of Silicosis in the US’, Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina Universily, 2010). Th
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel” and that there are “"unsealed areas” in th
development. Their own documentation refers to "likely dust from the recycling facility” (pg 3, developer
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Ciub). This is an unacceptable heaith risk for loc
residents. ‘

| oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed developme:
is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause z
environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

! oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be *
return of local planning powers o local communities” (‘NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/2011
The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have vole
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council mesting, 15/6/2011).

i oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with tt
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young familie
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete processing plani.
close proximity are schiools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a libra
and a goif club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedi
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no long
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started fo shut down their operations to create their ov
housing estate and marina.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the propose
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arter|
road network” (developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Goff Club). Increased traffic w
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquat
Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cau:
an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, furth
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience aj
additional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the iikefihood of the ‘Intermodal’.

| opposa the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of ti
Moarebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The propost
development will have a severe impact on Jand values and residents will not be compensated.

I oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a meeti
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of lot
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local resider
on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processil
plant to be focated in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recydling is planning 1o bu
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to ea

other,

As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. I call on councillor
the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NS
Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.

EMAIL TO: plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au
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_OPPOSITION TO MOOREBANK BUILDING WASTE PROCESSING PLANT

| oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank. g%

1. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to existing
and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

2. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the community
consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused to
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is
a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer’, Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A
Brief Review of Silicesis in the US’, Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010). The

“developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel" and that there are "unsealed areas" in the
development. Their own documentation refers to "likely dust from the recycling facility” (pg 3, developers
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local

residents.

3. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development
is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an
environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

4. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be “a
return of local planning powers to local communities” (‘NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

5. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In
close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict

Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their own

housing estate and marina.

6. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network" (developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie
Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause
an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodal’.

7. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

8. | oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents
on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns.

9. | oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each
other.

As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. [ call on councillors,
the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW

Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.
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- | OPPOSITION TO MOOREBANK

| oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank. ) Q)%\
{

1. 1| oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to existing
and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

2. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the community
consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused to
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is
a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer, Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A
Brief Review of Silicosis in the US’, Environ Heaith Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010). The
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel” and that there are "unsealed areas” in the
development. Their own documentation refers to "likely dust from the recycling facility” (pg 3, developer’s
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local
residents.

3. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development
is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an
environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

4. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be "a
return of local planning powers to iocal communities” (NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision', SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpeol City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

5. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In
close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a goif club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their own
housing estate and marina.

6. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is "very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network” {developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie
Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause
an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, poltution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodal’.

7. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

8. 1oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents
on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns.

9. | oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each
other.

As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on councillors,
the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW

Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.
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CPPOSITION TO MOOREBANK BUILDING WASTE PROCESSING DPLANT

1. the Hug waste proces plant bacause the proposed development s Tar o4 tiose 1o existing and
proposed rasidential homes, The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate. Trucks
sing the proposad facility will travel even tloser 1o residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut through Georges Far,
passing parks and iocal residents, using roads not designed for massive lrucks,

2.1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the known risks from inevitable sifica dust, asbestos and
toxins. Al the community consuliation mesting held on 31512011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the reprasentatives of the
developer refusad 1O comment on whether asbestos wiuld be prosessed al the facilly and whether toxing would be
released. Itis well known that inhalable silica dust causes lung cancer and sificosis { Ocoupational Exposure to Sifica and
Lung Cancer, Cancer Epidemiviogy, Biomarkers and Prevention Joumal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for
silicosis (‘A Brief Review of Silicosis in the US'. Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010}, The
building/construction malerials proposed o be crushed at the plant inherently contan very high silica comtent. The
daveloper plans o install sweepers “where rucks and people will travel” and that there are “unsealed areas® in the
development. Thelr own documentation refers to "likely dust from the recycling facilty” (pg 3, devsloper's infarmation
distributed on 31872011 st New Brighton Goif Clibl. This Is an unacceptabie health risk for local residents.

3.1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for ficoding, The proposed degvelopment is in
an area that fioods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an environmarntal
disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin,

4.1 oppose the building waste processing plant becauss the NSW Governmaent has indicaled there will e " return of
focal planning powers o local communities™ (NSW govt scraps 3A pianning provision' SEH, 44/2011). The local
community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpeol City Council have veted unanimously a
development (Minutes, Liverpoo! City Counedl meating, 1 (RN

5.t oppose the bullding waste processing plant because the propused development is incompatible with the current
and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrele processing faciity is just 250 metres
from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families. The area is zoned £2
Environmentat Conservation. It should not be used for a concrets processing plant. In close proximity are schools,
parklands, the Georges River itsell, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a fibrary and a golf club. The land is more
suttable for recreational faciities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict Recycling plant at Moorebank {which
borders the proposed factiity) have accepted that the area is no longer suitable for a building waste processing plant and
have started to shut down thedr oparations 1o create their own housing estate and marina,

6. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the aredal road
network™ {developer's information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic will have a
significant impact on anterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie Drive. There is
already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause an extra 1.5 million
truck roovements in the first year. Truck movemsnts will primarily be in peak hours, further impacting on aiready high
congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not be forced to suffer any additional noise. pollution and
congestion from this proposed facility.

7. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
devalopment will have a severe impact on land values and residants will not be compensated.

8.1 oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a mesating held
by reprasentatives of the developers on 31512011 The organisers did not nolify & significant number of local residents
and future residents about the meeting. The organisers rafused to answer questions from local residents on heaith risks,
The arganisers did not alfow time 10 note down and respond (o resitents’ concems.

9.1 oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous 1o residents for a concrete processing plant to
be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by Benedict
Recyeling and Smorgan Steet Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build another plant at
Heathcota There is no need for 0 many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each other,

As a community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on councillors, the NSwW
Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW Department of Planning
and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.
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| oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank.

1. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to existing
and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

2. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the community
consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused to
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is
a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer, Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A
Brief Review of Silicosis in the US’, Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010). The
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel” and that there are "unsealed areas” in the
development. Their own documentation refers fo "likely dust from the recycling facility" (pg 3, developer’s
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local
residents.

3. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development
is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an
environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

4. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be “a
return of local planning powers to local communities” (‘NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

5. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. it should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In
close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their own
housing estate and marina.

6. 1oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network" (developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie
Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause
an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodal’.

7. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

8. | oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents
on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns.

9. | oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each

other.
As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. I call on councillors,

‘he NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW
Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.
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Objection to the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Proje... https://webmail.servicefirst.nsw.gov.au/gw/webacc?User.context=69b...

lof2

Objection to the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP

From: "Kumaravel Arcot" <karcot@gmail.com> :
To: <brent@concreterecyclers.com.au> {%%‘
Date: Thursday - 4 April 2013 3:29 PM

Subject: gt?;z?téog ;o the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157)

Attachments: Mime.822
I oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank.

1. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to existing
and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

2. loppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the community
consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused
to comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released.

There is a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer’, Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A Brief
Review of Silicosis in the US’, Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010}. The developer
plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel" and that there are "unsealed areas" in the
development. Their own documentation refers to "likely dust from the recycling facility” (pg 3, developer’s
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local
residents.

3. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed
development is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles
may cause an environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

4. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be “a
return of local planning powers to local communities” (‘NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

5. loppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In close
proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library and a
golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their own
housing estate and marina.

6. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network" (developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic
will have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie
Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will
cause an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours,
further impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not
experience any additional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the
‘Intermodal’.

7. 1oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.
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Objection to the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Proje... https://webmail.servicefirst.nsw.gov.aw/gw/webacc?User.context=69b...

8. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of
local residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local
residents on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns.

9. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each
other.

As a local community member, I OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. 1 call on councillors, the NSW
Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW Department of Planning
and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.

Please consider the above mentioned points and do your own assessment and stop this monstrous project to be
built right outside our door steps. Families with children and elerly are living at the Georges Fair.
Thanks
Kumaravel Arcot
{Lot 4510 Hoy Street)
70 Hoy Street
Moorebank, NSW - 2170
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Moorebank Waste Processing Project (no. 050157)

From: "White, Kylie" <Kylie. White@ppr.com.au>

cc: Adam Shaw <jOhnno@yahoo.com.au>, "Bonasso, Maria" <Maria.Bonasso@ppr.com.au>,
kylie white <kyliew@me.com> !

Date: Thursday - 4 April 2013 11:23 AM &85

Subject: Moorebank Waste Processing Project (no. 050157)

Attachments: document2013-04-04-110120[1].pdf; document2013-04-04-110244[1].pdf;
" document2013-04-04-110444[1].pdf; Mime.822

To Whom it May Concern,

Please find attached signed petitions opposing the proposal for the Waste Processing Project from local residents and
community members who are strongly opposed to this proposal going ahead. We urge that this proposal is
reconsidered in light of local community and residents effected by the planned Waste Processing Plant.

| oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP 1065574, Newbridge Road,
Moorebank.

1. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to existing and
proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate.
Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut through Georges

Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

2. loppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the
community consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer
refused to comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released.
There is a link between silica dust and lung cancer {*Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer’,
Cancer Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010 ). There is no known cure for silicosis
(‘A Brief Review of Silicosis in the US’, Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010 ).
The developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel” and that there are "unsealed areas” in
the development. Their own documentation refers to "likely dust from the recycling facility” (pg 3,
developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club ). This is an unacceptable health risk

for local residents.

3. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development is in an
area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an environmental
disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

4. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be "a retum of local
planning powers to local communities” (‘NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/2011 ). The local
community is opposed to this development. Counciliors of the Liverpool City Council have voted unanimously against
this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2011 ).

5. I oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the current and
planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is just 250 metres from
the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families. The area is zoned E2
Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In close proximity are schools,
parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library and a golf club. The land is more
suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict Recycling plant at Moorebank (which
borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer suitable for a building waste processing plant and

have started to shut down their operations to create their own housing estate and marina.

6. 1oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed facility will
result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial road network”
(developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club ). Increased traffic will have a
significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie Drive. There is
already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause an extra 1.5 million
truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further impacting on already high
congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any additional noise, pollution and

congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodal’.

7. 1l oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of
the Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The
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proposed development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

https://webmail.servicefirst.nsw.gov.au/gw/webacc?User.context=b93...

8. loppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a meeting held by
representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local residents and
future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents on health risks. The
organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns.

9. |oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing plant to be

located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by Benedict
Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build another plant at

Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each other.

As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on
councillors, the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment

Commission, the NSW Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to

REJECT this proposal.

Regards,

Kylie White
Head of Design
7029818 0906
F 02 9810 3250
M 0409 301 482

The most awarded
Australian PR agency
by PRIA in 2012

118 Victoria Road
Rozelle NSW 2039
wWww.ppr.com.au

Kylie.white@ppr.com.au

@PPRSydney
Australasia's
most awarded
PR agency
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OPPOSITION TO MOOREBANK BUILDING WASTE PROCESSING PLANT

| oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank. (
[§

1. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to existing
and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

2. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the community
consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused to
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is
a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure [0 Silica and Lung Cancer’, Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A
Brief Review of Silicosis in the US' Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010). The
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel” and that there are "unsealed areas” in the
development. Their own documentation refers to "likely dust from the recycling facility” (pg 3, developer's
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local

residents.

3. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development
is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an
environmental disaster throughout Mocrebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

4. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be "a
return of local planning powers to local communities” ( ‘NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed to this development. Coundillors of the Liverpool City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

5. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In
close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their own

housing estate and marina.

6. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network” (developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Ciub). Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie
Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause
an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, poliution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodal’.

7. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

8. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents
on health risks.  The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns.

9. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smergan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing piants in such close proximity to each
other.

As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on councillors,
the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW

Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.

FULL NAME: SIGNATURE: ADDRESS: DATE:

FOVOAR Y M@{&W % [unfow A
MeOr\R. a3 /20

MAIL TO: NSW Department of Planning, GPO Box 39, NSW 2001 FAX TO: 9228

EAAA T mlan ~rrammant@nlannine naw eov.au




| oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank. Qﬂ;\

1. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to existing
and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will fravel even closer to residential homes., Trucks will likely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

2. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the community
consuftation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused to
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is
a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer, Cancer
Epidemiciogy, Biomarkers and Preventjon Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A
Brief Review of Silicosis in the US’, Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010). The
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel” and that there are "unsealed areas” in the
development. Their own documentation refers to "likely dust from the recycling facility" (pg 3, developer’s
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local
residents.

3. 1oppose the building waste processing plant because of the polential for flooding. The proposed development
is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an
environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the enlire Georges River Basin.

4, | gppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be “a
return of local planning powers to local communities” ('NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Councit meeting, 15/6/2011).

5. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. it should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In
close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a goif club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank {which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations {o create their own
housing estate and marina.

6. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck maovements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network" {developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie
Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘intermodal’, which will cause
an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodal’.

7. 1oppose the buillding waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

8. 1oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consuliation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/6/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents
on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond (o residents’ concerns.

9, | oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous fo residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropalitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote, There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each

other.
As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. 1 call on councillors,

the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW
Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.

FULL NAME: SIGNATURE: ADDRESS: DATE:
. it U AN
b LOR e Nxgv e C 16 SANDSTOUC ST, PrsOnE o Amie

- 03 Ry 2013

EMAIL TO: plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.ay  MAIL TO: NSW Department of Planning, GPO Box 39, NSW 2001 FAX TO: 9228 6455



| oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank. ( gca%

1. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the propased development is far too close to existing
and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

2. 1oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the community
consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused fo
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is
a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer’, Cancer
Epiderniology. Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A
Brief Review of Silicosis in the US’, Environ Heaith Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010). The
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel” and that there are "unsealed areas" in the
development. Their own documentation refers to "likely dust from the recycling facility” (og 3, developer’s
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable heaith risk for local
residents,

3. 1oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development
is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an
environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

4. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be *a
return of local planning powers to local communities” (NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Councit meeting, 15/6/2011).

