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As a resident of Bradfield Road, Lindfield, whose property adjoins Lane Cove National Park, I 

find it disturbing to read CSIRO’s submission to the PWC.   

 

The proposal involves moving CSIRO from its North Ryde site, which is on:  

 

• a train line; 

• at the on and off ramps to the M2 and M7 motorways; 

• with direct access to Epping Highway; 

• various regular bus services;  and 

• serviced apartments opposite the site, 

 

to Bradfield Road, Lindfield, which has none of the above facilities or services. 

 

The most concerning aspect of this proposal is its total disregard for its location in an 

isolated low-rise residential area with an extreme bushfire and evacuation risk as described 

below. 

 

 

Bushfire and Evacuation Risks at Lindfield 

 

Residents to the south of CSIRO in Bradfield Road, Booraba Avenue, Guyong Street and 

Carramar Road, are surrounded 359 degrees by Lane Cove National Park.  The remaining 

one degree is that portion of Bradfield Road that passes CSIRO’s site, being the only exit 
for these residents, the majority of whom are in the flame zone. 
 

The NSW Government has mapped and gazetted this area as a high bushfire and evacuation 

risk with Vegetation Category 1.   Vegetation Category 1 is considered to be the highest risk 

for bush fire. It is represented as red on the bush fire prone land map – see Appendix 1.  

The CSIRO site is located where the word “LINDFIELD” appears on this map. 

 

The blue hatched area on the map signifies a SEPP 5 (State Environmental Planning Policy 

for Seniors and People with a Disability) exclusion zone.  Moreover, residential property 

owners in these areas are not permitted to subdivide their land due to the high evacuation 

risk if population numbers were increased.  It would therefore evidence reckless 

indifference for the Australian Government/CSIRO to ignore these laws and policies applying 

to residents by increasing its infrastructure and staff levels from 57 to 465 in such a high-risk 
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area.  It demonstrates total disregard for the lives of residents needing to evacuate via a 

narrow egress past CSIRO. 

 

Attached at Appendix 2 is an image of the southern end of CSIRO during the wildfires that 

swept through this area in 1994 (a CSIRO building can be seen on the left).  Residents only 

have a narrow window in which to evacuate and if the road is blocked to the north with 

CSIRO staff and the child-care centre being evacuated, then many could be burnt alive.  The 

Government is reminded of the 173 lives that were lost in Victoria’s Black Saturday 

bushfires in 2009, many of which were trying to evacuate. 

 

Appendix 3 shows the bushland vegetation lining one side of the southern end of Bradfield 

Road.  In 1994 live embers way ahead of the fire front set this bushland alight as can be 

seen in Appendix 2.  Day turns to night and visibility becomes non-existent. 

 

Appendices 4 and 5, are images of residents’ approach to CSIRO’s entry, travelling north 

from the residential area in the south, on an average day.  As can be seen, residents 

evacuating have no visibility of the CSIRO exit road nor the child-care centre driveways, the 

latter being directly opposite CSIRO’s exit road.  Residents will face babies and toddlers 

being evacuated from the child-care centre while at the same time staff will be evacuating 

from CSIRO at the same point in the road –  a recipe for disaster. 

 

While the fires were burning through our streets, there was only one fire truck into the area 

and that went into CSIRO.  Post the fires, residents complaining about this were told that 

the Commonwealth’s assets (CSIRO) took priority over the residents and their property.  

Appendix 6 is an image from the front page of the Sydney Morning Herald, 8 January 1994 

under the heading “SYDNEY BURNS”. 

 

Subsequently, residents were adamant that their homes were lost because there was no 

water in the street mains due to CSIRO’s draw on those mains.  CSIRO denied this claiming 

that it had its own water supply in the form of a 60,000 litre (equivalent to an average 

domestic swimming pool) water storage tank for firefighting purposes but failed to reveal 

that this tank automatically drew water from the mains to refill itself whilst in use.  In 

relation to the mains supply, Sydney Water advised that the street mains supply is via a 200 

millimetre pipe up to the CSIRO entrance and at that point drops down to a 150 millimetre 

pipe to service the rest of the community to the south of CSIRO.  CSIRO has five connections 

to the mains supply, being 150 millimetre (same size as the community mains), 80 

millimetre, 35 millimetre, 30 millimetre and 25 millimetre pipes.  Numerous media reports 

adverse to CSIRO followed those fires. 

