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1. Exchti\/e.Summary

The “Upgrades and changes to the surrounding road
network” section of the Western Harbour Tunnel and -
Warringah Freeway Environmental impact Statement -
(EIS) makes the following statement:

Capacity--and configuration works aiong Alfred Street
North, including the realignment of Alfred Street North.
between Wyagdon Street and the Ridge Street shared
user bridge, as well as reconfiguration of Alfred Street
North to provide new off ramp lanes from the Warringah
Freeway to the ngh Street /nterchanqe

The EIS and other’ s‘upp!ementary documentation in
relation to the project state that the realignment will create

a significant reduction in the width of Alfred Street North resulting in a plan to remove vital
parking spaces, reposition the pedestrian overpass a short distance to the south of the
existing position and include the removal of the pedestrian on-ramp and the building of a
new on-ramp for the overpass.

As the owners of apartments within 433 Alfred Street North, we vehemently object to the
imposition of changes to our street which will detrimentally impact all of the residents’
ability to move safely to and from our property and to receive basic services where access

~.to.our building.is.required. The.changes will remove the basic tenet of being able to live
normally and move within the surrounds of our apartment block. Wlthout any exaggeration,
it is an intrusion on our street that risks the lives of residents and VISI'[OFS

When the removal of all parklng was raised at an information meetmg, the response from
the engineer was simply, Quote: “Park in an adjoining street”. The engineer must not have
set foot on Alfred Street North as there is no adjoining street where parking is allowed.
This obvious lack of awareness for the needs and basic living requirements of residents
significantly reduces our faith in the planning abilities of those appointed to prepare the
ElS.

This submission provxdes ewdence of how the proposed plan is flawed.-

While thls nj_a not be qf mterest to state planners and members of parliament, this work
~ will signifi cantfy‘ reduce’?the value of our properties due to both the construction process -
_and completed work making all residents in the area very dissatisfied with the government

allowing this to proceed. We understand progress but we won't accept blatant poor

planning and arrogance ; .
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2. Purpose

This submission responds specifically to the proposed
changes that will impact the width, parking availability and . .
access to our property by residents, trades people,

removalists, and essentlal services such as ambulances etc :

This submlssmn WI|| ldentlfy the con3|derable |mpact of the it
proposed changes and how these, under any - - R
con3|deratlon should be considered as draconian.

3. EIS proposals, impact and
recommendations

The elements of the EIS that relate to Alfred Street North are
- as follows:

can get for now it looks like the new bus lane will extend out over the area currently occupied
by the pedestrian ramp.

The freeway and retaining wall works may extend a further 1m or so they plan to take away our
emergency vehicle and loading bay as well. .

Element 1

‘The bu:ld/ng of an extra‘lané on‘the freeway tobe used asa bu.) fane: gomgsoutn along the
existing Alfred-Street off ramp from the' freeway. The fréeway ‘and retaining wall works may
extend a further 1m over the -area currently occupied by the pedestrian ramp. This will ‘reduce
the width of Alfred Street North and includes a plan to remove 50 parkmg spaces, including the
%% hour parkmg and Ioad/ng zone outside No. 433, - :

This proposal will create the following issues for Alfred e AT R
Street North residents and wsntors ;

e This is a major d|srupt|on to the acceSS|b|l|ty and -
usage of Alfred Street North from the lower section
opposite Eaton Rd to the highér area at Wyagdon .
St. This section of Alfred St North contains at least . -

. five medium to large apartment buildings

" containing over “750° residents “and contams' :
approximately 50 parking spaces on either side- of f
Alfred Street North. There is only limited parklng :
within the five apartment blocks with two of the .| &
blocks not having any parking at all. It is planned .
that all 50 parking spaces be removed. This is '
totally unworkable and is not acceptable planning
on any level.

e There is no nearby on street parking as the only
adjoining street is Winter Ave which is one way from Bent street into Alfred Street
North. It is very narrow and no parking is permitted. It is also a shared street with
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pedestrians and bicycles. Parking is obviously
impossible. This photo shows the entry to Winter St.

* The planned removal of the % hour and loading zone
parking outside No. 433 will detrimentally impact all of -
the residents’ ability- to move safely to and from their
property and to receive basic services where access to
-our building is required. The changes will remove the
basic tenet of being able to live normally and move within
the surrounds of our apartment block. There will be no
room to even remove our garbage bins as there is no
space to place them near the street.

