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"OPPOSITION TO MOOREBANK BUILDING WASTE PROCESSING PLANT

| pégoée the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP
1065574, Newbridge Road, Maorebank. , /w3

1. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed devslopment is far too close {o existing
and proposed residentlal homes. The proposed development ls just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing
estate. Trucks using lhe proposed facility will travel even closer io residential homes. Trueks will likely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local resldents, using roads nol designed for massive trucks.

2. 1 oppose the bullding waste processing plant bacause of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the community
consultation meeting held on 31/6/2011 at New Brighton Goif Club, the representatives of the developer refused lo
comment on whather 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 sillcosis (‘A
Brief Review of Silicosis in the US’, Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina Universlly, 2010). The -
developer plans fo Insiall sweepers "where trucks and people will travel” and thal there are "unsealed areas” in the
development. Their own documentation refers (o “likely dusi from lhe recycling facility" (pg 3, developer’s
information distribuled on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable hsalth risk for local

residenls.

3. loppose the building waste processing plant because of the potentiat 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 disasler throughout Moorebank and the enlire Georges River Basin,

4. ‘| oppose the bullding waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated (here will be “a
return of lacal planning powers to local communities” (NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/2011).
The Jocal communily is opposed lo this developmenl. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Councll meeting, 1 5/6/2011). '

5. | oppose the bullding waste processing plant because ihe proposed development is Incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrele processing facllity is
just 250 metres from the Gaorges Fair housing estate, wilh a high proporiion of residenls having young families.
The area Is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrele processing plant. In
close proximily 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 Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facliity) have accepted thal tha area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations lo create their own
housing estate and marina. '

6. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased lraffic, The developer states the proposed
facility will resull in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network” (developer’s informalion distributed on 31/56/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic will
have a significanl impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie
Drive. There is already significant fraffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause
an extra 1.5 milllon 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
addilional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility, glven the likelihoad of the ‘Infermodal’.

7. 1oppose the building waste processing plant because of lhe negalive impacl on land values. Residenls of the
Moorebank precinct in parficular have spent significant amounis of money on land and homes. The proposed
developmenl will have a severe impact on land values and residents will nol be compensaied. ‘

8. | oppose the building waste processing plant because there was & lack of community consultalion at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/6/2011. The organisers did nol 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 1o nole down znd respond fo residenls’ concerns.

9. | oppose the bulliding waste procassing plant bacause il Is dangerous fo residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located In this area of metropolilan Sydney. There are pre-existing wasle processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Sleel ‘Recycling al Chipping Norlon. Benedict Racycling Is planning to build
anolher plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many wasle processing planis in such close proximity to each

olher.
As a local communily member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. I 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:
Gy Qe

o) LT

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



P:&(:{E al1/a1

92398227969

§8/03/2006 _83: 25

PPOS

[
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 proposad development is far too closc to existing

and proposed resldential homes. The proposed develapment is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing

. esiate. 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 nul designed for massive trucks,

2. 1 oppoge 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 Jdournal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for sllicosis (‘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 trom the recycling facility” (pg 3, devejoper’s
/nfqgma{tion distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptabie health risk for local
residents.

3. l oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development
15 In an area that floods. In the event of flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an
environmental disaster thrangheut 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 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

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 reserva: Fven the owners of the Benedict

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

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 infarmation 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 facilily, given the likelihood of the "Intermodal’.

7. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on [and 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 21/5/2011, The organisers did nol nulily & significant number of jocal
residents and future residents about the meeting. The arganisers 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 conerete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Stee| Recyeling at Chipping Norton, Bsnadict 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 bullding waste processing plant. | call on councitlors,

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 (Proj’ect Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP
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 shart cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

2. 1goppose 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 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 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 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 (Minuies, Liverpool City Council mesting, 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 260 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 ba used for a concrete processing plart. 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 ihaf 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 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 31/6/2011 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 {raffic 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, poliution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘Infermodal’.

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. 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 io build
another plant at Heathcote. There i$ no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each

other.
As a logal 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 DP
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank. @

1. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too elose 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, Biomnarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). Thers 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 lacal
residents. ’

3. 1oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development
is in an area that floads. 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 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).