 

CSIRO’s current bushfire assessment by RPS Consultancy recommends, “Any proposed 

developments are to be linked to the existing mains pressure water supply and that suitable 

hydrants be clearly marked and provided for the purpose of bushfire protection.”  With the 

passing of time, corporate memory has been lost and now, some 25 years later, the 

proposal is to increase the draw on the residents’ water supply even further. 
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CSIRO’s Bushfire Constraints Assessment conducted by RPS Consultancy demonstrates that 

the only assessments carried out were internal to CSIRO’s boundaries.  There was no 

assessment of CSIRO’s impact on local residents during bushfire emergencies. 

 

Today it is well recognised that fire intensities have increased globally, so it is reprehensible 

that the Commonwealth Government/CSIRO “bulldozes” itself into such a high-risk area 

without any regard for the lives of existing residents.  Bulldozing being the operative word 

when CSIRO intends to flex its muscle by stating that as the Lindfield site is Commonwealth 

land it does not come under the planning control of Ku-ring-gai Council.  See Appendix 10 
for the history of previous Commonwealth commitments to Ku-ring-gai Council. 

 

Incredulously, the Bushfire Constraints Assessment dismissively states, “In the unlikely event 

of a serious bushfire…..”.  I have known of five bushfires that have traversed this area since 

the 1960’s and experienced one extreme wildfire in 1994.  As sure as night follows day, 

there will be more because that’s the environment we live in! 

 

The Bushfire Constraints Assessment goes on to say that it will be essential to ensure that 

adequate ingress/egress are afforded the development.  To this end, CSIRO continues to 

propose an alternate exit road from the eastern side of its site down onto Lady Game Drive.  

This is a preposterous proposal as the road: 

 

• would be traversing through bushland that could be burning (see Appendix 1); 

• would be emerging onto a busy regional road that could be burning; 

• would be an accident hotspot outside of bushfires and even more so if Lane Cove 

National Park was burning at either end of the road; and 

• would require the removal of the footpath in front of the residential properties on 

the eastern side of Lady Game Drive. 

 

It is important to note that Ku-ring-gai Council owns the land on the western side of Lady 

Game Drive between the CSIRO site and the road and has informed CSIRO that it has 

definitely ruled out this proposal. 

 

The bushfire assessment also states that Special Fire Protection Principles means the 

occupants of the proposed development may be more vulnerable to bushfire attack and 

therefore may require greater protection as well as assisted evacuation.  This part of the 

report demonstrates the priority given to CSIRO staff over residents’ risks and needs. 

 

CSIRO has profited from the sale of its northern half of its site after creating the new suburb 

of Lindfield Heights for residential – see Appendix 7.  This increase in residents at the 

northern end of Bradfield Road further exacerbates the evacuation on the southern side. 

 

 

 

Traffic & Transport 
 
1. Traffic counts for the Lindfield site and surrounds were undertaken in 2016 and are no 

longer relevant. 
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2. Photos of Delhi Road, North Ryde, taken from Google maps in 2016, are out of date and 

are prior to the extensive road works that have since been completed – see Appendix 8 

for 2019 photos of Delhi Road. 

 

As can be seen from the photos, the CSIRO Delhi Road, North Ryde, site is far more 

superior and suitable for the numbers projected that are projected for the Lindfield site.  

The North Ryde site is on a rail line, located at the on and off ramps to the M2/M7 

motorways, and all bus services on Epping Road.  Delhi Road, Epping Road and the 

M2/M7 motorways are major roads compared to the residential streets surrounding the 

Lindfield site. 