5. 1 eppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete processing piant. In
close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a golf club. The land is more suilable for recreational facilities or a reserve, Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their own
housing estate and marina. ’

6. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network" (developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie
Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause
an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, poliution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodal’.

7. 1oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

8. 1 gppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the mesting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents
on heaith risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns.

9. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Sleel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity {o each
other. ,

As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on councillors,
the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW

Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.

FULL NAME: SIGNATU ADDRESE‘?: DATE:
[UKE STePHENS / / 5 megpy CLesE
" /Y HAMM oD VitLE .
v NSW 2470 314143

EMAIL TO: plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au  MAIL TO: NSW Department of Planning, GPO Box 39, NSW 2001 FAX TO: 9228 6455
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OPPOSITION TO MOOREBANK BUILDING WASTE PROCESSING PLANT

I strongly oppose Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot DP 1065574, Newbridge Road,
Moorebank. / ‘ %ﬁ
RN

1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to existing as well as
proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate. Trucks
using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut through Georges Fair,
passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the community consultation
meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused to comment on whether
asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is a link between silica dust and
lung cancer (“Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer’, Cancer Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal,
Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (4 Brief Review of Silicosis in the US " Environ Health Insights, Volume 4,
East Carolina University, 2010). The developer plans to install sweepers “where trucks and people will travel” and that there
are “unsealed areas” in the development. Their own documentation refers to “likely dust from the recycling facility” (pg 3,
developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is definitely an unacceptable health risk for
local residents, not to mention the many young children that have moved and are moving in Georges Fair estate.

I oppose the building waste processing plant because the potential of flooding. The proposed development is in an area
that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and materials stockpiles may cause an environmental disaster
throughout Moorebank and the entire George’s River Basin.

1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated that there will be “a return of
local planning powers to local communities” (NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/2011. The local community
is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have voted unanimously against this development
9Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2011.

1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the current and
planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility just 250metres from
Georges Fair lousing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families. The area is zoned E2 Environmental
Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges
River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational
facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility)
have accepted that the area is no longer suitable for a building waste processing plant and have begun to shut down their
operations to create their own housing estate and marina.

1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed facility will
result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial road network”
(developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic will have a significant impact
on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie Drive. There is already significant
traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause an extra 1.5 million truck movements in
the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further impacting on already high congestion from their
proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodal’.

I oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the Moorebank
precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed development will have a
severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

1 oppose the building waste processing plant because there was lack of community consultation at a meeting held by the
representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local residents and
future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents on health risks. The
organisers did not allow sufficient time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns.

10. 1 gppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing plant to be
located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated in Benedict Recycling
and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to buy another plant at Heathcote. There is
no need for so many processing plants in such close proximity to each other.

As a local community member, | passionately OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. I call councillors, the NSW
Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW Department of Planning and
Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to most definitely REJECT this proposal.

FULL NAME: SIGNATURE: ADDRESS: DATE:
Maria Ipermachou 25/3/2013
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1. | eppose the buikling waste prot ng plant hecause the proposed development is for oo dose 1o axisting and
propossd residential homes. The proposed development i just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing esiate, Trucks
g the proposed facilily will ravel even cioser to residential homes. Trucks will Hkely short cut theough Georges Fair,

passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.
2. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the known risks from inevitable silica dust, asbestos and
toxing, At the community consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the

prosendatives of the
tog woid be procssssd althe faclity and whether toxing would be
ica dust causes ling cancer and sliicosis { Oecugational Exposure to Sifica andg
ere 15 no known cure for

devedoper rafused to commant on wi
refeased. i is well known that inhalable s

i
Lung Concer', Cancer Epidemiciogy. Biomarkers and Prevention Joumal, Volurme 19, 20761
sificosis {4 Brief Review of Silicosis in the US| Environ Health insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010}, The

butildingleanstruction materials proposed to be crushed at the plant inhereally contain very high silica content. The
developer plans to install sweepers "where tucks and people will travel” and that thers are "unsealed areas” in the
development. Their own documentation refers to "fikely dust from the recycling facilty” (pg 3. developer's infonnation
distributed on 3T/52011 st New Brighton Goif Cluby, This is an unacceptable heaith risk for local residents.

3. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for fiooding. The proposed development is in
an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materdials and material stockpiies may cause an envdironmental
disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin,

4. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be “a retumn of
focal planning powers 1o local communities” [NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision', SWMH, 442011, The local
community 18 opposed (o this development. Counciltors of the Liverponl City Council Rave voted unanimously against this
devstopment {Minufes, Liverpeol City Council meeting, 15626113,

5.1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the curreni
and plannad residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is just 250 metres
from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high propertion of residents having young families. The area is zoned E2
Environmental Conservation. # should not be used for & concrete processing plant. In close proximity are schools,
parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a ibrary and a goif ciub, The land is more
suitable for recreationa s or a reserve, Even the owners of the Benedict Recycling plant at Moorebank {which
borders the proposad facility) have accepted that the area is no longer suitable for a building waste processing plant and
have started to shut down thelr operations o create their own housing estate and marina.

6. | oppose the bullding waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movermnants a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial road
work™ (developer's Information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Hrighton Golf Ciub). Incressed waffic will have a
significant impact on arterfal roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie Drive. There is
already significant raffic in the ares which will be made worse by the 'Intermodal’ which will cause an extra 1.5 million
truck movements in the first year. Truck movements wilt primarily be in peak hours, further impacting on already high
congestion. The residents of M bank snd other ar should not be forced to suffer any additional noise, poliution and
congestion from this proposed facility.

7. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Mouwrebank precinet in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
developmant will have a severe impact an land values and residents will not be compensated.

3.1 oppose the building waste processing plant becauss there was o fack of community consultation at a masting hetd
by representatives of the developers on 3U/8/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local residents
and fulure residents about the meeting. The organisers refused o answer questions from ocal residants on health risks.
The organisers did not allow time to note down ant respond 1o rasidents’ concems.,

9. 1 oppose the bullding waste processing plant because i is dangerous to residents for a concrete proc g plant to
be located i this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pra-existing waste processing plants operated by Benediot
Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build another plant at
Heathoote. Tharg is no need for 50 many waste processing plants in such close proximity 10 gach other,

As a community membear, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on counciliors, the NSW
Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission. the NSW Department of Planning
and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal, 2099
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OPPOSITION TO MOOREBANK BUILDING WASTE PROCESSING PLANT

. eg:;m 2.3 *h& buskﬁing wa%& meceaﬁmg p!zmz pecause the proposed dw'ﬁapmrm is far too close to existing and
,Jrra«gmsed residential homes. The proposed development is just 280 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate. Trucks
using the proposed faciiity will travel evan closer to residential homes. Trucks will Hikely short cut through Georges Fair,
passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

2.1 oppose the bullding waste processing plant because of the known risks from inevitable silica dust, ashestos and
toxing. A the community consultation meeting held on 39/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the
developer refusad o commant on whether asbestos would be processed al the facility and whethar toxins would be
released. is well known that inhalabla silica dust causes lung cancer and silicosis { Occupational Exposure to Sifica and
Lung Cancer’, Cancer Epidericlogy, Biamarkers and Pravention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for
slicosis (A Brief Review of Sificosis in the US', Environ Health Insights, Violume 4, East Carofing University, 2010}, The
building/construction materials proposed o be crushed at the plant mk‘erc\nt!y contan very high silica content. The
developer plans 1o install swaepers "where trucks and people will travel” and that there are “unsealed areas” in the
development. Thelr own documentation refers to “likely dust from the ra(,,u.nn G facility” {pg 3. developer's information
distributed on 3152051 at New Brighton Golf Club), This i an unacceptable health risk for locat residents,

3. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flosding. The proposed development is in
an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and matedal stockpiles may cause an environmental
disaster throughouwt Moorabank and the entire Georges River Basin,

4.1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Govermment has indicated there will be “a return of
fotal planning powers to local communities” {NSW govf scraps 3A planaing provision. SMH, 4/4/2011). The loo
commurnity is opposed 1o this development. Councillors of the Jwrpm! City Councit have voted unammoussy agaiust
devatapment {Minutes, Liverpoof Cily Council mesting, 15/6/201 1)

5. f oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the current
and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is just 250 metres
fromn the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young famiiles. The area is yzoned E2
Environmentai Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete processing piant. In close proximity are schools,
parklands, the Georges River iiself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library and a goif club. The land is more
suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Evan the owners of the Benedict Recycling plant at Moorebank {which
borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer suitable for a bullding waste processing plant and
have slarted to shut down thefr operations fo create their own housing estate and marina.

6. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
faciity wilt resuit in an extrg 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the artarial road
network” (devefopers information distributed on 31/5/2011 &t New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic wilt have a
significant impact on ariedal roads including Nuwarra Road, Mewbridge Road and Govemor Macquarie Drive. Thaere is
already significant traffic In the area which will be made worse by the 'Intermodal’. which will cause an extra 1.5 million
truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further impacting on already high
congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not be forced to suffer any additional noise, pofiution and
congestion from this proposed fagility,

7. 1 oppose the bullding waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in parficular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
davelopment will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

8.t oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a meeting held
by reprasentatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local residents
and fulure residents about the meeting. The organisers refused 0 answer questions from Jooat residents on health risks
The organisers did ot aliow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns.

9. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing plant {
be located in this area of metropalitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by Bened o
Recycling and Smorgan Stee! Recyoling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling i planning (o buiid another plant at
Heathcote. There is no need for 50 many waste procassing plants in such close proximity 1o each other.

As a community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. 1 call on councillors, the NSW
Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commissian, the NSW Department of Planning
and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal
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OPPOSBITION TO MOOREBANK BUILDING WASTE PROCESSING PLANT

1. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant becauss the proposed development is far too close to existing and
proposed residential homes, The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate. Trucks
using the proposed faclity will travel gven closer o residential homes. Trucks will fikely short cut through Georges Fair,
passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

2. | oppose the bullding waste processing plant bacause of the known risks from inevitable silica dust, asbestos and
toxins. At the community consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brightor Golf Club, the representatives of the
developer refused to comment on whether ashestos would be processed at the faciity and whether toxins would ba
released. It is well known that inhalable sifica dust causes tung cancer and silicosis { Occupational Exposure to Silica and
Lung Cancer’, Cancer Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journai, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for
silicosis {'A Brief Review of Silicosis in the US', Environ Health insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010). The
bullding/construction materials proposed to be crushed at the plant inherently contain very high silica content. The
developer plans o install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel” and that there are "unsealed areas” in the
development. Their own documentation refers to "likely dust from the recycling facility” (pg 3, developer's information
distributed on 31/5/2071 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local residents.

3. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development is in
an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an environmental
disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Gsorges River Basin,

4. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be “a return of
local planning powers to local communities™ (NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision', SMH, 4/4/2011). The local
community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpoo! City Councit have voted unanimousty against this
development (Minutes, Liverpoal City Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

S. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the current
and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is just 250 metres
from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families. The area is zoned F2
Environmental Conservation. it should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In close proximity are schools,
parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library and a golf club. The land is more
suitable for recreational faciiities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict Recycling plant at Meorebank (which
borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer suitable for a building waste processing plant and
have started to shut down their operations to create their own housing estate and marina.

6. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer siates the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is "very low and will have no impact on the arierial road
network” (developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic will have a
significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie Drive. There is
already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause an extra 1.5 million
truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further impacting on already high
congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not be forced to suffer any additional noise, poliution and
congestion from this proposed {acility.

7. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant bacause of the negative Impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and rasidents will not be compensated.

8. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consuitation at a meeting held
by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local residents
and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents on health risks.
The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns.

9. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing plant to
be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by Benedict
Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build another plant at
Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plarts in such close proximity to each other.

As a community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing piant. | call on councillors, the NSW
Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW Department of Planning
and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.
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I oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank. A

1. I oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to
existing and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges
Fair housing estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks
will likely short cut through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for

massive trucks.

2. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the
community consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the
developer refused to comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins
would be released. There is a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica
and Lung Cancer’, Cancer Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 201 0). There is
no known cure for silicosis (‘A Brief Review of Silicosis in the US’, Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East
Carolina University, 2010). The developer plans to install sweepers “"where trucks and people will travel” and
that there are "unsealed areas” in the development. Their own documentation refers to "likely dust from the
recycling facility” (pg 3, developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Ciub). This is

an unacceptable health risk for local residents.

3. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed
development is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material
stockpiles may cause an environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

4. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be
“a return of local planning powers to local communities” (‘NSW govi scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH,
4/4/2011). The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council
have voted unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/201 1.

5. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility
is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young
families. The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete
processing plant. In close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed
waterside marina, a library and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve.
Even the owners of the Benedict Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have
acceptled that the area is no longer suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut
down their operations to create their own housing estate and marina.

6. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the
proposed facility will result in an extra 324 fruck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact
on the arterial road network" (developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club).
Increased traffic will have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and
Governor Macquarie Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the
‘Intermodal’, which will cause an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will
primarily be in peak hours, further impacting on aiready high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and
other areas should not experience any additional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility,

given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodal’.

7. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents
of the Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The
proposed development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

8. | oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a
meeting held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant
number of local residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer
questions from local residents on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond
to residents’ concerns.

9. | oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete
processing plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing
plants operated by Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling
is planning to build another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in
such close proximity to each other.

As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. 1 call on councillors,
the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW

Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.
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| oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 D
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank.

1. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close o
existing and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges
Fair housing estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks
will likely short cut through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for

massive trucks.

2. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the
community consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the
developer refused fo comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins
would be released. There is a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica
and Lung Cancer’, Cancer Epidemioclogy, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is
no known cure for silicosis (‘A Brief Review of Silicosis in the US’, Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East
Carolina University, 2010). The developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel” and
that there are "unsealed areas” in the development. Their own documentation refers to "likely dust from the
recycling facility” (pg 3, developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Cilub). Thisis

an unacceplable health risk for local residents.

3. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed
development is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material
stockpiles may cause an environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

4. 1oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be
“a return of local planning powers to local communities” (‘NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH,
4/4/2011). The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council
have voted unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/201 7).

5. loppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility
is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young
families. The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete
processing plant. In close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed
waterside marina, a library and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve.
Even the owners of the Benedict Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have
accepted that the area is no longer suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut
down their cperations to create their own housing estate and marina.

6. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the
proposed facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact
on the arterial road network” (developer's information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club).
Increased traffic will have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and
Governor Macquarie Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the
‘Intermodal’, which will cause an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will
primarily be in peak hours, further impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and
other areas should not experience any additional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility,
given the likelihood of the ‘intermodal’.

7. 1oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents
of the Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The
proposed development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

8. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a
meeting held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant
number of local residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer
questions from local residents on health risks. The organisers did not aliow time to note down and respond

to residents’ concerns.

9. | oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete
processing plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing
plants operated by Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling
is planning to build another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in

such close proximity to each other.
As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on councillors,
the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW

Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.
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| oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank. Kg

L

| oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to existing
and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the community
consuitation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Ciub, the representatives of the developer refused to
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is
a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer, Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A
Brief Review of Silicosis in the US’, Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010). The
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel” and that there are "unsealed areas” in the
development. Their own documentation refers to "likely dust from the recycling facility” (pg 3, developer’s
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local

residents.

| pppose the bullding waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development
is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an
environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Govemment has indicated there will be “a
return of local planning powers to local communities” (NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

| oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In
close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their own
housing estate and marina.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network" (developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Goif Club). Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie
Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause
an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodal’.

{ oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consuttation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents
on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each

other.

As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on councillors,
the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW

Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.
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OPPOSITION TO MOODREBANK BUILDING WASTE PROCESSING PLANT

1.1 oppose the buliding waste processing plant because the proposed development is far oo closs to existing and
propased residential homes, The proposed devalopment is just 250 metras from the Georges Falr housing esiate. Trugks
using the proposed faciity will ravel even closer o residential humes. Trucks will fikely short cut through Georges Fair,
passing parks and local casidents, using roads not designad for massive trucks,

2. f oppose the building waste processing plant because of the known risks from inevitable silica dust, asbestos and
toxing. Al the commuy if consultation mesting held on 3US2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the represaentatives of the
developsr rafused | mrnent on whether asbestos would be processed at the faciity and whether toning would be
released. itis well known that inhalable sitica dust causes lung cancer and silicosis { Qeoupational Exposure to Sifica and
Lung Cancer', Cancer Epidemiciogy, Biomarkers and Fre vention Journal, Violume 19, 2018y, There is no known cure for
silicosis (A Brief Review of Silicosis i the US', Environ Health Insights, Yolume 4. East Carciina University, 2010). The
butlding/censtruction malerials proposed o be crushed at the plant inherently contain very Mgt‘ sitica content, The
daveloper plans o install sweepers “where trucks and people will travel” and that there are “unsealed areas” in the
development. Their own documentation rafers 1o "hkely dust from the recydling facilly” (pg 3. developsr’s information
distributed on 3VE3011 at New Brighton Golf Cluby This is an unanceptabla health risk for iocal residents.

3.1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the polential for fooding. The proposed development is in
an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsale building materials and materiat stockoiles may cause an environmental
disastar theoughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin

4, | oppose the building waste processing plant becauss the N&W Governmant has indicated there will be “a retum of
incal planning powers o local communities” (NSW govt scraps 34 planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/2017). The local
community s apposed to this development, Councilioes of the Liverpoot City Counclf nave voled unanimously against this
davelopment {Minutes, Liverpoo! City Council meeting, 15872011}

5.1 oppose the building waste processing plant beca the proposed development is incompatible with the current
and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is just 250 metres
from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high propo ortion of residents having young families. The ares is zoned E2
Environmental Conservation. It should nol be used for 3 concrete gprocessing plant. in close proximity are schools,
parkdands, the Georges River itself, cycleways. a proposed walerside marina, a library and a goif club. The land is more
suitable for recreational faciities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedic! Recycling plant at Moarebank (which
borders the proposed fadility} have accepted that the area is no longer suitable for a building waste processing plant and
have started {0 shut down thelr operations to create their own housing estate and marina.

6. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movemenis a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arderal road
aetwork” {developers information distributed on 315/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). increased traffic will have a
significant impact on aneral roads including Nuwarrs Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie Drive. There is
already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause an extra 1.5 million
truck rmovements in the first year. Truck movements will primarnily be in peak hours, further impacting on already high
congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not be forced to suffer any additional noise, poltution and
congestion from this proposed faciity.

7. 1 oppose the bullding waste processing plant because of the negative impact on jand values. Residents of the
Moocrebank precingt in particular have spent sil art amounts of money on fand and homes. The proposed
developmant will nave a severe impact on fand values and residents will not be compensated.

8.1 oppose the building waste processing plant because thers was a lack of communily consultation at 8 meeting held
by representstives of the developers on 3 5 tid not notify a significant number of local residents
and fulure rasidents about the meeting. The {:,rg,—msaefs refused (o answer questions from local residents on heaith risks.
The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns.

9.1 oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangsrous to residents for a conorate pronessing plant to
be located In this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by Bensediet
Recycling and Smorgan Steet Recycling at Chipping Norton, Benedict Recys‘iivm i planning to bulild another plant at
Heatheote. There is no need for 50 many waste processing plants in such close proximity to sach other,

As a community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on councHlors, the NSW
Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW Department of Planning
and infrastructure and the Premier of NSW fo REJECT this proposal.

M{E:LL NA%&IE: f/, SIGNATURE: ?’;ﬁﬁ?ﬁ;ﬁgé IIE g;‘ DATE:
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OPPOSITION TO MOOREBANK BUILDING WASTE PROCESSING PLANT

| oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DR
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank. @
1. 1. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to
existing and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair
housing estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely
short cut through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

2. 2. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the
community consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer
refused to comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released.
There is a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer’, Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A Brief
Review of Silicosis in the US’, Environ Heaith Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010). The developer
plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel" and that there are "unsealed areas" in the
development. Their own documentation refers to “likely dust from the recycling facility" (pg 3, developer's
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local
residents. | AM AN ASMATIC WITH A YOUNG BOY. BOTH MY FAMILY AND | ARE VERY CONCERNED
ABOUT THIS AND DISAPPOINTED THAT THIS IS ALLOWED TO BE CONSIDERED AND RECONSIDERED
AFTER THE AMOUNT OF REJECTION THE LAST PROPQOSED RECYCLING PLANT BROUGHT.

3. 3. ! oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed
development is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may
cause an environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

4. 4. I oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will
be “a return of local planning powers to local communities” (‘NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH,
4/4/2011). The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have
voted unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

5. & | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with
the current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In close
proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library and a
golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their own

housing estate and marina.

6. 6. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the
proposed facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on
the arterial road network" (developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased
traffic will have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor
Macquarie Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which
will cause an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours,
further impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience
any additional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodal’.

7. 7. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values.
Residents of the Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes.
The proposed development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

8. 8. | oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at
a meeting held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant
number of local residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions
from local residents on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’

concermns.
9. s | oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete
processing plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants
operated by Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning
to build another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity

to each other.
As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on councillors,

the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW

Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.

PLEASE CONSIDER HOW YOU WOULD FEEL IF A RECYCLING PLANT WAS PROPOSED

NEXT TO YOUR NEW HOME AND YOUNG FAMILY. S

U LULLNAME: | SIGNATURE: " appress: |

Monr g Mager : - A} Sandstick St :
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| oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank. qu

1.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far toG
close to existing and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres
from the Georges Fair housing estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to
residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut through Georges Fair, passing parks and local
residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks. Georges fair has beautiful parks and
surrounding paths for walking and cycling. An increase in trucks will put the health and safety of
our families at risk, increase dust exposure and increased risk of children been hit by a truck.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins.
The recycled material may include glass, fibre cement, clay, sandstone, ashestos and who knows
what are building material. This dust will blow right across the Georges Fair estate, exposing all
the residents of Georges Fair to this concrete dust and exposing us to a variety of respiratory
ilinesses. Concrete dust is very fine and impossible to get out of the lungs once inhaled. Studies
have shown that inhaling small doses of concrete dust can decrease lung function. Moorebank
recyclers will be exposing all residents to a variety of respiratory illnesses. It is exposing children
to an increase risk of Asthma and of course all resident are at increased risk of chronic bronchitis,
emphysema, acute silicosis, silicosis, lung cancer, kidney damage and scleroderma. The
literature also states that it is wrong to assume that water spray can eliminate respirable dust.
Visible dust can travel up to 1km while the thinier and lighter dust can travel longer distances. At
the community consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the
representatives of the developer refused to comment on whether asbestos wouild be processed at
the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is a link between silica dust and lung
cancer {‘Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer’, Cancer Epidemijology, Biomarkers
and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A Brief Review
of Silicosis in the US’, Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010). The
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel" and that there are
nunsealed areas" in the development. Their own documentation refers to "likely dust from the
recycling facility" (pg 3, developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf
Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local residents. '

| oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The
proposed development is in an area that floods: In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials
and material stockpiles may cause an environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the
entire Georges River Basin.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated
there will be “a return of local planning powers to local communities” (‘NSW govt scraps 3A
planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/2011). The local community is opposed to this development.
Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have voted unanimously against this development
(Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

| oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is
incompatible with the current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The
proposed concrete processing facility is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate,
with a high proportion of residents having young families. The area is zoned E2 Environmental
Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In close proximity are
schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners
of the Benedict Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted
that the area is no longer suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut
down their operations to create their own housing estate and marina. We should be creating an
area that been talk about because of the great things, such as the marina, lunches by the water.
The dust hills are a health hazard and eye sore.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer
states the proposed facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low
and will have no impact on the arterial road network" (developer’s information distributed on
31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). 324 extra trucks on this road is to many for a road that was



only meant to be for cars and 50km zone, This is what they state now, but I'm sure they will try and
expand there business and with this the amount of trucks will increase. Increased traffic will have
a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor
Macquarie Drive. Moorebank recyclers Pty Ltd have stated that there is only 6,500 vehicles on
Brickmakers Dr per day and 5-6% are trucks, | am up at Bam every morning and the trucks are
continually going up and down Brickmakers Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area
which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause an extra 1.5 million truck
movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further impacting
on already high congestion. With the opening of Brickmakers Dr there is already an increase in
noise pollution and congestion with trucks with trailers going up and down the road and this is
7days a week. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any additional
noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodal’.
. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values.
Residents of the Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on
land and homes. The proposed development will have a severe impact on land values and
residents will not be compensated. To approve this application would devalue and destroy the
livelihood of all the resident of Georges Fair, No one will want to live where themselves, their
families and children are at risk of a variety of respiratory and skin conditions, and where they
can't go out in there own backyards or parks due to the noise and pollution that we will be exposed
fo.

. | oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community
consultation at a meeting held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers
did not notify a significant number of local residents and future residents about the meeting. The
organisers refused to answer questions from local residents on health risks. The organisers did
not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns.

. | oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a
concrete processing plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are
pre-existing waste processing plants operated by Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel
Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build another plant at Heathcote,
There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each other.

10. | oppose the building waste processing plant as it is not providing employment opportunities

and the building of the Marina will promote employment and development of local businesses.
This recycling facility will destroy the local area and its health of its residents.

11.1 oppose the building waste processing plant as the proposed operating hours will impact on

the Georges fair resident, we will essentially only get one day of peace, they state they will cease
at 6.00pm but again when they can make an extra dollar who is going to stop them working until
8pm, or that extra truck that gets stuck in traffic or decides to get an early start.

There is no good outcomes for local residents, the health risks alone should be enough to NOT approve
this application, no recycling plant should be putneara residential area, especially when there is plenty
of land that could be used away from where people are living. :

As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on councillors, the
NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW
Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.

FULL NAME: SIGNATURE: ADDRESS: DATE:

30 Fedrudes o2

Seole Cloria Aol | faorelonnle L

EMAIL TO: plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au MAIL TO: NSW Department of Planning, GPO Box 39, NSW 2001 FAXTO: 9228 6455
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| onpose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157 at Lot 6 DP
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank,

1. | gopous the idding waste pr g plant because the proposed development is far too close o existing
and proposed residentisl homes. The proposed development s just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing
astate. Trucks using the proposed facility will traval even doser (o residential homes.  Trucks will Bikely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designied for massive trucks.

2. | gppose the bullding waste processing plant becsuse of the risks from asbestos and loxins. Al the community
consuliation mesting held on 31/5/2011 at Mew Brighton Golf Club, the represeniatives of the developer refused fo
comment on whather asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. Therals
g bnk betwesn silica dust and king cancer {‘Occupstions! Exposure to Siice and Lung Cancer, Cancer
Epidumiviogy, Biomarkers and Pravention Joumnal, Volume 18, 2070). There is no known curs for sificosis (4
Brist Review of S#cosis in the US', Environ MHealth Insighls, Volume %, East Carpline Unjversily, 2010). The
developer plans io install sweepers “whers trucks and people will travel” and that there are "unsealed areas” in the
development. Thelr own documantation refars to "Tkely dust from the recycling fecility” (pg 3, developers
information distributed on 31/8/2011 st New Brighton Golf Club). is Is an unacceptable health risk for local
ragidents.