5. | oppese the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The propesed concrete processing facility is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high praportion 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 exira 324 truck movements a day, which is "very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road netwotk” (devsloper’'s information distributed 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 Governar 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 yéar, 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, poliution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘Infermodal’.

7. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moarebank 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 residenis will not be compensated.

8. 1oppose 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 future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused fo 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 fo be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated py
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planr.win'g o 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. | c;ﬂ 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 ?P

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
eslate. Trucks using the proposed facility will fravel 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. | 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 {0 install sweepers "whers 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 Clyb). 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 lood, 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 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 eslate, 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 proximily are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed walerside 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 dislributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arlerial 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 ‘Inlermodal’, 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 congeslion. 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 a lack of community consultation at a meeting
held by representatives of he developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents aboul the meeling. 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 metrapolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedicl 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

_ather.
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 io 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. 1oppose the building waste pracessing 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
Epiderniology, 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 frem the recycling facility” (pg 3, developer’s
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an uhacceptable 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. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Govemment has indicated there will be "a
return of local planning powers to focal communities™ (‘'NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed to this development. Counciliers of the Liverpool City Council have voted
unanimously against this development {(Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2017).

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 pracessing 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.

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 af New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Govermor 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 ‘Intermadal’.

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.

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.

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 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. | 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 o
comnment 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 swaepers "whers trucks and people will travel” and that there are "unsealed areas” in the
devslopment. Their own documentation refers to "likely dust from the recycling facility” (pg 3, developer’s
information distributed on 31/8/2011 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 bullding 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, 4/4/2017).
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 progessing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area, The proposed concrete processing fadility 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 rasidents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the 'Interrnodal’,

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

8. | oppose the bullding 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’ concemns.

9. | oppase 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 € DP
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank. 420

1. | oppose the bullding waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close fo existing
and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Faif housing
estate. Trucke using the proposed facillty 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. | opposs 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 (‘Occupstional Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer, Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Joumnal, 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 dacumentation refers to “likely dust from the recycling facillty” (pg 3, developers
informaltion distributed on 31/6/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local
residents, ; ‘ ,

3. I 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
unanhimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

5. | oppose the bullding waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed cancrete processing facility is
just 260 metres from the Gearges 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 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 2 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 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 residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experlence any
additional nolse, 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, 1oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a meeting
held by representatives of the develapers 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 Prermier 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, Maorebank. ' U

1. 1 opposge the bullding 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 focal 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 {o
comment on whether ashestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is
a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupations! Exposure fo Silica and Lung Cancer, Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Pravention Joumal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no knhown 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 focal
residents.

3. | oppose the building waste processing plant becauss 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 Bazin.

4, | oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government hag 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 mesting, 16/6/2011}.

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 propased waterside marina, a library
and a golf club. The land is more suitable for racreational 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 Jow and will have no impact on the arterial
road network” (developer's information distributad 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 likelihaod of the ‘Intermodal’.

7. | oppose 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
devalopment will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensatad,

8. 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 crganisers refused to answer questions from local residents
on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respend to residents’ concerns.

9. | oppose the building waste processing plant because i 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 ho 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. | oppossa 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 toxing. 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 toxing would be released, There is
a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure fo Silica and Lung Cancer, Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers end 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, Easl Carolina University, 2010). The
developer plans to install sweepers "whera 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 Golf Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local

residents.

3. | oppose the bullding waste processing plant because of the patential for flooding. - The proposed development
ig in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and materlal stockpiles may cause an
environmental disaster throughout Moarebank 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. 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 Moarebank (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 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 Golf Club). Increased traffic wil
have a significant impact on arterlal 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 jland 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. | opposs 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 2t 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 councillars,
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 DE
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 Sitica and Lung Canger, Cancer
Epidemiolegy, Biomarkers and Prevention Joumnal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure far 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. Thelr 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 Gearges 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, Liverpaol 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 Congervation. 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 fibrary
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
facllity will result in an extra 324 truck meovements 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 Clubj. increased traffic will
have a significant Impact on arterial 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 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moarebank 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 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 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 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. | ppposa the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete pracessing
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 Norten. 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 cali on coungillors,
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 trucks,

2. 1oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from ashestos and toxins. At the community
¢onsultation 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’, Canver
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
develaper 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 matetial stockpiles may cause an
environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Gearges River Basin.

4. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government hag 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 vated
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/672011).

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 familles,
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
sultable 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 exira 324 truck mavements 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 Glub). Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Goverhor 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 movemnents 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. | opposs 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 propased
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 arganisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting, The organisers refused to answer questions from locsl 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 Recyeling and Smargan 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 ta 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 Moarebank Waste Processing Praject (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank.

1. | oppose the bullding waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to existing
and proposed residential homes. The proposed develapment is just 250 metres from the Georgss Fair housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even claser to residential homes, Trucks will fikely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, uging 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 an 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 Pravention Journal, Volume 18, 2010). There i€ no known cure for silicasis (‘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 "ynsealed 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 Club). This is an unacceptable health rigk 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 thraughout Maorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

4. | oppese 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 seraps 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. | opposs 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, cyclsways, 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 pracessing 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 arterlal
road network” (developer's information distributed on 31/5/2011 af 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 ‘Interrmodal’, which will cause
an exira 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck rmovements 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 tikelihood 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 tand values and residents will not be compensated.

8. | oppose the bullding waste processing plant because there was @ 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 fo answer questians from local residents
on health risks.  The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns.

9, | oppoge 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. 1call 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
1085574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank.

1. 1 oppgse tha building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far toa close to existing
and proposed residential homes. The proposed developruent is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes, Trucks will tikely 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. Thereis
a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica and lLung 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 Haalth 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 31/8/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local
residents. .

3. | oppose the bullding waste processing plant pecause of the potential for floading. The proposed development
is in an area that floods. In the event of & flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an
environmental disaster throughout Moorsbank 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 Councll have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpoo! City Council meefing, 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 shauld not be used for a concrete processing plant. In
¢close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a propased waterside marina, 2 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 processging plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their own
housing estate and marina.

6. | opposs the bullding waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 394 truck movements a day, which is “very tow and will have ro 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 Macquatie
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 sevefe 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 developars on 31/6/2011. The organisers did not notify & significant number of local
residents and future residents abaut 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. | appose 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 prosessing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling &t Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to buitd
another plant at Heatheote. 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 Infrastructfire 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. | oppose the bullding 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 propossd facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut
through Gearges 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 foxins. At the community
censultation 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 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 Club). This is an unacceplable 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 pawers ta 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 Caonservation, It should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In
close proximily 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, 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 proposad
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 répresentatives 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 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 planis 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 tc 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 exisling
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. 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 floading. 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. | gppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Govermnment has indicated there will be "a
return of local planning powers to lacal communities” (‘NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Llverpoot City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council mesting, 15/6/2011).

5. | opposs 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 pracessing 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 Moorebanik {(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 shouid not experience any
additional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘Intermadal’.

7. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of ihe 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 bullding waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consuliation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/8/2011. The organisers did not nofify 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 bullding 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 Premiet 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. | 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 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 facilily and whether toxins would be released. There is
a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure fo Sifica and Lunhg 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 unaccepiable 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 flnads. {n the event of a flcod, 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” (‘'WNSW 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 @ high proportion of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2Z Enwironmental Conservation. It should not be used for 8 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 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 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. 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 nat 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 tima 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 Recydling 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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BUILDING WAST

| 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 fram asbestos and toxins. At the community
consultation meeting neld on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused io
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 Journsl, 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 fravel” and that there are "unsealsd 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 lacal planning powers ta 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 pracessing 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.

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, 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 parficular 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 {o residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing planis 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: ADDRESS: DATE:
DONALD AR cavpe AV,
& Mo oreKANY
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| obpose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP
=0 B

:SSING PLANT

1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank.

1. | oppose the building waste pracessing 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 78, 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 locai
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
environmential 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 Liverpoal City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council mesting, 15/6/2011).

