
Brent Devine

From:
Sent:
To:

Kyriacos Panayi <campaigns@good.do>

Tuesday, 27 October 20L5 4:57 PM

information-Planning
WestConnex M4 East: Submission to EIS (Ref: SSI6307)Subject:

Attn: The Secretary, Dept of Planning & Environment

I wish to register my strong objection to the WestConnex M4 East proposal

Global experience and research has shown conclusively that these kinds of toll road mega-projects are hugely

expensive and counterproductive. WestConnex will increase air pollution and traffic, and expose NSW taxpayers to
unacceptably high levels of fínancial risk. lt is not a long-term solution to Sydney's congestion problem.

The fact that the State Government has already signed multi-billion dollar contracts for WestConnex before this EIS

was even placed on public exhibition undermines community confidence that this is a genuine consultation process,

I recognise there is pressure on several NSW Departments, including Planning and the Environment, to approve this

project. I remind public servants of their obligation to the public and to the potential social, health and economic

costs of spending $tS.+ b¡llion on WestConnex when it provides no solution to Sydney's transport needs.

ln regards to the M4 East ElS, I also object to:

. The lack of transparency in the entire WestConnex process. Billions of dollars of contracts have been let without a

full business case having been released or the project being subjected to independent Gateway reviews.

. The short 55-day timeframe in which members of the community have been given to respond to the EIS for the

M4 East. This document runs to nearly 5,000 pages, but the public was only given 55 days to respond - despite

hundreds of people calling and emailing the Minister for Planning to explain why this was not enough time.

. AECOM being paid millions of dollars of public funds to play the key role in the EIS for the M4 East. AECOM has

been awarded other WestConnex contracts that give it a huge vested interest in the project going ahead, and this is

demonstrated by the lack of independence and superficial analyses that characterise this ElS. ln addition, AECOM

has been sued for being negligent in relation to its past traffic studies, and has already paid more than 5250 in

settlement costs.
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. Having each section of the Westconnex assessed separately, Vague rationales forthe whole project are used to
justify the serious negative impacts of each stage. Projects such as the Southern motorway F8, which are not even at
a planning stage, are included in the argument for the project without explanation.

. The failure to consider total negative impacts against the total claimed positive aspects. While the M4 East EIS

repeatedly makes references to the positive impact of the entire WestConnex when arguing for the project, it fails

to consider the negative impacts of the whole project - such as loss of housing, heritage and biodiversity.

. The failure to provide enough data to allow independent experts to verify the M4 East EIS's traffic analysis. For

example, a detailed study undertaken by SGS Economics & Planning for the City of Sydney concluded that
WestConnex would make traffic worse on Parramatta Rd, Victoria St and many local roads. The M4 East EIS claims it
will improve traffic, but offers very little data that would allow experts to objectively assess this analysis.

. Spending StS.+ bill¡on for small savings that will not benefit most commuters. lnstead of spending this amount of
moneyto benefit a very small percentage of drivers in Sydney, and cut just one minute off overall road network
traffic speeds, the NSW Government should be investing in public transport, traffic management solutions, and

regional city centres to address traffic congestion and boost NSW's economic prosperity in the long term.

. The poor analysis of alternatives undertaken in the M4 East ElS. This section of the EIS is superficial and amounts
to nothing more than a roundabout way of saying that the M4East tunnel project is preferred by WestConnex.

. The huge impact that the flow of cars and trucks out of tunnel exits will have on local roads through out the lnner
West.

. Hundreds of residents being forced from their homes and businesses for the M4 East, and the failure of the EIS to
assess the social impacts of this. Forcibly acquiring and destroying over 200 homes and businesses will result in
massive social disruption in communities. There have been numerous reports of homeowners and tenants being

inadequately compensated for the loss of their properties. These acquisitions were in motion before the EIS was

even completed. Yet the EIS Social lmpact study failed to do any direct research on the impact of forced acquisitions
on residents.

. The health risk and air quality analysis, which fails to assess the true impact of the M4 East. The claim is even made

that WestConnex will improve local air quality - which will surely make it the first motorway in history to do sol

. The totalinadequacy of the M4 East biodiversity assessment. This'analysis'is based on insufficient studies. No

attempt is made to assess cumulative impacts of the ent¡re WestConnex project on loss of open space, gardens and

other vegetation.
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. The wholesale destruction of heritage homes and precincts. This is not acceptable, particularly for a project that

will not resolve but add to Sydney's traffic congestion.

. The failure of WestConnex consultants to directly consult with business owners. Local business owners were not

approached by WestConnex about the impact the M4 East would have on their livelihoods, despite the fact that

many stand to see their businesses destroyed as thriving streets precincts are drowned in traffic.

I therefore call on the Minister for Planning to reject this proposal on the grounds that:

. Even the M4 East's inadequate traffic analysis shows that WestConnex will be at capacity by 2031.

. AECOM has not even met the basic Planning Secretary's requirements in its assessment.