* Any proposal to reduce the already narrow street creates
a major. physical_risk to any person walking along the road or coming out of the
= -apartment-block. A child coming out of the entrance gate to No. 433 would be
immediately subjected to traffic a metre away. This plan is not just an inconvenience
it is a risk to the lives of the residents and visitors.

e The only other entry to Alfred Street North which provides any access to the
apartments at No. 433 is a narrow walkway which starts in between the 100 and 500
blocks. This walkway which goes through to Bent street end is only %2 metre wide in
places, is 150 metres long and contains 120 steps. This is totally unacceptable for
any commercial delivery, removalist, emergency or private entry to No. 433. Photos
of this pathway are shown below. - . ;

TRROE O o S L "’:;,,‘f:i
Our recommendation is as follows:

An alternéti\ié‘ plaﬁ,_should be prépared by the planners to M proceed with'the_ extra bus:

flane or to find a way to not .impede upon Alfred Street North.

Element 2

The removal of the option to turn left at the end of the off-ramp from the freeway to proceed
into Alfred Street North and a new off-ramp to come off the freeway near to the Mount
Street overpass to funnel traffic to the North Sydney area.



‘prepared by the planners to not proceed w1th the extra bus

T The ptan to move the pedestrian ramp
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This proposal will create the following issues for Alfred Street North residents and visitors:

e The residents of No. 433 Alfred Street North are already inconvenienced by the
inability to enter the street from any eastern access point. This is due to the inability
to turn left from Winter Street into Alfred Street North. Therefore, all entry must be
either from the existing Alfred Street off-ramp from the freeway, or from North Sydney
via the ngh Street overpass

B W

o The removal of the sharp left-hand turn from the freeway off-ramp means a significant

mcrease in‘traffic through the already heaVIly used North Sydney roads
Our alternate recommendat\ton*for this proposal is as foltowsf

Recommendatlon2 , : =t
As in Recommendation 1 an alternatrve plan should be

Iane

Element 3

With the adding of the extra bus lane, the existing pedestrian
ramp leading fo the pedestrian overpass in front of 433
Alfred Street North will be demolished. A new pedestrian
overpass going across to Ridge Street fto be built -
approximately 20 metres south of the existing overpass and -
include a new pedestrian on-ramp from Alfred Street North.

This proposal will create the following issues for Alfred Street
North residents and visitors:

e The existing pedestrian ramp is an acceptable entry tothe
overpass in addition to the steps on the eastern side of
Alfred Street North as shown with these two photos.

further to the south of the existing position
places the entry to the overpass
somewhere near to the lower ‘section of
Alfred Street North that is below a twenty
‘metre tock wall that separates the two
levels of the street. This is shown by a
photo of the proposed new overpass and
entry.
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e Based on the photos below, the construction of the new on- ramp and stairs would be
a major disruption to the use of the lower road which also has three apartment blocks
in its near vicinity. We cannot see how this work could be completed at all and even if
a plan was created for it to somehow function, the construction program would block
off all access to both the lower and upper sections of Alfred Street North.

e When the engineer. responsible for answering questions about the new overpass at
the information meeting was asked about how this would be achieved, the answer
was Quote: “Don’t worry about that. We don’t think the drawing shows how it will be
done. We will just fmd another way”.

We don't call this planning. This is guesswork for an impossible task.

Our alternate recommen_datlon f_er‘this proposal is as follows:

Recommendatlon 3

As in Recommendation 1 an alternative plan should be prepared by the planners to not
proceed with the extra bus Iane and avoid the moving of the existing overpass.

Element 4

A new retaining wall fo hold the new lane to be built where the pedestrian and bic ycle
ramp is now and include a noise reduction wall above the traffic llne

This proposal will create the followirig issues for Alfred Street North residents and visitors:

e As already stated, the widening of the freeway to include a bus lane will significantly
impinge on Alfred Street North in many significant ways. To have a retaining wall with
a further noise reduction wall above it placed where the existing ramp to the
pedestrian overpass is situated would create a jail like view from the apartments. The
traffic which is already close would simply overpower our street and destroy our
access and limited functionality.

Our alternate recommendation for this proposal is as follows:

Recommendation4 = 2 SRR
As in Recommendation 1 an alternatuve plan should be prepared by the planners to not”

proceed with the extra bus lane and avoid the retaining wall and noise reduction wall.
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