5. | oppese 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 stales 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. 1opposs the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values, Residents of the
Moorebank precinet 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 fo residents’ concerns,

9. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be jocated in this area of metropalitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norfon. 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: SIGN NURE: ADDRESS: DATE:
32 Clyde Ave
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| oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 8 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. | 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 asbsstos 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 curs for silicosis (‘A Brief Review of Silicosis in the US’, Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East
Caralina Unjversity, 2010). The developer plans to install sweepers "whers 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 hsalth risk for local residents.

3. I oppose the building waste processing plant becauss 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 34 planning provisiorr, SMH,
4/4/2017). The local community is opposed {o this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Coungil
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 Congervation. It should not be used for a cancrete
processing plant. In close proximity are schoaols, 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 devsloper 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 Cluby).
Increased traffic will have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and
Gaovernor 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 movemenis will
ptimarily be in peak hours, further impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and
other areas should not experience any additional nojse, poliution and congestion from this proposed 1acility,
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 maoney on land and homes. The
proposed dsvelopment 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 ars 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: .
U elkosk 8 ' Mol Pe e |



0]

I oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP .
1065574, Newbridge Road, Maorebank. « (4R

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

I appose 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 batween silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica
and Lung Cancer’, Cancer Epidemiology, Bjomarkers 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* ang
that there are "unsealed areas” in the development. Their own documentation refers o "likely dust from the
recycling facility” (pg 3, developer's information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is
an unacceptabls 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 sppose 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 provisiorr, SMH,
4/4/2011). The local community is opposed to this development. Coungillors of the Liverpool City Council
have voted unanimously against this development (Minutss, 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 propossd
waterside marina, a library and a golf clup. The land Is more suitable for recreational facilities or a resarve.
Even the owners of the Benedict Recycling plant at Moaorebank (which borders the propossd facility) have
accepted that the area is no longer suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut
down iheir operations to create their own housing estate and marina. ,

I oppose the bullding 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 Cluby.
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 expsrience any additional noise, poliution and congestion from this proposed facility,
“given the likelihood of the ’!nterqual'. :

| apposge the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents
of the Mootebank 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 buijlding 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 trom local residents on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond

o residenis’ concerns.

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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the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing F’rojéot (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 D
Newbtidge Road, Moorebank. v Y3

| oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far tao close to
existing and proposed residential homes. The praposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges
Fair housing estate. Trucks using the proposed tacility will travel even clossr 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 betwesn silica dust and lung cancer ( ‘Occupational Exposure to Silica
and Lung Cancer, Cancer Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 201 0). Thereis
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 instali 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 regidents,

I oppose the building waste processing plant becayse 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 thers 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.  Gouncillors 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 propased 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 zaned E2 Enviranmental Conssrvation. It should not be used for a concrets
processing plant. In close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itsslf, cycleways, a proposed
waterside matina, a library and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserva.
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.

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 movemsnis 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 repressntatives 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 health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond
to residents’ concems. -

| opposge the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete
processing plant to be located in this arsa of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing
plants operated by Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Stee| Recyeling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling
is planning to build another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for 80 many waste processing plants in
such closs proximity to each other,

community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on councillors,
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 Projsct (Project Number 05 01 57) at Lot 6 DP
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank,

-1. | opposs the building waste processing plant bacause the propased development is far too close to exlsting
and proposed resldential homss. The praposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Falr housing
astate, Trucks using the proposed facllity will travel even closer to residentlal homes. Trucks will likely ghort cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

2, 1oppose the bullding waste processing plant bacause of the riske from asbestos and toxins. At the cormmunity
consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the reprasantatives of the daveloper refused o
comment on whether ashestos would be processed at the facliity and whether toxins would be released. Thers s
a8 link between sllica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Sliice and Lung Caricer, Cancer
Epldemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There Is no known cura for sllicosls (A
Brisf Review of Sillcasls In the US', Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Caroling University, 2010). The
developer plans to install swaapers "where trucks and people will iravel® and that there are “unsealed areas" in the
development. Thelr own documentatlon refers to “likely dust from the recycling faclity" (pg 3, developer’s
Information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This Is an unacceptable hsalth risk for local
residents. :

3. 1oppose the bullding waste processing plant because of the potentlal for flooding. * The proposed development
I8 In an area that floods. In the event of & flood, unsafe building materlals and material stockpiles may cause an
environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georgss Rlver 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 communitles” (‘NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision', SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local communlty is opposed to thls development. Counclilors of the Liverpool Clty Councll have voted
unanimously agalnst this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Councll meeting, 15/6/2011).

5. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned resldential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facliity Is
Just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportlon of rasldents having young famililes.
The area s zoned E2 Enviranmental Consgervation. [t should not be used for a concrete processing plant, In
clese proximity are schools, parklands, the Georgss River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside maring, a Hbrary
and a golf olub. The land Is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve.  Evan the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moarabank (which borders the proposed facllity) have accepted that the area Is no longer
suitable for a bullding waste processing plant and have started to shut down fhelr operations to create thalr own
housing estate and marina. ‘

6. ! oppose the buliding waste processing plant bacause of increased fraffic. The developer states the proposad
facility will result In an exira 324 truck movements a day, which is "very low and wlll have no impact on the arterlal
road network" (developer's informatlon distributed on 31/6/2011 af New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic will-
have a slgnlficant Impact on arterlal roads Including Nuwarra Road, Newbrldge Road and Governor Macquarle
Drive. There Is already slgnificant 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 already high congestlon. The resldents of Moorebank and other areas should not experlence any
additional noiss, poliutlon and congestion from this proposed facllity, given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodal’,

7. | oppose the building waste procsssing plant bacause of the negative Impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinet In particular have spent significant amounts of monsy on land and homes, The proposed
development will have a severe Impact on land values and rasldents will not be compensated.

8. 1oppose the building waste processing plant bacause there was a lack of community consultation at & meeting
held by reprasentatives of the developers on 31/8/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting. The orgenisers refused to answer questions from local residents
on health risks. The organisers did not allow fime to note down and respond fo residenis’ concarns.

S. 1| oppese the bullding waste proceasing plant because it Is dangsrous to residants for a concrate processing
plant to ba Jocated in this area of metropolltan Sydney. There are pra-axisting weste processing planis operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton, Benedict Reeyeling is planning to bulld
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 bullding waste processing plant. | call on councillors,
the NSW Parllament, 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: BIGNATURE: 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 DP
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorsbank. @

1. 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 Falr housing
estate. Trucks using the propossd facility will travel even closer fo residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local resldents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

Z. | opposs the bullding waste procassing plant because of the risks from asbestos and foxins. At the community
consultation meeting held on 31/8/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused lo
comment on whether ashestos would be pracessed at the facility and whether {oxins would be released. Thare is
a link between sllica 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 Sllicosis in the US' Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, Eas! Carolina Universily, 2010). The
developer plans to Install sweepers "where trucks and people will fravel” and thal there are "unsealed areas” in the
development. Their own documentation refers to "likely dust from the recycling facility” (og 3, developsr’s
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brfghlon Golf Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for iocal
residents.

3. | oppose 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
anvironmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin, '

4. | pppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Govemment has indicated there will be “a
return of local planning powers to local communities” (‘WSW goV! 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 development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrele 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 Caonsarvatlon. [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 goif club. The land is more suitable for recreational faclliies or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facillly) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a bullding wasle processing plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their own
housing estate and marina,

6. | oppose the bmldmg waste processing plant because of increased {rafiic. 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 Nuwarma Road, Newbridge Road and Govemor Macquarie
Drive. Thare 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 primarlly be In peak hours, Turther
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, pollulion and congestion from this proposed facility, givén the likelihood of the ‘Intermodal’.

7. loppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorabank 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 consuitation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The arganisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting, The organisers refused lo 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 buudlng 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 Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycﬂng is planning to build
another plant at Heatheote. 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.
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l aste Processing Project (Project Number 05:0157) at Lot 6 D e

| opposa the proposed Moorsban “l
1065574, Newbrldge Road, Maorebgnk.