3. 1pppoge the bullding pr ing plant because of the potential for ficvding.  The proposed developmant
is in an ares that foods. In the event of a flood, unsafe bullding materials and material stockplias may cause an
ervdronmental dissster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin,

4. T puvese the bullding waste processing plant becauss the NSW Government has indicated there will be "a
return of local planning powers o locsl communities”™ ([ NSW govt scr 3A planning provizion’, BMH, 4442011
The local community s opposed to this developrent. Counclliors of the Uiverpool City Councit have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpoo! Oity Councll mesting, 15/8/2011).

5. 1 oppose the buliding waste processing plant because the proposed development ls incompatible with the
current and plarmed residential and recreationat uses of the area. The proposed concrets processing facility is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having voung families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. 1t should not be used for & conorele processing plant. in
close provimily are schools, parklands, the Georges River itsell, cycleways, & proposed waterside maring, a lbrary
and g golf dub.  The land is more sultable for recreationgl faciiities or a reserve.  Even the owners of the Benedict
Recydling plant at Moorsbank {which borders the proposed faclity) have accepted that the area Is no longer
suitable for a bullding waste processing plant and have started to shut down thelr operations o create thelr own
housing estate and marina,

5. 1oppose the bullding waste processing plant because of increased trafic.  The devaloper states the proposed
faciity will resull in an exira 324 truck movements 2 day, which is "very low and will have no impact on the arlerial
road networl™ (developer's information distributed on 31/5/20171 at New Brighton Golf Club).  Increased traffic will
nave a significant hppact on arterlal roads ncluding Nuwarrs Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie
Drive. Thare is already significant traffic in the arsa which will be made worse by the ‘Inlermodal’, which will cause
an extra 1.5 million truck movementis In the first year.  Truck movements will primarily be In peak howrs, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorsbank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facliity, given the liketihnod of the 'intermodal’.

7. I pppose the bullding 7 plant because of the negalive impact on lend values,  Hesidents of the
WMoorebank precinot in particular have spent significant amounts of money on lend and homes. The proposed
davedoprrent will have o severe impact on land volues and residents will not be cormpansated.

8, 1 upoposs the bullding 5 g plant because there was a lack of community consultation st a mesting
held by representatives of the developsrs on 31/5/2011.  The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meefing.  The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents
on heslth risks.  The organisers did not alfow time o note down and respond o residents’ concerns.

4. | gopese the building wasts processing plant because # Is dangerous o residents for a concrete processing
glard to be located in this area of matropoliten Sydnay. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recydling st Chipping Norton. Benedict Recydling is planning to build
another plant at Heatheote,  Thers is o need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each

other,
As a local community member, | DPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on councifiors,
the NSW Parllament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the N8W
Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECY this proposal.
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| oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot q DPK
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank. ~’m;

1. 1| oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to existin
and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

2. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the community
consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused to
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is
a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer, Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A
Brief Review of Silicosis in the US’, Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010}. The
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel” and that there are "unsealed areas” in the
development. Their own documentation refers to "likely dust from the recycling facility” {pg 3, developer’s
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local
residents.

3. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development
is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an
environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

4. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be “a
return of local planning powers to local communities” (NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2017).

5. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete processing plant. in
close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their own
housing estate and marina.

6. 1oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network” (developer's information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie
Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause
an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodal’.

7. 1oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Maorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

8. | oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents
on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns.

9. | oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous fo residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each

other. .
As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on councillors,

the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW
Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.
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OPPOSITION TO MOOREBANK BUILDING WASTE PROCESSING PLANT

I oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank. ( 101

1. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to existing
and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

2. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the community
consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused to
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is
a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer, Cancer
Epidemiclogy, Biomarkers and Frevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A
Brief Review of Silicosis in the US', Environ Health Insights, Yolume 4, East Carolina University, 2010). The
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel” and that there are "unsealed areas” in the
development. Their own documentation refers to "likely dust from the recycling facility" {(pg 3. developer’s
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local
residents.

3. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed developrment
is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an
environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

4. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Govemment has indicated there will be “a
return of local planning powers to local communities” (NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision', SMH, 4/4/2011 ).
The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

5. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. i should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In
close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their own
housing estate and marina.

6. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is "very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network" (developer's information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie
Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause
an extra 1.5 miflion truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodat’,

7. 1oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

8. 1oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents
on health risks. The organisers did not allow time o note down and respond to residents’ concerns.

9. | oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Healhcote. There is no need for so many waste processing planis in such close proximity to each

other.
As a local community member, | QPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on councillors,

the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW
Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.
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OPPOSITION TO MOOREBANK BUILDING WASTE PROCESSING PLANT

I oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank. -}03

1. I oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to existing
and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

2. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the community
consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused to
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and wheather toxins would be released. There is
a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer’, Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Yolume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A
Brief Review of Silicosis in the US’, Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010). The
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel" and that there are "unsealed areas” in the
development. Their own documentation refers to “likely dust from the recycling facility” (pg 3, developer’s
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local
residents.

3. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development
is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an
environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

4. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be “a
return of local planning powers to local communities” (‘NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision', SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

5. 1| oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. [t should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In
close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict

Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their own

housing estate and marina.

6. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network” (developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie
Drive. There is aiready significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause
an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, poliution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodal’.

7. 1oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

8. | oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents
on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns.

9. | oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each

other.
As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on councillors,
the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW
Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.

FULL NAME: SIGNATURE: ADDRESS: DATE:
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| oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number-05 0157) at Lot 6 DP
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank. e 7 ( @

1. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed developmerit is far too close to existing
and proposed. residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing
estate,  Trucks using the proposed facility will fravel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks,

2. 1 oppoge the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the community
consultation meeting held on 31/6/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused to
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is
a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer, Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volumme 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A
Brief Review of Silicasis in the US’, Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010). The
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will fravel” and that there are "unsealed areas” in the
development. Their own documentation refers to "likely dust from the recycling facllity" (pg 3, developer's
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Galf Club). - This is an unacceptable health risk for local
residents.

3. 1oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding.  The proposed development
is in an area that floods, In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an
environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

4. | oppose the buiiding waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be “a
retumn of local planning powers to local communities” ('NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed to this development, Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

5. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facllity is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation, It should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In
close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and & golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve, Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their own
housing estate and marina.

6. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased fraffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network” (developsr's information distributed on 31/6/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic will
have a significant Impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie
Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the 'Intermodal’, which will cause
an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodal’.

7. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe Impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

8. |oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents
on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residenis’ concemns.

9. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each
other,

As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on councillors,
the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW
Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJEGT this proposal.
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| oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6

1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank.

1.

L1795

I oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to existing
and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the community
consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused to
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. Thereis
a link between silica dust and lung cancer (Occupational Exposure fo Silica and Lung Cancer, Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A
Brief Review of Silicosis in the US’, Environ Heaith Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010). The
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel” and that there are "unsealed areas” in the
development. Their own documentation refers to "likely dust from the recycling facility" (pg 3, developers
information distributed on 31/6/2011 at New Brighton Golf Ciub). This is an unacceptable health risk for local
residents.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development
is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an
environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be “a
return of local planning powers to local communities™ (‘NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed to this development. Counciliors of the Liverpool City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpoof City Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

| oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. it should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In
close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a goif club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started fo shut down their operations to create their own
housing estate and marina.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network” (developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie
Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which wili cause
an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, poliution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodal’.

I oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents
on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each

other.

As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. [ call on councillors,
the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW
Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.
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| oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project {Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 7\5
0k

1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank.

1. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the pm;:rr:ssed development is far too close to existing
and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 melres from the Georges Fair housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer o residential homes.  Trucks will likely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

2. 1oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. Al the community
consultation mesting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused to
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxing would be released. There is
a link Detween silica dust and lung cancer (Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer’, Cancer
Epidemiology. Biomarksrs and Prevention Journal, Volume 18, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (A
Brief Review of Silicosis in the US', Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carofina University, 2010). The
developer plans {o install sweepers "where trucks and people will ravel” and that there are "unsealed argas” in the
development. Their own documentation refers to “likely dust from the recycling facility’ (pg 3, developers
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This s an unacceptable health risk for iocal
residents.

3. 1gppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding.  The proposed development
is in an area that floods. In the svent of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an
environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin,

4. 1 gppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be_ “a
return of local planning powers 1o local communities” (NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision, SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed to this development. Counciffors of the Liverpool City Council have voled
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpoo! City Council meeting, 15/6/2017).

5. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for & concrete processing plant. In
close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a golf club. The land is more sultable for recreational facilities or a reserve.  Even the owners of the Banedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the ares is no longer
suitable for a bullding waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations 10 create their own
housing estate and marina.

6. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is "very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network® {(developer's information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton: Golf Club).  Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie
Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse kzy the ‘intermodal’, which will cause
an extra 1.5 million truck movemenis in the first year.  Truck movemenis will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, pollution and congastion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodal’.

7. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severs impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

8. | gppose the building waste procesging plant because there was a lack of community consuliation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meseting. The organisers refused fo answer questions from local residents
on health risks.  The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond fo residents’ concems.

9. | oppose the bullding waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant 1o be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Stes! Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling s planning to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximily to each
other.

As a local community member, | QPPOSE the building waste processing plant. 1 call on counciliors,
the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW

Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.

FULL NAME: SIGNATURE: ADDRESS: ’ DATE:
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OPPOSITION TO MOOREBANK BUILDING WASTE PROCESSING PLANT

| oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank. 101

1. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close {o existing
and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

2. 1oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the community
consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused to
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is
a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer’, Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A
Brief Review of Silicosis in the US’, Environ Health insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010). The
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel” and that there are "unsealed areas” in the
development. Their own documentation refers to "likely dust from the recycling facility" (pg 3, developer’s
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local
residents.

3. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development
is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an
environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

4. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be “a
return of local planning powers to local communities” ( NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision', SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

5. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residenis having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. [t should not be used for a concrete processing plant. [n
close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a goif club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their own
housing estate and marina.

6. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network” (developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie
Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause
an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, poliution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodal’.

7. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

8. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents
on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns.

9. | oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each
other.

As a local community member, | OPPQOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on councillors,
the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW

Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.
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OPPOSITION TO MOORERANK BUILDING WASTE PROCESSING PLANT

1.1 oppose the wasts ing plant becauss the proposed development is fer 00 Slose o eris and
proposed residential homes. The proposed development 1S just 250 metres from the Georges Falr housing estate. Trucks
using the proposed faciity will ravel sven closer 1o residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut through Georges Fair,
passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive tucks,

2. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the known raks from inevitable sitica dust, asbesios and
toing. AL the communidy consuliation mesting hetd on 3U/S2011 at MNew Brighton Golf Club, the reprasaniatives of the
developer mfuged 10 Comm s whether ashestos would be orocessed at the faciity and whather toxins would be
released, I is well known that inhalable siica dust causes ung cancer and silicosis { Croupational Exposure o Silica and
Lung Cancer, Cancer Epidemiclogy, Blomarkers and PBrevention Joumal, Volume 18, 2010}, There is no known cure for
silicosis {4 Brief Review of Silicosis in the US| Environ Heaith Insights, Yolume 4, East Caroling University, 2010} The
huildingfconstruction materials proposad lo we crushed at the plant inherentty contain very high sitfica content. The
developer plans o install sweepers “where lrucks and people will travel” and that there are “unseated areas” in the
development. Tt own documentation refers to "ikely dust fom the recysling facility” (pg 3, developer's information
distributed on 31/5/2011 af New Brighton Golf Club), This is an unacceptable freaith risk for local residents.

3.1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for floding. The proposed development isin
an area that floods. in the event of a ficod, unsafe building materials and material st es may cause an environmental
disaster throughout Mosrebank and the entire Georges River Basin

4. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there wilt be “a retum of
ocal planning powers to local communities” (NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/2011;. The local
community is opposed 1o this davelopment. Councllioes of the Liverpoot City Council have voted unanimously sgainst this
development (Minutes, Liverpool Gity Council meeting, 1872071}

5.1 oppese the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility ls just 250 metres
from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proporticn of residents having young families. The area is zoned E2
Epvironmental Conservation, It should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In close proximity are schools,
parkiands, the Georges River itsaif, cycleways, 8 proposed watersids marina, 8 library and a gotf club. The land is more
suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Renedict Recycling plant at Mourebank {which
norders the proposed faciiity) have accepted that the area is no longer suitable for a building waste processing plart and
have started to shut down their operations {6 create their own housing astate and marina.

6. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
faciity will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day. which is “very low and wiif have no impact on the arterial road
network” {daveloper's information distributed on 31/8/2011 at New Brighton Goff Club). Increased taffic will have 8
significant impagct on areriat roads inciuding Muwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Govemor Macquarie Drive. There is
already significant atfic in the area which will be made worse by the Intermodal’, which will cause an exiya 1.5 million
truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in paak hours, further impacting on already high
songestion. The residents of Moorebank and othar areas shauld not be forced to suffer any additional noise, poliution and
congeston from this proposed facility.

7. | oppose the building waste processing piant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
roorebank precingl in particular have speat significanl amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will nut be compensated.

8. | oppose the building waste processing plant because there was & lack of commu ~onsultation al a mesting held
by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The crganisers did not oty a significant number of focal residents
and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused 1o answer QUestons from ocal residents on health risks.
The organisers did not alfow time to note down and respond (o residents” o
9.1 oppose the building waste processing plant necause it s dangeraus 1o rasidents for 8 conurets processing plant o
he looated in Wis ares of metropoiitan Sydney. There are pre-sxising wasta processing plants operated by Benedict
Recycling and Smorgan Stesl Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to bulld another plant at
Heathcote. There is no need for $6 many waste processing plants in such close proximity o sach other.

As a community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant, | call on councillors, the NSW
Pariiament. the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW Department of Planning
and infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.
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Opposing the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP

From: "Rajinibala Kumaravel" <rajinibala@gmail.com>
To: <brent@concreterecyclers.com.au> Q(j
Date: Thursday - 4 April 2013 4:12 PM

. Opposing the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at
Subject:

Lot 6 DP

Attachments: Mime.822
Hi,

I oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank.

1. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to existing
and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

2. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the community
consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused
to comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released.

There is a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer’, Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010}. There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A Brief
Review of Silicosis in the US’, Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010). The developer
plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel" and that there are "unsealed areas" in the
development. Their own documentation refers to "likely dust from the recycling facility” (pg 3, developer’s
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local
residents.

3. loppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed
development is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles
may cause an environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

4. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be “a
return of local planning powers to local communities” (‘NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

5. 1oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In close
proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library and a
golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their own
housing estate and marina.

6. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network"” {developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic
will have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie
Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will
cause an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours,
further impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not
experience any additional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the
‘Intermodal’.

7. 1oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
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development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

8. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of
local residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local
residents on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns.

9. | oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each
other.

As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on councillors, the NSW
Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW Department of Planning
and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.

Please consider the above mentioned points and do your own assessment and stop this monstrous project to be
built right outside our door steps. Families with children and elderly are living at the Georges Fair.
Thanks
Rajinibala Kumaravel
(Lot 4510 Hoy Street)
70 Hoy Street
Moorebank, NSW - 2170
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Fwd: Support for opposition against Materials Recycling Facility - Moorebank (05-0157)

From: Chris Ritchie

To: Emma Barnet Tio
Date:  Monday - 25 March 2013 8:36 AM

Subject: Fwd: Support for opposition against Materials Recycling Facility - Moorebank (05-0157)

>>> "pcsolutions.au” <pcsolutions.au@gmail.com> 24/03/2013 4:30 pm >>>
To whom it may concern;

I live in Georges Fair, please show your support to my opposition to the Moorebank Materials Recycling
Facility. For the following reasons:

| oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot
6 DP1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank.

1. } oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to existing
and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

2. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the
community consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer
refused to comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released.
There is a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer’, Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A Brief
Review of Silicosis in the US’, Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010). The developer
plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel" and that there are "unsealed areas” in the
development. Their own documentation refers to "likely dust from the recycling facility” (pg 3, developer’s
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local

residents.

3. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed
development is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may
cause an environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

4. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be “a
return of local planning powers to local communities” (‘NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpooi City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

5. I oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is just
250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families. The
area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In close
proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library and a
golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their own

housing estate and marina.

6. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
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road network” (developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie
Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause
an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodal’.

7. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of
the Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on jand and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

8. | oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a
meeting held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number
of local residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local
residents on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns.

9. | oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each

other.
Kind Regards

Rami B

20f2 11/04/2013 10:06 PM
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11 opp e buliding waste p seing plant becduse the proposed develdpment s far 100 cloge 1o exdsting and
proposed residential homes, The proposed development i just 250 mslres from the Georges Fair housing estate. Trucks
using the proposed faclity will travel even closer {o regidential homes. Trucks will likely short cut through Georges Fair
passing parks and ocal residents, using roads not designed for massive frucks.

2.1 oppuse the building waste processing plant because of the known risks from inevitable silica dust, asbasios and
toins. Al the community consuitation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighon Golf Club, the representativas of the
deveioper refused io comment on whether asbestos would be processad af the facility and whether loxins would be
reieased. itis well known that inhalable sifica dust causes lung cancer and silicasis { Occupational Exposure to Siica and
Lung Cancer. Canver Epidemiclogy, Riomarkers and Frevention Journal, Volume 18, 2010}, There is no known cure for
silicesis (4 Brief Review of Silicosis in the US', Environ Mealth Insights, Volume 4, East Caroling University. 2070y, The
building/construction materials proposed to be crushed at the plant inherently contain very high silica content. The
developer plans to install sweepers “where trucks and people will fravel” and that there are “unsealed areas” in the
development. Their own documentation refers to "likely dust from the recyoling faciiity” {pg 3 developer's iformalion
distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable heaith risk for local residents.

3. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development is in
an arga that ficods. in the avent of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an environmental
disaster throughow! Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin

4. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be "a retum of
local planning powers o local communities” (NSW govl scraps 34 planning provision’, SMH, 4472011 The local
sommunity is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpeot City Council have voled unanimously against this
development (Minutes, Liverpoo! City Council meeting, 15/8/2017).

5. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development i incompatibie with the current
and planned residential and recreations! uses of the area. The proposed concrets processing facility is just 250 metres
from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families. The area is zoned E2
Environmental Conservation. it should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In close proximity are schools,
parkiands. the Georges River itself, oycleways, a praposed waterside marina, a fibrary and a goif cub. The land is more
suilable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict Recycling plant at Moorabank {which
borders the proposed facllity) have accepted that the area is no longer suitable for a building waste processing piant and
have started to shut down their operations to create their own housing estate and marina.

&. I oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased tralffic. The deveioper states the proposed
facility will result in an exira 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have nc impact on the arterial road
network” {daveloper’s infermalion distributed on 31/8/2011 al New Brighton Go¥ Club), Increased traffic will have a
significant impact on anterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Read and Governor Macquarie Orive, There is
already significant traffic in the area which wilt be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’. which will cause an exira 1.5 miflion
fruck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further impacting on already high
congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other arsas should not be forced to suffer any additional noise, paliution and
congastion from this proposed facifity.

7.t oppose the bullding waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on fand and homes. The proposed
development will have 3 severe impact on tand values and residents will not be compensatad,

3. { oppose the building waste processing plant because there was alack of community consuitation at a mesting held
by representatives of the developers on 315/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of loca! residents
and future residents about the mesating. The organisers refused to answer questions from jocal residents on health risks.
The crganisers did not ailow time o nole down and respond to residents’ concems.

9.  oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a conerete processing plant o
be iocated in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-exisling wasie processing planis operated by Benedict
Recycling and Smorgan Stesl Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recyciing is planning to build another plant at
rieathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each other.

As @ community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. 1 call on councillors, the NSW
Partiament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW Department of Planning
and infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.
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| oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP.
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank.

1. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to existing
and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

2. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the community
consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused to
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is
a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure fo Silica and Lung Cancer, Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Joumnal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A
Brief Review of Silicosis in the US’, Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010). The
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel” and that there are "unsealed areas" in the
development. Their own documentation refers to “likely dust from the recycling facility" {(pg 3, developer's
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local
residents.

3. | gppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development
is in an area that floods. in the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an
environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

4, | gppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be “a
return of local planning powers to local communities” (NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision', SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

5. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete processing plant. in
close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a goff club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their own
housing estate and marina.

6. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network” (developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golif Club). Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arierial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie
Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause
an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodal’.

7. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

8. | oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents
on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concemns.

9. | oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each

other.
As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on councillors,

the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW
Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.
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1.t oppose the bullding waste processing plant because the proposed devalopment is far too close to existing and
proposed rasidential homes, The propossd developmaent is just 250 metres from the Geomges Fair housing estate
using the proposed facility will travel even clos
passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive rucks,

2. L oppose the building waste processing plant because of the known rsks from inevitable silica dust, asbesios and
toxing, Al the community consultation mesting held on 3182017 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representativas of the
developsr refusad 1o comment on whether ashestos would be processed at the faclily and whether loxins would be
reteasad. i well known that inhalable silica dust causes lung cancer and silicosis { Oroupational Exposure o Silica and
Lung Cancer’ Cancer Epidemiciogy. Biormarkers and Pravention Journal, Volume 18, 2010), There is oo known cure for
silicosis (‘A Brief Review of Silicosis in the US', Environ Health Insights. Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010). The
buildinglconstruction matenials proposed to be crushed at the plant inherently contain very high silica content. The
developer plans to install sweepers “where trucks and people will fravel” and that there are "unsealed areas” in the
developmant, Thelr own documantation rafers to "iksly dust fram the recycling facility” {pg 3. developer's information
distributed on 317572011 at New Brighton Golf Club), This s an unacceptable health risk for local residents.

3. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flocding. The proposed development s in
an area that fioods. In the svent of a flood, unsafe building materials and materat stockpiles may cause an environmental
disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin,

4.1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the MSW Government has indicated there will be “a retum of
al planning powers 1o local communities” {NSW ot scraps 3A planning provision', SMH, 442011} The local
smmunity i opposed o this development. Councillors of the Liverpoo! City Council have voled unanimously against this
deveiopraent (Minules, Liverpoot Ciy Council mesting, 186720171

5.1 oppose the bullding waste procassing plant because the proposed davelopment is incompatibie with the current
and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrale processing facility is just 250 metres
from the Georges Fair housing astate, with a high proportion of residents having young families. The area is zoned B2
Environmental Conservation. it should not be used for a concrete proc ng plant In close proximity are scheols,
parklands, the Gearges River itaelf, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library and a golf club, The land is more
suitable for recreational faciliies or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict Recycling plant at Moorebank {which
porders the proposed facifity) have accepted that the area is no longer suitable for a building waste processing plant and
have started to shut down their operations to create thelr own housing astate and marina.

6. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
faciity will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no mpact on the arterial road
netw { loper's information distnbuted on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic will have a
significant impact on arteral roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Govemor Macquarie Drive, There is
already significant traffic in the area which wili be made worse by the “Intermodal’, which will cause an extra 1.5 million
truck moverments in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further impacting on already high
congastion. The residents of Moorebank and ather areas should not be forced o suffer any addiional noise. pottution and
congeston from this proposed facility,

7. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant becauss of the negative impact on land values, Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in patticular have spent significant amounts of money on BBnd and homes. The proposed
davelopment will have a severe impact on jand valugs and residents will not be compensated.

2. | oppose the building waste processing plant becauses therg was a fack of communily consultation al a meeting hetd
by represantatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local residents
and futurg residents about the meeting. The organisers refused (o answer questions from local residents on health risks,
The organisers did not allow tme to note down and respond (o residents’ concams.

9. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because # s dangerous 0 residents for a concrele processing plant to
be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. Thers are pre-exisling waste processing plants operated by Benedict
Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recyeling is planning 1o bulld another plant at
Heathcote. Thers s no need for 50 many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each other

As a community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on councillors, the NSW
Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW Department of Planning
and infrastructure and the Premisr of NSW to REJECT this proposal.

7 1o residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut twough Geargss Falr,

FULL NAME: SIGH URE}
,{EI{I?-‘}MJ?;? freedr /,’{5”?{{{:3 £3

EMANL TO: plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au MAIL TO: NSW Department of Planning, GPO Box 39, NSW 2001 FAX TO: 9228 8485




1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank.

| oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot/@ .
T

1. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to existing
and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

I oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the community
consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused-to
comment on whetigr asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is
a link betweess gilica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer’, Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A
Brief Review of Silicasis in the US', Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010). The
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel" and that there arz "unsealed areas" in the
development. Their own documentation refers to "likely ‘dust from the recycling -facility” (pg 3, developer’s
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local
residents. ’

| oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development
is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an
environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be “a
return of local planning powers to local communities™ (‘'NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpooi City Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

I oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In
¢ldse proximity are schools, parkiands, the Georges River itself, cyclaways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreationg} facilities or-a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank {which borders the ssed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a-buliding waste processing plant and havs sterted to shut down their operations to create their own
housing estate gyl marina. :

| oppose the building waste processing plant because of ficreased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network” (developer's information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie
Drive. There ig already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause
an extra 1.5 miilion truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion.. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodal’.

! sbpose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

I oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents
on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each
other.

As a local community member, | QPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on councillors,
the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW

Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.
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OPPOSITION TO MOOREBANK BUILDING WASTE PROCESSING PLANT

1065574, Mewbridge Road, Moorebank.

1. t oppose the building waste processing plant becauss the proposed development ig far oo close to existing and
proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate. Trucks
using the proposed facility will ravel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely shorl cut through Georges Fair,
passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive frucks.

2. 1 oppose the bullding waste processing plant because of the known risks from inevilable silica dust, asbestos and
toxing. Al the community consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the
developer refused 1o comment on whether asbeslos would be processed al the facility and whether toxins would be
released. it is well known that inhalable silica dust causes lung cancer and sificosis (‘Qccupational Exposure to Sifica and
Lung Cancer, Cancer Epidemiciogy. Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for
sificosis (A Brief Review of Silicosis in the US'. Enviran Health Insights. Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2016}, The
buildingfconstruction materials proposed to be crushed at the plant inherenfly contain very high silica content. The
developer plans to install sweepers “where trucks and people will travel” and that there are "unsealed areas” in the
development. Their own documentation refers to "fikely dust from the recydling facility” (pg 3, developer’s information
distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club}. This is an unacceptable health risk for local residents.

3.1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development is in
an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsale building materials and material stockpiles may cause an environmental
disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin,

4. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be “a returmn of
local planning powers (o local communities™ (NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/2011). The local
community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have voted unanimously against this
development {(Minutes, Liverpoot Cily Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

5. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the current
and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is just 250 metres
from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families. The area is zoned E2
Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In close proximity are schools,
parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library and a golf club, The land is more
suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve, Even the owners of the Benedict Recycling plant at Moorebank {which
borders the proposed facility) have accepled that the area is no longer suitable for a building waste processing plant and
have started to shut down thefr operations to create their own housing estate and marina.

6. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an exira 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial road
network” {(developer's information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Goif Ciub). Increased traffic will have a
significant impact on arterial roads including Muwarra Road. Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie Drive. There is
already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause an extra 1.5 miltion
truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primardly be in peak hours, further impacting on already high
congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not be forced to suffer any additional noise, pollution and
congestion from this proposed facility,

7. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank pracinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

8.1 oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a meeting held
by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local residents
and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents on health risks.
The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concams.

9. | oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing plant to
be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by Benedict
Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton, Benedict Recycling is planning o build another plant at
Heathcote. There s no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity {o each other.