. This is an outdated project that is not consistent with current trends in thinking about public transport, urban

planning and liveability of cities.
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Brent Devine

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Samson Raman <campaigns@good.do>

Tuesday, 27 Oclober 2OL5 4:57 PM

information-Planning
WestConnex M4 East: Submission to EIS (Ref: SSI6307)

Attn: The Secretary, Dept of Planning & Environment

I wish to register my strong objection to the WestConnex M4 East proposal

we were reatedly told that our Strata Units will not be affected but on L5 October we received notification that we

would be affected and that the westconnnex Authority will be assessing our properties for possible damages. Now if
we had been informed earlierwe could have made decisions regarding ourfuture. Atthis late stsge we are being

d¡sadvantaged in the extreme.

we were lied to by the department and employees.

Global experience and research has shown conclusively that these kinds of toll road mega-projects are hugely

expensive and counterproductive. WestConnex will increase air pollution and traffic, and expose NSW taxpayers to

unacceptably high levels of financial risk. lt is not a long-term solution to Sydney's congest¡on problem.

The fact that the State Government has already signed multi-billion dollar contracts for WestConnex before this EIS

was even placed on public exhibition undermines community confidence that this is a genuine consultation process.

I recognise there is pressure on several NSW Departments, including Planning and the Environment, to approve this

project. I remind public servants of their obligation to the public and to the potential social, health and economic

costs of spending $l-S.+ bill¡on on WestConnex when it provides no solution to Sydney's transport needs.

ln regards to the M4 East ElS, I also object to

. The lack of transparency in the entire WestConnex process. Billions of dollars of contracts have been let without a

full business case having been released or the project being subjected to independent Gateway reviews.



. The short 55-day timeframe in which members of the community have been given to respond to the EIS for the
M4 East. This document runs to nearly 5,000 pages, but the public was only given 55 days to respond - despite

hundreds of people calling and emailing the Minister for Planning to explain why this was not enough time.

. AECOM being paid millions of dollars of public funds to play the key role in the EIS for the M4 East. AECOM has

been awarded other WestConnex contracts that give it a huge vested interest in the project going ahead, and this is

demonstrated by the lack of independence and superficial analyses that characterise this ElS. ln addition, AECOM

has been sued for being negligent in relation to its past traffic studies, and has already paid more than 5250 in

settlement costs.

. Having each section of the Westconnex assessed separately. Vague rationales for the whole project are used to
justify the serious negative impacts of each stage. Projects such as the Southern motorway F8, which are not even at
a planning stage, are included in the argument for the project without explanation.

. The failure to consider total negative impacts against the total claimed positive aspects. While the M4 East EIS

repeatedly makes references to the positive impact of the entire WestConnex when arguing for the project, it fails

to consider the negative impacts of the whole project - such as loss of housing, heritage and biodiversity.

. The failure to provide enough data to allow independent experts to verify the M4 East EIS's traffic analysis, For

example, a detailed study undertaken by SGS Economics & Planning for the City of Sydney concluded that
WestConnex would make traffic worse on Parramatta Rd, Victoria St and many local roads. The M4 East EIS claims it
will improve traffic, but offers very little data that would allow experts to objectively assess this analysis.

. Spending StS.+ b¡llion for small savings that will not benefit most commuters. lnstead of spending this amount of
money to benefit a very small percentage of drivers in Sydney, and cut just one minute off overall road network

traffic speeds, the NSW Government should be investing in public transport, traffic management solutions, and

regional city centres to address traffic congestion and boost NSW's economic prosperity in the long term.

. The poor analysis of alternatives undertaken in the M4 East ElS. This sect¡on of the EIS is superficial and amounts
to nothing more than a roundabout way of saying that the M4East tunnel project is preferred by WestConnex.

. The huge impact that the flow of cars and trucks out of tunnelexits will have on local roadsthrough out the lnner

West.

. Hundreds of residents being forced from their homes and businesses for the M4 East, and the failure of the EIS to
assess the social impacts of this. Forcibly acquiring and destroying over 200 homes and businesses will result in

massive social disruption in communities. There have been numerous reports of homeowners and tenants being

inadequately compensated for the loss of their properties. These acquisitions were in motion before the EIS was

even completed. Yet the EIS Social lmpact study failed to do any direct research on the impact of forced acquisitions

on residents.
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. The health risk and air quality analysis, which fails to assess the true impact of the M4 East. The claim is even made

that WestConnex will improve local air quality - which will surely make it the first motorway in history to do sol

. The total inadequacy of the M4 East biodiversity assessment. This'analysis' is based on insufficient studies. No

attempt is made to assess cumulative impacts of the entire WestConnex project on loss of open space, gardens and

other vegetation.

. The wholesale destruction of heritage homes and precincts. This is not acceptable, particularly for a project that

will not resolve but add to Sydney's traffic congest¡on.

. The failure of WestConnex consultants to directly consult with business owners. Local business owners were not

approached by WestConnex about the impact the M4 East would have on their livelihoods, despite the fact that

many stand to see their businesses destroyed as thriving streets precincts are drowned in traffic'

I therefore call on the Minister for Planning to reject this proposal on the grounds that

. Even the M4 East's inadequate traffic analysis shows that WestConnex will be at capacity by 2031.