1. | oppose the bullding wasts prossing plant because the proposed development Is far too close to existing
and proposed residentlal homes. Jhe proposad development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing
Bhcliity will trave!l even closer 1o residentlal homas. Trupks will likely shart eut

estale, Trucks using the proposed
through Georges Falr, passing parks knd local residents, using roads not designed for masslye {rucks.

2. |oppoge the bullding waste proc#igsing plant because of the risks from asbestas and toxins, At the community
consultation meeting held on 31/6/24%11 at New Brighton Golf Club, the repressntatives of th developer refused to
comment on whether asbesios :‘i‘i be processed at the facllity and whether {oxins would be released, There is
a link betwsen sllica dust end Ififig cancer (‘Ccoupational Expesure to Sllica and Lung Cancer, Csncer
Epidemiology, Blomatkers and Frantlan Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no knowp cure for sllicosis (‘A
Brisf Review of Silicosls In the §§~l Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolins University, 2010). The
developer plans to Install sweepersi|fivhers trucks and people will travel” and that thera are lunsealed areas” in the

development. Their own docume tion refers to “llikely dust from the recycling facility" (g 3, devsfopers

informatlon distributed on 31/6/20 ii at New Brighlon Golf Club). This Is an unacceptable health risk for local

| i

residants. | ;
3. | gppese the bullding waste procslug plant because of the polential for flooding, * The roposed development

i

ig In an area that Aoods, In the evet of a flood, unsafe buliding materials and matarial steckpiles may cause &n
environmental disester throughout Moarebank and the entire Georges Rlver Basln. ‘
4, | oppose the buflding wasts prssing plant because the NSW Govemnment has Indicated there will be "a

raturn of local planning powers to ¥ital communitles” {NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision', SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community Is opposed 2;"- this development. Councillors'of the Liverpaol City Council have voled
unanimously agalnat this developm ; it (Minutes, Liverpool City Councll mesting, 15/6/2011).

5. | gppose the bullding wasis pr dtossing plant because the proposed development g Incompatible with the
current and planned residential anfflrecreational uses of the area. The proposed concrele processing facllity is
just 250 metres from the Georges [Hair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.
The erea is zoned E2 Environmergthil Conservation. It should not be used for a concrais processing plant. In
close proximity are schools, parkleris, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed watgrside marina, a library
and a golf club. The lend ls more ltable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the pwhers of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (w. ;é borders the proposed facliity) have accepted thet|the ares is no longer
sultable for a bullding waste proce!ng plant and heve started to shut down their operations to create thsir own
housing estate and marina, I :

6. 1oppose the bullding waste pro <§l§': plant because of inareased treffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result In an extra 324 infgx movements a day, which Is *very low and will have np Impact on the arterlal
road network" (developer's informatipn distributed on 31/6/2011 at New Brighton Golf Clubj.  Increased traffic will
have a significant Impact on artarfdl roads Including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarle
Drive. Thers is already significantjiaffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause
an exira 1.5 millon truck mcvem 3 in the firat year, Truck movements will primatlly b In peak hours, further
Impacting on already high congesfign. The residents of Moorebank and other areas sholid:not expsarience any
additional nolse, poliution and canglstion from this proposed faclilty, given the likelihood of the Yntermodal’,

7. | oppese the building waste prodiissing plant bacause of the negative impact on land vellues, Residents of the
Moarebank precinct in particular tggve spent significant amounts of money on Jand and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe Imgi#ct on land values and residents will not be compensatel,

8. 1gpposa the bullding wasta pro f4ssing plant because there was a lack of community cnaultation at a meeting
held by representatives of the devatgpers on 31/8/2011. The organigers did not notify & significant number of local
residents and future residents abouljthe meeting. The organisers refused to anawer quastipns from local resldents
on health risks. The organisers ELE ot allow time to note down and respond to resldents’ concems.

8, 1 oppese the bullding waste prasslng plant bacause It is dangerous to resldents for a concrete processing

plant to be located In this ares of fitropolltan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste procegsing planis opsrated by

iBteel Recycling at Chipping Norion, Benedict Racycling is planning to bulld

Benedict Recycling and Smorg
another plant at Healhcote. The no nesd for 3o many waste procesaing plants In such)close proximity to each

othar. ‘ .
As a local community member, | @PPOSE the bullding waste processing plant. | call on councilllors,

the NSW Parllament, the Ministeff for Planning, the Planning Assessmant Commisslon, the NSW
Departmant of Planning and Infragifucture and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.