As a community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | cali on counciliors, the NSW
Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW Department of Planning
and infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.
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OPPOSBITION TO MOOREBANK BUILDING WASBTE PROCESSING PLANT

1.1 oppese the bullding waste procassing plant because the orposad
praposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from :m Geor
using the proposed faclity will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will ikely
passing parks and local residents, using roads nol designed for massive frucks,

2. 1 oppose the bullding waste processing plant because of the known risks from ingvitable silica dust, agbestes and
toxing. A the community consultation mesting held on 3US/2011 at New Brighton Goif Club, the representatives of the
developer refused o comment on whether asbesios would be processed &t the facility and whether loxine would be
raleased. [t is well known that inhalable silica dust causes lung cancer and slicosis { Occupational Exposure to Sifica and
Lung war, Cancer Epidemiciogy, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volurne 18, 20101, There is no known cure for
silicosis {A Brief Review of Silicosis in the US| Environ Health insighls, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2018). The

h:us'ng astate “{1*
m’t out through Georges Fair,

building/construction materiais proposed to be crushed at the plant inherentty confain very high sifica content, The
here wucks and people will ravel” and that there are “unsealed aress” in the

developer p-‘ans o install sweepers
development, T own documentation refers to “likely dust from the recydling facility” {pg 3. developers informalion
distnbuted on 37«;1@(}5 1 al New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local residents.

3. I oppose the building waste processing plant because of the polential for flooding, The propossad developmeant is in
an area that floods. In the event of 3 flood, unsate building materials and materdal stockpites may cause sn environmental
digaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin

4.1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government ! d there will be “a return of
local planning powers to focal communities” (NSW gow scraps 34 planning provision' SMH, 4/4/2011) The locat
community is opposed o this development. Counciliors of the Uiverpoot City Council have voted unanimously against this
devetopment {(Mirutes, ABI207 1}

3

Liverpooi City Councit meeting, 15/
5. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the current
and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is just 250 matres
from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young famites. The area is zoned E2
Environmental Conservation. it should not be used for a concrede processing plant. In close proximily are schools,
parkiands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside maring, a fibrary and a golf zlub. The land 18 more
suitable for recreations fities or a reserva. Even the owners of the Benedict Recycling plant at Moorebank {wh
borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer suitable for a building waste processing plant and
have stanted (o shut down their rpcz.rat.on-. to create their own housing estate and marina,
5. | oppose the building waste processing plant secause of increased traffic. The developer states the proposad
facifity will result in an axtra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial road
network” {developer's information distrbuted on 31/8/2011 at Naw Brighton Golf Club}. Increased vraffic will have 3
significant impact on a i roads including Muwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Govemor Macquarie Drive. i
already significant traffic in the area which wilt be made worse by the 'Intennodal’, which will cau
truck movemants in the first year, Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further impacting on already high
canggstion. Tha resldents of Moorebank and other areas should not be forsed 1o suffer any additional noise, pollution and
r‘mgﬁstion from this proposed faciitly.
. I oppose the bmldmg waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values, Residents of the
Momewnk precingt in particular have spent significant amounts of m on fand and homes, The proposed
development will have a severs impact on land valuas and residants will not mpensated,
8.1 oppose the building waste processing plant becauss there a fack of community consultation a1 a meeting held
by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not nofily a significani number of local residents
and fulure residents about the mesting. The organisers refused o answer questions from local residents on health risks.
The organisers did not allow time o note down and respond to residents’ concems
9.1 oppose the buikding waste processing plant because it is dangerous to rasidents for a concrate processing plant to
be located in this area of me_(ropmtan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operaled by Bexwur'
Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton, Benedict Recyoling 5 planning to bulid another plant at
Heathoote. There is no nead for so rrnny wasta processing plants in such ¢lose proximity 1o each other

As a community member, | OPPOSE the building waste orocessing plant. 1 call on counciliors, the NSW
Parltament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW Department of Planning
and Infrastructure and zhe BPremier of NSW@&JECT this proposal.
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| oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank. / ¢m

1. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too
close to existing and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres
from the Georges Fair housing estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to
residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut through Georges Fair, passing parks and local
residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks. Georges fair has beautiful parks and
surrounding paths for walking and cycling. An increase in trucks will put the health and safety of
our families at risk, increase dust exposure and increased risk of children been hit by a truck.

. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins.
The recycled material may include glass, fibre cement, clay, sandstone, asbestos and who knows
what are building material. This dust will blow right across the Georges Fair estate, exposing all
the residents of Georges Fair to this concrete dust and exposing us to a variety of respiratory
iltlnesses. Concrete dust is very fine and impossible to get out of the lungs once inhaled. Studies
have shown that inhaling small doses of concrete dust can decrease lung function. Moorebank
recyclers will be exposing all residents to a variety of respiratory ilinesses. It is exposing children
to an increase risk of Asthma and of course all resident are at increased risk of chronic bronchitis,
emphysema, acute silicosis, silicosis, lung cancer, kidney damage and scleroderma. The
literature also states that it is wrong to assume that water spray can eliminate respirable dust.
Visible dust can travel up to 1km while the thinier and lighter dust can travel longer distances. At
the community consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the
representatives of the developer refused to comment on whether asbestos would be processed at
the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is a link between silica dust and lung
cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer’, Cancer Epidemiology, Biomarkers
and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A Brief Review
of Silicosis in the US’, Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010). The
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel" and that there are
"unsealed areas" in the development. Their own documentation refers to "likely dust from the
recycling facility” (pg 3, developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf
Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local residents.

. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The
proposed development is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials
and material stockpiles may cause an environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the
entire Georges River Basin. :

. I oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated
there will be “a return of local planning powers to local communities” (NSW govt scraps 3A
planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/2011). The local community is opposed to this development.
Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have voted unanimously against this development
(Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is
incompatible with the current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The
proposed concrete processing facility is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate,
with a high proportion of residents having young families. The area is zoned E2 Environmental
Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In close proximity are
schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners
of the Benedict Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted
that the area is no longer suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut
down their operations to create their own housing estate and marina. We should be creating an

area that been talk about because of the great things, such as the marina, lunches by the water.

The dust hills are a health hazard and eye sore. , e . -
. I oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer
states the proposed facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low
and will have no impact on the arterial road network" (developer’s information distributed on
31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic will have a significant impact on arteria)



roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie Drive. There is
already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will
cause an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in
peak hours, further impacting on already high congestion. With the opening of Brickmakers Dr
there is already an increase in noise pollution and congestion with trucks with trailers going up
and down the road and this is 7days a week. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should
not experience any additional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the
likelihood of the ‘Intermodal’.

7. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values.
Residents of the Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on
land and homes. The proposed development will have a severe impact on land values and
residents will not be compensated. To approve this application would devalue and destroy the
livelihood of all the resident of Georges Fair, No one will want to live where themselves, their
families and children are at risk of a variety of respiratory and skin conditions, and where they
can't go out in there own backyards or parks due to the noise and pollution that we will be exposed
fo.

8. | oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community
consultation at a meeting held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers
did not notify a significant number of local residents and future residents about the meeting. The
organisers refused to answer questions from local residents on health risks. The organisers did
not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns.

9. | oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a
concrete processing plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are
pre-existing waste processing plants operated by Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel
Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build another plant at Heathcote.
There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each other.

10. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant as it is not providing employment opportunities
and the building of the Marina will promote employment and development of local businesses.
This recycling facility will destroy the local area and its health of its residents.

The health risks alone should be enough to NOT approve this application, no recycling plant should be
put near a residential area, especially when there is plenty of land that could be used away from where

people are living.
As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on councillors, the

NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW
Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.
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OPPOSITION TO MOOREBANK BUILDING WASTE PROCESSING PLANT

| oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank. vu

1. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to existing
and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

2. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the community
consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused to
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is
a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer, Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A
Brief Review of Silicosis in the US’, Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010). The
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel" and that there are "unsealed areas” in the
development. Their own documentation refers to "likely dust from the recycling facility” (pg 3, developer's
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local

residents.

3. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development
is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an
environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

4. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW- Government has indicated there will be "a
return of local planning powers to local communities” (‘NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have voled
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2017).

5. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In
close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their own
housing estate and marina.

6. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network" (developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie
Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause
an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodal’.

7. 1oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on tand values and residents will not be compensated.

8. | oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents
on health risks.  The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns.

9. 1| oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous io residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each

other.
As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on councillors,

the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW
Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.
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| oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP

1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank. 19
1. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too cloSE to

existing and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges
Fair housing estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks
will likely short cut through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for
massive trucks.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the
community consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the
developer refused to comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins
would be released. There is a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica
and Lung Cancer’, Cancer Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is
no known cure for silicosis (‘A Brief Review of Silicosis in the US’, Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East
Carolina University, 2010). The developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel” and
that there are "unsealed areas" in the development. Their own documentation refers to "likely dust from the
recycling facility” (pg 3, developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is
an unacceptable health risk for local residents.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed
development is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material
stockpiles may cause an environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be
“a return of local planning powers to local communities” (‘'NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH,
4/4/2011). The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council
have voted unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

I oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility
is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young
families. The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete
processing plant. In close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed
waterside marina, a library and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve.
Even the owners of the Benedict Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have
accepted that the area is no longer suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut
down their operations to create their own housing estate and marina.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the
proposed facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact
on the arterial road network” (developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club).
Increased traffic will have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and
Governor Macquarie Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the
‘Intermodal’, which will cause an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will
primarily be in peak hours, further impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and
other areas should not experience any additional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility,
given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodal’.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents
of the Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The
proposed development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a
meeting held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant
number of local residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer
questions from local residents on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond
to residents’ concerns.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete
processing plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing
plants operated by Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling
is planning to build another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in
such close proximity to each other.

As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on councillors,
the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW
Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.

FULL NAME: ADDRESS: DATE:
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OSITION TO MOOREBANK BUILDING WASTE PROCESSING PLANT |

| oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank. 110

1. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to existing
and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the community
consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused to
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is
a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer’, Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A
Brief Review of Silicosis in the US', Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010). The
developer plans to install sweepers "where frucks and people will travel” and that there are "unsealed areas” in the
development. Their own documentation refers to "likely dust from the recycling facility" (pg 3. developers
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Ciub). This is an unacceptable health risk for local

residents.

3. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development
is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an
environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

4. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be “a
return of local planning powers to local communities” (NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

5. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In
close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their own

housing estate and marina.

6. 1| oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network” (developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased ftraffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie
Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause
an extra 1.5 miilion truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise. poliution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodal’.

7. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

8. 1oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents
on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns.

9. | oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropclitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each

other.
As a local community member, | QPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on councillors,

the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW
Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.
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OPPOSITION TO MOOREBANK BUILDING WASTE PROCESSING PLANT

1. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far 00 close o exigling and
proposad residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 maetres from the Georges Fair housing estate. Trucks
using the proposed facility will travel even closer 1o residential homes. Trucks will fikely short cut through Georges Fair,
passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

2. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the known risks from inevitable silica dust, asbestos and
toxing. At the community consultation mesting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the
developer refused fo comment on whether asbesios would be processad al the facility and whether toding would be
reteased. It is well known that inhatable silica dust causes lung cancer and silicosis { Occupational Exposure to Sifica and
Lung Cancer’, Cancer Epidemiclogy. Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010}. There is no known cure for
silicosis {'A Brief Review of Sificosis in the US', Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010}. The
building/construction materials proposed o be crushed at the plant inherently contain very high silica content. The
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel” and that there are "unsealed areas” in the
development. Their own documentation refers to “fikely dust from the recycling facility” {py 3. developer’s information
distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club}. This Is an unacceptable health risk for local residents.

3. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for fooding. The proposed development is in
an area that floods. In the event of a Hlood, unsafe building materiais and material stockpiles may cause an environmental
disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

4. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be “a return of
local planning powers to local communities™ (NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision, SMH, 4/4/2011). The local
community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have voted unanimously against this
development {Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

5. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the current
and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is just 250 metres
from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families. The area is zoned E2
Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete processing plant. in ciose proximily are schoals,
parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library and a goif ciub. The land is more
suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict Recycling plant at Moorebank (which
borders the proposed facllity) have accepted that the area is no longer suitable for a building waste processing plant and
have started to shut down their operations 1o create their own housing estate and marina.

6. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased fraffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movemaents a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arlerial road
network” (developer's information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). increased traffic will have a
significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie Drive, There is
already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘intermodal’, which will cause an extra 1.5 million
truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further impacting on already high
congestion, The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not be farced to suffer any additional noise, pollution and
congestion from this propased facility

7. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negalive impact on land vaiues. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in padicular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

8. | oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a meeling held
by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local residents
and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents on health risks.
The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns.

9.1 oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing plant to
be iocated in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by Benediot
Reocycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton, Benedict Recycling is planning to build another plant at
Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximily (o each other.

As a community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on councillors, the NSW
Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW Department of Planning
and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REQ}ECT this proposal.
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| oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 PP
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank. @

1. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to existing
and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

2. 1oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the community
consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golif Club, the representalives of the developer refused tp
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is
a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer’, Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A

Brief Review of Silicosis in the US', Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010). The
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel" and that there are "unsealed areas" in th'e
development. Their own documentation refers to “likely dust from the recycling facility" (pg 3, developers
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local
residents.

3. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development
is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an
environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

4. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be “a
return of local planning powers to local communities” (NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

5. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In
close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their own
housing estate and marina.

6. loppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is "very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network” (developer’s information distrnibuted on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie
Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause
an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the 'Intermodal’.

7. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

8. | oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents
on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns.

9. { oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing wastle processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote, There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each
other.

As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. 1 call on councillors,

the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW

Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.
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| oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank. 1

1. i oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to existing
and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing
astate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

2. 1oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the community
consultation meeting held on 31/56/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused to
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is
a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer, Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A
Brief Review of Silicosis in the US’, Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010). The
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel” and that there are "unsealed areas” in the
development. Their own documentation refers to “likely dust from the recycling facility” (pg 3, developer’s
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local
residents.

