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Dear Sir,  
 
The government has the responsibility in the assessment of new traffic generating 
developments to assess their impacts on air quality or to require the proponent to do so.   
 
Two issues are raised by the enormity of the extra traffic generated by this 
development.  They are the potential for the heavy vehicle exhaust emissions to adversely 
impact on other road users and the potential for the impacts of the likely changes in traffic 
movement to affect the roads themselves. 
 
In both cases there would be an economic cost to the population.  Firstly, from the health 
impacts exhibited by increased medical costs, hospital admissions and days lost from work 
and secondly in the added maintenance, road works and intersection alterations which 
might prove to be necessary.  An obvious point in case, is the financial risk to government 
that an additional access to the Monaro Highway for the traffic from the inner south suburbs 
and Queanbeyan will in future be needed due to the congestion of heavy vehicle traffic 
through the streets of Fyshwick. 
 
In a development of this size it is likely that the economic cost would be proportionally 
large.  An appraisal of the conditions of the receiving environment for diesel emissions 
would be appropriate.  A clear definition of the roads and population to be affected is 
available.  However specific routes and types of vehicles would need to be more clearly 
defined and traffic flows and speeds predicted for more than one scenario.  It is a pity 
Appendix E did not provide this data.  
 
The ACT EPA in their EPP AIR recognised that “the major sources of emissions in the ACT 
are transportation.”  Air pollution worsens conditions such as asthma, emphysema, chronic 
bronchitis and other respiratory diseases.  An estimated 3,000 deaths per year in Australia 
are due to urban air pollution.  Quantifying the health costs of air pollution is appropriate 
and possible.  Damage costs are calculated using unit costs (in A$ per tonne) for primary 
PM2.5 emissions from transport based on population density.  While there are specific 
models (NSW EPA) which can predict in dollar terms the costs to the economy and health 
systems for each tonne of additional primary PM2.5 emissions from transport, these models 
do not include ability to model for secondary particles (cumulative synergistic effect).   
 
This is unfortunate since the Nitrogen in the diesel fumes can react with other chemicals 
which might be present in the air at this development and carry them deep into the 
lungs.  Cancer is a possible outcome.  Vehicle emission has become the dominant source of 
various air pollutants, including aerosols carbon monoxide, carbon dioxide, volatile organic 
compounds (VOCs), nitrogen oxides (NOx), and particulate matter (carbon soot).  These 
emissions continue to be a major environmental problem and contribute to risks of morbidity 
and mortality for drivers, commuters, and individuals living near roadways. 
 
Since there is much scientific evidence of the significant adverse health effect to exposure to 
diesel fumes, this is an issue which for this proposal - predicting more than 400,000 extra 
heavy vehicle truck movements through the streets of Fyshwick - cannot be ignored.  How 

mailto:EPDCustomerServices@act.gov.au


many extra visits to the doctor; how many extra hospital admissions will be the 
consequence? 

I have faith that the ACT Planning and Land Authority in consideration of this significant 
impact which has not been addressed in the Draft EIS, will request the proponent provide 
information to all of the above. 

Yours faithfully, 
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