FULL NAME: SIGNATURE! ADDRESS: DATE:
| B [atHe. Grgre 05_;o% 2ol>

EMAIL Tbi plan_cummnni@plannlnz.nsw.go i U MAILTO: NSW Department of Planning, GPO Box 35, NSW 2001 FAX TO: 9228 6455
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| oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP/
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank. 43%

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. 1goppase 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
Epidemioclogy, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A
Brief Review of Silicosis in the UJS’, 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, 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 floads. In the event of a fiood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an
environmentat 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. 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 esiate, 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 maring, 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 1o 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 Brightonr Golf Club). Increased fraffic 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 expetience any
additional noise, poflution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodal’,

7. toppose 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 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 heed for 50 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

1085574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank,

1

3q

| oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to exisling
and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed facllity 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 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 develaper refused to
comment on wWhether 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 Caralina 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 “fikely dust from the recycling facility” (py 3, developer’s
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighfon Goff 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 buliding 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 io this development. Coungiliors of the Liverpool City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Councit 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 proportian 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 schaols, 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,

i oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will resulf 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 distribufed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial reads 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 moverments in the first year. Truck movements will primatily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experierice 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
Moaorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land valtes 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 represeniatives 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
an 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 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 Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recydling 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.

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

Department of Planning and !nﬁastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.
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1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank.

1.

| oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 Di
7

| oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close fo existing
and proposed residential homes, The proposed developsmient 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 {ocal residents, using roads not designed for massive frucks.

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 Goif 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 Wng 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’, Enviran Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina Umversi?y 2010). The
developer plans to insiall sweepers "where trucks and people will travel” and that there are "unsealed areas” in the
development. Their own documentation vefers to "ikely 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.

I 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 powérs 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
unanimausly 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 procassing 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 progessing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movermients a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
raad network” (developer’s information distributed on 31/58/2011 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 ‘Intermodaf’, 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 dlready 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 nol 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 bullding 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 Recyding 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 pmxim;ty 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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! 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 fadility 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
inforrnation distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable hedlth risk for local

residents.

I sppose the building waste processing plant because of the patential for flocding. The praposed development
is in an ares that floods. In the svent of a flond, unsafe huilding 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 1o 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 Coundil 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 proportion of residents having young families,
The ares 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 dlub. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recyding plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no fonger
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their own
housing estate and marina. .

I pppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic.  The developer siates 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 Goif Club). Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Roead and Governor Macquarie
Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermadal’, which wilt cause
an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primatily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should nhot 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
Mocrebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe itnpact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

| pppose the building waste processing 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 rasidents 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 bullding waste processing plant because it is dangerous 1o residents for a conerete processing
plant o be located in this area of metropolitar: Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recydling is planning to build
another plant at Heathoote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity fo 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 01567) at Lot 6 D
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank,

1.

(@

| gppose the bullding waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too closa to existing
and proposed residential homes, The proposed development is just 250 meires 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 rosds not designed for massive trucks.

1 gppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and foxins. At the community
cansultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the rapresentatives of the developer refused to
somment 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

Epidamiology, Blomarkers 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 frucks and people will travel” and that there are “unsealed arsas® in the
development. Their own documentfation refers to likely dust from the recycling facility" (pg 3, developer's
information distributed on 31/3/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local
residents.

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

I opposa the bullding wasts pracessing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be “a
return of local planning powers to local communities® (‘WSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/201 1.
The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Coundil meeting, 15/6/2011).