3. 1oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development
is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an
environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

4. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be “a
return of local planning powers to local communities” (‘'NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 1 &/6/2011).

5. { oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In
close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve, Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their own
housing estate and marina.

6. 1oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network” (developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Ciub). Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie
Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause
an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodal’.

7. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

8. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents
on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns.

9. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each
other.

As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on councillors,

the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW
Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.
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| oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank.

1. I oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed deveiopment is far too close to existi
and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

2. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the community
consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused to
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is
a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer’, Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A
Brief Review of Silicosis in the US', Environ Health Insights, Volurme 4, East Carolina University, 2010). The
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel” and that there are “unsealed areas” in the
development. Their own documentation refers to “likely dust from the recycling facility" (pg 3, developer’s
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Goif Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local
residents.

3. 1oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for fiooding. The proposed development
is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an
environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

4. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be “a
return of local planning powers to local communities” (‘'NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpoo! City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

5. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In
close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their own
housing estate and marina.

6. 1oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 tfruck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network” {developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Ciub). Increased fraffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie
Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause
an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residenis of Moorebank and other areas shouid not experience any
additional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the 'Intermodal’.

7. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of meney on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

8. 1oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents
on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns.

9. | oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each

other.
As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. 1 call on councillors,

the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW
Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.
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OPPOSITION TO MOOREBANK BUILDING WASTE PROCESSING PLANT

I oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank.

1.

i)

I oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to existing
and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed facility wilt travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and iocal residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

i oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the community
consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused to
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is
a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer, Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A
Brief Review of Silicosis in the US', Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carofina University, 2010). The
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel” and that there are "unsealed areas” in the
development. Their own documentation refers to "likely dust from the recycling facility" {(pg 3. developer’s
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local
residents.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development
is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood. unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an
environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be “a
return of local planning powers to local communities” (NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

I oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposad concrete processing facility is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In
close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their own
housing estate and marina.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network” (developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie
Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause
an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility. given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodal’.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a_ lack of community consultation at a meeling
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused o answer questions from local residents
on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each

other.

As a local community member, | QPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on councillors,
the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW
Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.
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| oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP
1085574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank. Tu)

1. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to exTsting
and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

2. ioppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the community
consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused to
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is
a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer, Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A
Brief Review of Silicosis in the US', Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010). The
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel” and that there are "unsealed areas" in the
development. Their own documentation refers to "likely dust from the recycling facility" (pg 3, developer's
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Goif Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for focal

residents.

3. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development
is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an
environmental disaster throughout Mocrebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

4. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be “a
return of local planning powers to local communities” (‘'NSW govt scraps 3A planning prevision’, SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed fo this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

5. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is
just 280 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In
close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a goif club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank {(which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their own
housing estate and marina.

6. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will resuit in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network" (developer's information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie
Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause
an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the 'Intermodal’.

7. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

8. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents
on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond {o residents’ concerns.

9. | oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each

other.
As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on councillors,

the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW
Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.
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OPPOSITION TO MOOREBANK BUILDING WASTE PROCESSING PLANT

I bopp the building waste p ing plant b e proposed development s far too close to existing and
proposed rasidential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate. Trucks
using the proposed faclily will ravel even closar o residential homes. Trucks will Bkely short out through Georges Falr,
passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.
2.l oppose the building waste processing plant because of the known risks from inevitable silica dust, asbestos and
ns. A the comymunity consuliation mesting held on 3152011 at New Brighion Golf Club, the representatives of the
refused o comment oo whether asbestos would be processad 2t the facillty and whether toxing would be
! slable silica dust causes lung cancer and silicosis { Qocupational Exposure to Sifica and
Lung Cancer’, Cancar Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Votume 18, 2010}, Thers is no known cure for
sis (A Brief Review of Silicosis in the US', Environ Health insights, Volume 4, East Carolinag University, 2010). The
building/construction materials proposed (o be crushed at the plant inherently contain very high silica content. The
developer plans to install sweepers “where trucks and people will ravel” and that there are “unsealed areas” in the
devaiopment. Thelr own documentation refers 1o "likely dust from the recycling facility” (pg 3. developer's information
distrbisted on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Goif Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local residents.
3.1 oppose the huilding waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development is in
an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe bullding malerials and material stockpiles may cause an snvironmentat
disaster throughout Moorsbank and the entire Gearges River Basin.
4, | oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will ba “a retumn of
tocsl plasning powers o local communities”™ (NSW gavt soraps 3A planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/2011% The focat
communily is opposed 1o this development. Councillors of the Liverpoo! City Councll have voled unanimously against this
development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 2011y
5. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because he proposed development is incompatitle with the current
and plannad residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is just 250 metres
from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families. The area is zoned £2
Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concraete processing plant. In close proximity are schools,
parkiands, the Georges River itself, eycleways. a proposed waterside marina, a library and a golf club. The land s mors
suitable for recraational facitities or a reserve, Even the owners of the Benedict Recycling plant at Moorebank {which
torders the proposad facility) have accepted that the ares is no longer suitable for a building waste processing plant and
have started to shut down their operations to create their own housing estate and marina.
6. | oppose the bullding waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
tacility will resuit in an extra 324 ruck movements a day, which is "very fow and will have no impact on the arterial road
network” (developer's information gistributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Goif Club). increased traffic will have a
significant impact on artenal roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie Drive, There is
aiready significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause an extra 1.5 million
truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further impacting on already high
cangestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not be forced to suffer any additional noise, pollution and
congestion from this proposead acility
7. i oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values, Residents of the
Moarebank precinct in paricular have spent significant amounts of monay on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on fand values and residents will not be compensated.
8. l oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a tack of communily consultation at a meating held
by representatives of the developers on 345/2011. The organisars did not notify a significant number of local residents
and fulure residents about the meeling. The organisers refused to answear questions from local residents on health risks.
The organisers did not allow time lo note down and respond W residents’ concems.
9.1 oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous o residents for a congrete processing plant to
be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing wasite processing plants operated by Benedict
Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recyeling is planning o bulld another plant at
Heatheote, There i$ no need for s many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each other.

As a community member, { OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. 1 call on councilfors, the NSW
Pariiament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW Department of Planning
and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.
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| oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP

1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank. '\ﬁ)
1. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to existing

and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the community
consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused to
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. Thereis a
link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer’, Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A Brief
Review of Silicosis in the US’, Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010). The developer
plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel" and that there are "unsealed areas" in the
development. Their own documentation refers to "likely dust from the recycling facility" (pg 3, developer’s
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local

residents.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development
is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an
environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be “a -
return of local planning powers to local communities” (‘NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2011):

| oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is just
250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families. The
area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In close
proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library and a
golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their own
housing estate and marina.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network" (developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie
Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause
an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodal’.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents
on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each

other.

As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on councillors,
the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW

Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.
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_—
Tamar Sarah Milloy / /7/‘)/ : Lot 4219 Bakewell Rd Moorebank 20/3/2013



| oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 Df’

1085574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank. ( /m{
1. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to existing

and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

2. 1oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the community
consultation meeting held on 31/8/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused to
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facilily and whether toxins would be released. There is
a link betwsen silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Siica and Lung Cancer, Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A
Brief Review of Silicosis in the US', Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carclina University, 2010). The
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel” and that there are "unsealed areas” in the
development. Their own documentation refers to "likely dust from the recycling facility” (pg 3. developer's
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local
residents. ‘

3. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development
is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an
environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

4. 1 gppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be "a
return of local planning powers to local communities” {NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision', SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed to this development. Counciliors of the Liverpool City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2011),

5. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed devsiopment is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete processing plant. in
close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started o shut down their operations to create their own
housing estate and marina.

6. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network® {developer's information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie
Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause
an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year.  Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, poliution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihocod of the 'Intermodal’.

7. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homeas. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

8. | oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consuitation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents
on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns.

9. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residenis for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each
other.

As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on councillors,
the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW

Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.
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OPPOSITION TO MOOREBANK BUILDING WASTE PROCESSING PLANT

| oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP.
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank.

1. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far oo close to existing
and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

2. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the community
consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused to
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is
a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer', Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A
Brief Review of Silicosis in the US’ Environ Health insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010). The
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel” and that there are "unsealed areas” in the
development. Their own documentation refers to "likely dust from the recycling facility" (pg 3, developer’s
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local

residents.

3. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development
is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an
environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

4. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be "a
return of local planning powers to local communities” (‘NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed to this development. Counciliors of the Liverpool City Councit have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

5. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In
close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down thefr operations to create their own

housing estate and marina.

6. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network" {developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie
Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause
an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodal’.

7. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

8. | oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a mesting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents
on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns.

9. 1| oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each

other.
As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on councillors,

the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW
Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.
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I_oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank.

1. I oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to existing
and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

2. loppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the community
consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused to
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is
a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer’, Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A
Brief Review of Silicosis in the US’, Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010). The
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel" and that there are "unsealed areas" in the
development. Their own documentation refers to "likely dust from the recycling facility® (pg 3, developer’s
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local

residents.

3. loppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development
is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an
environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

4. |_oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be “a
return of local planning powers to local communities” (‘NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed to this deve!opmem Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, leerpool Clty Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

5. | _oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high prot rlion of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should.not bé used for a concrete processing plant. In
close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cyclewéys, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational fasilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the: foposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing pl ~ have started to shut down their operations to create their own

housing estate and marina.
6. lo oppose the bunldmg waste process: g plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
a 32 k movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network" (developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic will
have a significant impagt gn arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie
Drive. There is alreddy:significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause
an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodal’.

7. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

8. loppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at.a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents
on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns.

9. | oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each

other.
As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on councillors,

the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW
Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.

NAME: TimothyHorder ADDRESS: 50/30 Werona Ave Padstow 2211 DATE:
(4 Bushview Lane Moorebank)

19/03 /2013
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| oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank.

1.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to existing
and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will trave! even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using.roads not designed for massive trucks.

1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the community
consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused to
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is
a link between silica dust and lung cancer {‘Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer, Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 18, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A
Brief Review of Silicosis in the US’, Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010). The
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel” and that there are "unsealed areas” in the
development. Their own documentation refers to "likely dust from the recycling facility” {(pg 3, developer’s
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local
residents.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development
is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an
environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be “a
return of local planning powers to local communities™ (‘'NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/2017).
The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meefting, 15/6/2011).

| oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In
close proximity are schools, parkiands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepled that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their own
housing estate and marina.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network” {developer’'s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie
Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause
an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, poliution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodal’.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

! oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents
on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each

other.

As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on councillors,
the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW

Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.
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| popose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project {(Project Number 05 0157) st Lot 6 DP
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank,

1. 1 gppose the buliding mr g plant because the propossd development is far too dose (o existing
and proposed residential homas. The proposed development is just 280 matres from the Georges Falr housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed faclity will ravel sven dloser tu residential homes.  Trucks will fikely short cut
through Georges Fab, passing parks and focst residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

2. igppoose the building L o g plant because of the risks from asbestos and todns. At the community
consultation mesting held on 31542011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the Jeveloper refused to
commant on whether asbestos would be processed st the faciity and whether toxins would be released. There is

g fink between sifica dust and lung cancer {Occupstions! Exposurs to Slice and Lung Cancer, Cancer
;.gzcésm;o’agy, Biomarkers and Provention Journgl, Volume 18, 2010). There is no known cure for sificosis (A
Brief Review of Silicosis in the US', Environ Health Insights, Yolume 4, East Carofing University, 2010). The
developer plans to install sweepars “where trucks and people will travel” and that there are "unsealed arees” In the
developmant. Their own docurmentation refers to “kely dus! from the recycling faciity” (pg 3 developer's
information distributed on 3152011 at New Brighton Goff Club). This Is en unacceplable heaith risk for jocal
regidents,

3. 1pppose the bullding pr plant because of the polential for flooding.  The proposed development
is in an ares that Soods. In the svent of 2 food, unsafe bullding materals and material stockplles may cause an
ervironmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

4. 1 ponose the bullding waste pr g plant because the NSW Govemment has Indiceled there will be “a
return of local planning powers o local communities” (NSW govt scraps 3A planning provigion, SMH, 44/2011}.
The local communily is opposed o this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Councll have voled
unanirously agsinst this developmaent (Minutes, Liverpoo! City Councll mesting, 15/8/2011).

5. 1 pppose the bullding waste pr ing plant because the proposed development is Incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area.  The proposed concrete processing facility is
ust 250 matres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.
The srea is zoned E2 Environmentsl Conservation. 1t should not be used for a concrele processing plant in
ciose proximity are schools, parkiands, the Georges River lisel, cvcleweys, a proposed walerside maring, a Bbrary
and & golf club.  The land is more suitable for recraations] facilities or a reserve.  Even the owners of the Benedict
Racycling plant at Moorsbank fwhich borders the poposed faciiily) have accepled that the area I8 no longer
sultable for a building waste processing plant and have started 1o shut down their operations to creats thelr own
housing estate and marina,

6. |gpnosse the bullding wesie processing plant becauss of increased reflic.  The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 ruck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network” (developer’s information distributed on 31/5/Z011 at New Brighton Golf Club). increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterdal roads Including Muwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macguarie
Drive. Thars is slready significant raffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause
an extra 1.5 million fruck movements i the first year. Truck movements wil primarily be In peak hours, further
brpacting on already high 1eution. The residenis of Moorebank and other aress should not exparisnce any
addiional noiss, poliution and congastion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodal’.

7. 1gopose the bullding waste processing plant because of the negative impact on fend values. Reskdents of the
WMoorsbank precinet in particular have spent significant amounts of money on lend and homes. The proposed
develooment will have 2 severs impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

8. 1pppose the bullding wasts procassing plant because there was 3 lack of communily consultation at a mesting
held by represeniatives of the developers on 31/5/2011.  The organisers did not nolify & significant number of local
residents and future reshdents sboul the meeling.  The organisers refused to snswer guestions fom locs! residents
ot health risks,  The organisers did not a%w time to note down and respond to residents’ concems.