 

3. While the evacuation risk from streets around the Lindfield site has been addressed 

above, there is a further significant impact on the Moore Avenue, Fiddens Wharf Road 

and Lady Game Drive intersections from residents and a public school in West Killara 

that will also be evacuating through these intersections. 

 

Residents in Albert Drive, Terrace Road, Blaxland Road, and Beaumont Road, West 

Killara, are all in the flame zone and suffered many losses in the 1994 fire.  These streets 

only have two exits through the same intersections as the Bradfield Road et al residents. 

(De Burghs Road cannot be used because it emerges into bushland that could be 

burning).  Refer Appendix 9 for the outline of West Killara evacuation routes and the 

exacerbation of the Bradfield Road/Moore Avenue/Lady Game Drive intersections under 

emergency circumstances. 

 

 

 

Car Parking 

 

The traffic and transport assessment that I recently viewed identified 81% of workers in the 

CSIRO Lindfield catchment as driving to work.  With staff numbers at 600, CSIRO would 

require 486 car parking spaces (excluding visitor and fleet vehicles), but are only providing 

443 spaces. 

 

 

 

Community Consultation 

 

The community consultation was strategically timed during the 2018 Christmas school 

holidays and requests to the local Member of Parliament and the Minister to delay the 

consultation until after the holidays were ignored until February 2019.  Consequently, the 

“Information Day” was only attended by a handful of residents. 

 

There was no formal presentation of the overall proposal.  Instead, residents wandered 

around to several tables which, in effect, made the limited information available quite 
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disjointed.  Certainly, the majority of the information contained in CSIRO’s proposal to the 

PWC was not available. 

 

Attendees were never told about the “draft Lindfield Master Plan” which, according to the 

proposal to the PWC, states this Master Plan “has also allocated sufficient land on the 

existing site to enable other government agencies and collaborators to provide purpose-

designed facilities with the aim of broadening science opportunities to the benefit of CSIRO 

and the broader research industry” [para. 82].  What little evidence has been put before the 

PWC is negated by this statement.  This is nothing but development by stealth. 

 

 

 

Site Contamination 

 

Some years ago, contamination assessments of the CSIRO site showed that the land is 

contaminated with asbestos, lead, arsenic, mercury and various other metals and 

carcinogens injurious to human health. 

 

 

 

Other Comment 
 
Under the heading, “Impact on the Local Community – Lindfield”, CSIRO states: 

Detailed reviews of acoustics, traffic and transport, were undertaken on behalf of CSIRO as part of the 

development of the 2016 Lindfield Campus Master Plan. These reviews confirmed that the 

development proposed at Lindfield would have minimal impact on the local area in terms of 

acoustics, traffic and transport. [para. 129] 

and, 

The REF Report prepared in 2018 considered the potential impacts of the development on the 

adjacent residential area. This report found the impact on neighbouring residences will be minimal. 

[para. 130] 

These studies did not adequately assess the impact on the local community in relation to 

traffic, transport, or bushfire emergencies.  The studies mainly concentrated on CSIRO’s 

internal boundaries. 

 

Conclusion 

Unfortunately, this submission has been rushed as the writer was informed by the PWC that 

the closing date was for submissions were closing on 30 August 2019, even though there 

was no closing date for submissions on its website, and a request for an extension of time 

has been ignored.  The writer was only informed of the referral to the PWC a week earlier 

and was unable to view the background studies until a day ago. 
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The PWC is reminded of the highly dangerous decision to further develop the CSIRO 

Lindfield site and the implications for the Commonwealth Government in the event of lives 

being lost in the next bushfire.  

 

CSIRO’s North Ryde site is the most suitable site for its operations in terms of it’s 

appropriate industrial zoning, it’s proximity to major transport1, motorways and major 

roads. It should therefore retain its presence and development of the Delhi Road site. 

 

 
1 CSIRO lobbied the NSW Government to get the rail station there and subsequently profited from this by 

realising a much higher profit from the sale of its land to private corporations. 
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