! oppose the bullding 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 famifies.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrefe processing plant. In
close proximity are schoals, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a golf ¢lub. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plent al Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepied that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and heve started to shut down their operations io create their own
housing esiate and marina.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased fraffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an exira 324 truck movetments 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 fraffic 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’.

| pppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of tha
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 riot 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 abaut the meeling. 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 mefrapolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operatad by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning fo build
anather 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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BUILDING WASTE PROCESSING PLANT |

0 MOOREBANK

| oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Pracessing 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 melres from the Georgas 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 bacause 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 ashestos would be processed af the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is
a link between silica dust and lung eancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer, Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Joumal, Volume 18, 2070). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A
Brief Revisw of Silicosis in the US', Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010). The
develaper 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. I oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for floeding.  The proposed development
is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building malerials and material stockpiles may cause an
environmental disaster throughout Moarebank and the enfire 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 huilding wasle 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 far 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
sultable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their own
hausing estate and marina.

6. | appose 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 31/8/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arferial 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 ‘Intermadal’, which will catise
an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high ¢ongestion. 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. 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 nolify a significant number of local

* residents and fufure 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 metropslitan 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 Heathcotle. 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.

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. 1 oppose 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 oxins would be refeased. There is
a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure o Silica and Lung Cancer, Cancer
Epidermiology, 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 fo inslall sweepers "where trucks and people will travel® and that there are “unsesled areas® in the
development. Their own documentation refers to “likely dust from the recycling facility" {(pg 3, developer's
informatlon distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for Jocal
residents. '

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

4. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Govemment has indicated there will be "a
return of lacal 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, 15/6/2011).

5. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residentisl 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 2oned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In
close proximity are scheols, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a propased waterside marina, a library
and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or g reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Reeyceling 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 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 residents of Moorebank and other areas shauld not experience any
additional noise, poliution and congestion from this proposed facllity, given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodal.

7. 1oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impaci on land values. Residents of the
Mgorebank 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 bullding 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 jocal
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 fo note down and respond to residents’ concerns,

9. 1 oppose the building 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 Recyeling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant et Heathcote. There is no need for s many waste processing planis in such tlose proximity to each
other.

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

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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1085574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank.

{ oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0

1. i oppose the building waste processing plant because the propesed development is far too close to existing
and proposed residential homes, The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fajr housing
eslate. Trucks using the proposed facility will frovet 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 buifding waste pracessing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins, At the COmmunity

consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club

Epidemiology, Blomarkers and Prevertion Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known oure for silicosis (‘A
Brief Review of Sificosis in the US’, Environ Heslth Insights, Volume 4, East Carsling Uniiversity, 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/%/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable healih risk for local

residents.

3. 1 oppose the building waste progessing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development
is In an area that fioods. In the svent of a fiood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an
environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Rasin.

4. | gppose the buiid?ng waste processing plant because the NSW Govemment has indicated there will be “a

- retumn of local planning powers to local communities” (NSW govt scraps 34 Planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/201 ).
The local community fs opposed to this development, Coundiliors of the Liverpool City Council have voted
unanimously against this development {Minutes, Uverpoa/ City Couricil mesting, 18/6/2011),

5. 1 oppose the bui!ding'was'te processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the

currert and planned residential and recreafional uses of the gares. The proposed concrete processing facility is

just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estats, with.a high proportion of residents having young families.
The area Is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete prw?sssing plant, In
close proximity are schoals, parklands, the Georges River Hself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a goff club.  The land is more suitable for recreational facilifies or a reserve. Even the owners of tfte'Benadict

borders the proposed facility) have accepled that the area is no longer

suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started fo shut down their operations to creats their own

6. foppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic, The developer states the proposed

facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements z day, which is “ve

have a significant impact on arterial roads
Drive. Thera is already significant traffic |

: ‘ ry low and will have no impact en the artarial
road network” (developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club), lnpc?eaSed fraffic will
including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Govermnor Maequarie

n the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause

oorebank and other areas should not experience any

additional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likeflihood of the ‘Infermodal

7. loppose the bui!d'lng Was_ie processing plant because of the fiegative Impact on land valyes. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particutar have spent significant amounts of money on fand and homes. The propased
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated,

8. | oppose the bullding waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at 5 meeting

held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011.

residents and fulure 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’ concemas.
9. | oppose the building waste pracessing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing

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
Depariment of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW 1o REJECT this proposal.
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