9. | gppose the 7 3 ing plant because it is dangerous 1o residents for 8 concrete processing
plant to be located in ﬁ% area of metmm%zlan Sydney. There are pra-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benadict Recyciing and Smorgen Stes! Recyoling st Chipping Norton, Benedict Recyding is planning to build
another plant at Heathcole. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such dlose proximily o each
ofher.

As 3 local community mamber, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on counciliors,
the NSW Pariament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NEW

Department of Planning and Infrastructurs and the Premier of NSW to BEJECT this proposal.
DATE:
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OPEPOSITION TO MOOREBANK BUILDING WASTE PROCESSING PLANT

1.t opy the building waste p tng plant beosuse the proposed developmentis far oo close o exdisting and
proposed residential homes. The proposed developrment i3 just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing astate. Trucks
using the propased facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will fikely short out through Georges Fair,
passing parks and local residents, using roads not dasigned for massive trucks.
2. i oppose the building waste processing plant because of the known risks from inevitable ailica dust, asbestos and
toxing, Al the community consultation meeting held on 31/8/2011 at New Bright off Ciuby, the representatives of the
devaloper refused 0 comment on whether asbesios would ba processed at f s and whether toxing would be
refeased. His well known that inhalable silica dust causes lung cancer and sificosis { Ocoupational Exposure to Sifca and
Lung Cancer, Cancer Epidemiclogy. Blomarkers and Pravention Joumal, Yolurme 1§, 20101 There is no known cure for
sificasis (4 8ref Review of Silicosis In the US', Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010). The
building/construction materials proposed to be crushed at the plant inherently contain very high silica content. The
developer plans 1o install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel” and that there are "unsealed areas”™ in the
development. Their own documentation refers o “tikely dust from the recvcling faciity” {(pg 3, devefoper's information
distributed on 31/52011 gt New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable heslth risk for local residents.
3.1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for foading. The proposed development is in
an area that flonds. In the event of a flood, unsate building materials amd materdal slockpiles may cause an environmentat
dgisaster throughout Moorehank and the entire Georges River Basin,
4.} oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicaled there will be “a raturn of
weal planning powers 1o local communities” [NSW gowt scraps 3A planning provision. SMH, 4420115 The local
community is opposad to this development. Councillars of the Liverpool City Council have votad unanimously against this
development (Minules, Liverpool City Council meeting. 15/8/2011).
5. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the current
and planced residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrate processing facility is just 280 metres
from the Georges Fair housing estate, with 8 high proportion of residents having young fam . The area is zoned £2
Environmental Conservation, 1t should not be used for 2 concrale processing plant. In ¢l proximity are schools,
parkiands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library and a golf club. The land is more
suitable for recreationat facilties or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict Recyciing plant at Moorebank {which
bordars the propesed facility) have accepted that the area is no lenger suitable for 3 building waste processing plant and
have starled (o shut down fheir operations to create their own housing estate and marina.
6. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased Uaffic. The developer states the proposed
facility wilt resuit in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and wili have no Impact on the arterial road
natwork” (devefoper’s information distibuted on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Goif Club). Increased waffic will have a
significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Govemnor tMacquarie Drive, There is
already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the 'Intermuodal’, which cause an extra 1.5 mition
truck movemants in the first year, Truck movements will primarlly be in peak hours, further impacting on already high
congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not be forced to suffer any additional nolse, pollution and
congestion from this proposed facility,
7. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values, Residents of the
Moorebank precinot in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
davelopmant will have a severs impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.
8. I oppose the building waste processing piant because there was & lack of community consultation at a meeting held
by representatives of the developers on 3152011, The organisers did not notify a significant number of local residents
and future residents about the meating. The organisers refused to answer guestions from focal residents on health risks.
The organisers did net aliow time {o note down and respond to residents” concems.
9. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing plant to
& located In this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by Benedict
Recycling and Smorgan Stest Recydling at Chipping MNovton, Benedict Recycling is planning o build another plant at
Heathcote, Thers 8 no need for 30 many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each other.

As a community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. 1 call on councillors, the NSW
Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW Department of Planning
and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.
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OPPOSITION TO MOOREBANK BUILDING WASTE PROCESSING PLANT

I oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank. (

1. I oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to existi
and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

2. 1oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the community
consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused to
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is
a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer’, Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A
Brief Review of Silicosis in the US’, Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010). The
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel" and that there are "unsealed areas" in the
development. Their own documentation refers to "likely dust from the recycling facility" (pg 3, developer’s
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local
residents.

3. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development
is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an
environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

4. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be “a
return of local planning powers to local communities” (NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpcol City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

5. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In
close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their own
housing estate and marina.

6. 1oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network" (developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie
Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause
an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodal’.

7. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

8. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents
on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns.

9. | oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each
other.

As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on councillors,

the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW
Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.
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1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank.

1.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to
existing and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges
Fair housing estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks
will likely short cut through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for
massive trucks.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the
community consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the
developer refused to comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins
would be released. There is a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica
and Lung Cancer’, Cancer Epidemiclogy, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is
no known cure for silicosis (“A Brief Review of Silicosis in the US’, Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East
Carolina University, 2010). The developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel” and
that there are "unsealed areas” in the development. Their own documentation refers to "likely dust from the
recycling facility” (pg 3, developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is
an unacceptable health risk for local residents.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed
development is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material
stockpiles may cause an environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be
“a return of local planning powers to local communities” (‘NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH,
4/4/2011). The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council
have voted unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 156/6/2011).

1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility
is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young
families. The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete
processing plant. In close proximity are schools, parkiands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed
waterside marina, a library and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve.
Even the owners of the Benedict Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have
accepted that the area is no longer suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut
down their operations to create their own housing estate and marina.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the
proposed facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact
on the arterial road network” (developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club).
Increased traffic will have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and
Governor Macquarie Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the
‘Intermodal’, which will cause an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will
primarily be in peak hours, further impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and
other areas should not experience any additional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility,
given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodal’.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents
of the Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The
proposed development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a
meeting held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant
number of local residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer
questions from local residents on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond
to residents’ concerns.

I oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete
processing plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing
plants operated by Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling
is planning to build another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in
such close proximity to each other.

As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. [ call on councillors,
the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW
Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.
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| oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank. . “Hfg

| oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to existing
and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

I oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the community
consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused to
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is
a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer, Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A
Brief Review of Silicosis in the US’, Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010). The
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel” and that there are "unsealed areas"” in the
development. Their own documentation refers to "likely dust from the recycling facility" (pg 3, developer’s
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local
residents.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development
is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an
environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

I gppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be “a
return of local planning powers to local communities” (‘NSW govt scraps 34 planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

| eppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In
close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their own
housing estate and marina.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network” (developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie
Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause
an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodal’.

I oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

I oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents
on heaith risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns.

I oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be lacated in this area of metropalitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each

other.

As a local community member, | QPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on councillors,
the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW
Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.

EMAIL TO: plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au
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| oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank. 138

1. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to existing
and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

2. 1oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the community
consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused to
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is
a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer’, Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A
Brief Review of Silicosis in the US', Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010). The
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and peopie will travel” and that there are "unsealed areas” in the
development. Their own documentation refers to "likely dust from the recycling facility" (pg 3, developer's
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unaccepiable health risk for local
residents.

3. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development
is in an area that flioods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an
environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

4. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be "a
return of local planning powers to local communities” (‘NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have voted
unanimously against this development {(Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

5. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In
close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a golf ciub. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their own
housing estate and marina.

6. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network" (developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie
Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause
an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on aiready high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘intermodal’.

7. 1oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

8. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011.  The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused o answer questions from local residents
on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns.

9. | oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each

other.
As a local community member, | QPPQOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on councillors,

the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW
Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.
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| oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank.

1. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to existing
and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut

through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

2. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the community
consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused to
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is
a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer, Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Joumnal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A
Brief Review of Silicosis in the US’, Environ Health insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010). The
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel” and that there are "unsealed areas" in the
development. Their own documentation refers to "likely dust from the recycling facility” (pg 3, developer’s
information distributed on 31/5/2011 af New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local

residents.

3. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development
is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an

environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

4. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be *a
return of focal planning powers to local communities” (NSW govt scraps 3A planning provisior', SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed to this development. Counciliors of the Liverpool City Council have voted

unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

5. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is

just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete processing plant.

In

close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their own

housing estate and marina.

6. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network" (developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie
Drive. There is aiready significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause
an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on aiready high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any

additional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘intermodal’,

7. 1oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed

development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

8. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents

on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns.

9. 1| oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each

other.

As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. [ call on counciliors,
the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW

Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.
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| oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste :Processing Project (Project Number 05.0157)-at Lot-6.Df
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank. \ 140

1. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close o éxistir
and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250-metres from the Georges Fair housir
estate. Trucks using the proposéd facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks wilt fikely short ¢
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive frucks.

2. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the communi
consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused -
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. There
a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Qccupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer, Canc
Epiderniology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, VYolume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (
Brief Review of Silicosis in the US', Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010). Tt

_developer plans fo install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel" and that there are "unsealed areas” in tf
development. Their own documentation refers to “likely dust from the recycling facility" (pg 3, developer

_ information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Ciub). This is an unacceptable health risk for loc’
residents.

3. 1oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed developme
is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause ¢
environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin. ‘

4. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be -
return of local planning powers to local communities” (‘'NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/2011
The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have vote
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpoal City Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

S. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young farnilie
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete processing plant. .
close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a libra
and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedi

Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no long
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their ov

housing estate and marina.

6. 1oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the propost
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arter
road network" (developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic v
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macqual
Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cau:
an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, furth
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience a
additional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodal’.

7. 1oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of t
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The propos:
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated. ,

8. | oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a meeti
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of loc
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local resider
on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns.

9. | oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous o residents for a concrete processi
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to bu
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to ea

other.
As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. [ calt on councillor

the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NS
Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.
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OPPUSITION TO MOOREBANK BUILDING WASTE PROCESSING PLANT

1 t oppose the bullding waste processing plant becsuse the proposed developroent is far o close fo existing and
proposed residentiad homes. The propesed development is just 280 metres from the Georges Fair housing sstate. Trusks
using the proposed facility will ravel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will iikely short cut through Georges F
passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive iruc
2. 1 oppose the bullding waste processing plant because of the known risks from inevitable siica dust, asbestos and
toxins. Al the community consultation meeting held on 3U5/2011 at New Brighion Golf Club, § prasentatives of the
devaloper refused o comment on wheth o8 would be provessed sl the facility and w? ot} 9: toxing would tua
reteased. i is well Known that inhalable silica causes ng cancer and silicosis r’Of,c'/pauonal Expusure to Silics and
Lung Cancer’, Cancer Epidemiclogy, Biomarkers and Preveotion Joumal, Volume 19, 2010), Thara is no known cure mr
silicosis (A Brief Review of Sificasis in the US". Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carofina University, 2010), The
buitding/censtruction materials proposed to be crushed at the plant inherently contain very high silica content, The
developer plans 1o install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel” and that thers are “unsealed areas”™ in the
developmant. Their own documentation refers to “likely dust from the recycling facility” (pg 3, developer's mformation
distributed on 317572011 af New Brighton Golf Club), This is an unaccaptabie health risk for local residents.
3.1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The propased deve fopment is in
an ares that fioods. in the event of a flood, unsafe bullding materials and material stockpiles may cause an envirenmental
disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin
4.1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated thers will be “a refurn of
focal plancing powers to focal communities” (NSW gowt scraps 3A planning provision' SMH, 4/4:2011). The iocal
wfrmuni:“ is oppesed to this develepment. Counciliors of the Liverpeot City Council have voted unanimously against this
evelopment {(Minutes, Liverpool Oity Council meeting, 15/6/201 15
5. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the current
and plenned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is just 250 metres
from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families. The area is zoned £2
Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a connrete processing plant, In close proximity are schools.
parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library and a golf club. The land is more
suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve, Even the owners of the Benedict Recycling plant at Moorebank (which
borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer suitable for 2 building waste processing plant and
have started to shut down their operations 1o create thelr own housing estate and marina.
6. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility witl result in an extra 324 ruck movements a day, which is "very low and will have no impact on the artenasl road
neteork” (developsr's information distributed on 312001 af New Brighton Golf Clubl. Increased traffic will have a
significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Govemnor Macquaris Drive, Thare is
already significant waffic in the area which wiil be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause an exira 1.5 million
truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further impacting on already high
congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not be forced o suffer any additional noise, polivtion and
congestion from this proposed facility.
7. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on jand values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinel in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes The proposed
development wilt have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.
8.1 oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a meeting held
by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local residents
and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused 1o answer guestions from local residents on health risks,
The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns,
9.t oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing plant to
be located in this ares of metropolitan Sydney Thare are pre-existing wasle processing plants operated by Benedict

Recycling and 8morgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton Senégdict Recyeling 18 planning 1o build arother diant at
Heathcote. There is no need for so many wasie processing plants in such close proximity 1o each other.

As a community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on councillors, the NSW
Parkament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW Department of Planning
and infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal,
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| oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank.

1

| oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to existing
and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the community
consultation mesting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused to
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is
a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer, Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Jourmnal, Volume 18, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A
Brief Review of Silicosis in the US', Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010). The
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel” and that there are "unsealed areas" in the
development. Their own documentation refers to "likely dust from the recycling facility” (pg 3, developer’s
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local

residents.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development
is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an
environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be “a
return of local planning powers to local communities” (‘'NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

| oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In
close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their own
housing estate and marina.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network" (developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie
Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause
an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodal’.

i oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents
on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each

other.

As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on councillors,
the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW
Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.
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