. AECOM has not even met the basic Planning Secretary's requirements in its assessment.

. This is an outdated project that is not consistent with current trends in thinking about public transport, urban

planning and liveability of cities.

Yours sincerely,

Samson Raman

Sydney NSW 21-40, Australia
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Brent Devine

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Melanie Pike <campaigns@good.do>

Tuesday,2T October 20L5 4:57 PM

information-Planning
WestConnex M4 East Submission to EIS (Ref: SSI6307)

Attn: The Secretary, Dept of Planning & Environment

I wish to register my strong objection to the WestConnex M4 East proposal

Global experience and research has shown conclusively that these kinds of toll road mega-projects are hugely

expensive and counterproductive. WestConnex will increase air pollution and traffic, and expose NSW taxpayers to

unacceptably high levels of financial risk. lt is not a long-term solution to Sydney's congestion problem.

The fact that the State Government has already signed multi-billion dollar contracts for WestConnex before this EIS

was even placed on public exhibition undermines community confidence that this is a genuine consultation process.

I recognise there is pressure on several NSW Departments, including Planning and the Environment, to approve this

project. I remind public servants of their obligation to the public and to the potential social, health and economic

costs of spending $fS.+ billion on WestConnex when it provides no solution to Sydney's transport needs.

ln regards to the M4 East ElS, I also object to:

. The lack of transparency in the entire WestConnex process. Billions of dollars of contracts have been let without a

full business case having been released or the project being subjected to independent Gateway reviews.

. The short 55-day timeframe in which members of the community have been given to respond to the EIS for the

M4 East. This document runs to nearly 5,000 pages, but the public was only given 55 days to respond - despite

hundreds of people calling and emailing the Minister for Planning to explain why this was not enough time.

. AECoM being paid millions of dollars of public funds to play the key role in the EIS for the M4 East. AECOM has

been awarded other WestConnex contracts that give it a huge vested interest in the project going ahead, and this is

demonstrated by the lack of independence and superficial analyses that characterise this ElS. ln addition, AECOM

has been sued for being negligent in relation to its past traffíc studies, and has already paid more than $250 in

settlement costs.
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. Having each sect¡on of the Westconnex assessed separately. Vague rationales for the whole project are used to
justify the serious negative impacts of each stage. Projects such as the Southern motorway F8, which are not even at

a planning stage, are included in the argument for the project without explanation.

. The failure to considertotal negative impacts against the total claimed positive aspects. While the M4 East EIS

repeatedly makes references to the positive impact of the entire WestConnex when arguing for the project, it fails

to consider the negative impacts of the whole project - such as loss of housing, heritage and biodiversity.

. The failure to provide enough data to allow independent experts to verify the M4 East EIS's traffic analysis. For

example, a detailed study undertaken by SGS Economics & Planning for the City of Sydney concluded that
WestÇonnex would make traffic worse on Parramatta Rd, Victoria St and many local roads. The M4 East EIS claims it
will improve traffic, but offers very little data that would allow experts to objectively assess this analysis.

. Spending S15.4 billion for small savings that will not benefit most commuters, lnstead of spending this amount of
money to benefit a very small percentage of drivers in Sydney, and cut just one minute off overall road network
traffic speeds, the NSW Government should be investing in public transport, traffic management solutions, and

regional city centres to address traffic congestion and boost NSW's economic prosperity in the long term,

. The poor analysis of alternatives undertaken in the M4 East ElS. This section of the EIS is superficialand amounts

to nothing more than a roundabout way of saying that the M4East tunnel project is preferred by WestConnex.

. The huge impact that the flow of cars and trucks out of tunnel exits will have on local roads through out the lnner

West.

. Hundreds of residents being forced from their homes and businesses for the M4 East, and the failure of the EIS to

assess the social impacts of this. Forcibly acquiring and destroying over 200 homes and businesses will result in

massive social disruption in communities. There have been numerous reports of homeowners and tenants being

inadequately compensated for the loss of theír properties. These acquisitions were in motion before the EIS was

even completed. Yet the EIS Social lmpact study failed to do any direct research on the impact of forced acquisitions

on residents.

. The health risk and air quality analysis, which fails to assess the true impact of the M4 East. The claim is even made

that WestConnex will improve local air quality - which will surely make it the first motorway in history to do sol

¡ The total inadequacy of the M4 East biodiversity assessment. This'analysis' is based on insufficient studies. No

attempt is made to assess cumulative impacts of the entire WestConnex project on loss of open space, gardens and

other vegetation.
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. The wholesale destruction of heritage homes and precincts. This is not acceptable, particularly for a project that

will not resolve but add to Sydney's traffic congestion.

. The failure of WestConnex consultants to directly consult with business owners. Local business owners were not

approached by WestConnex about the impact the M4 East would have on their livelihoods, despite the fact that

many stand to see their businesses destroyed as thriving streets precincts are drowned in traffic.

I therefore call on the Minister for Planning to reject this proposal on the grounds that:

. Even the M4 East's inadequate traffic analysis shows that WestConnex will be at capacity by 2031.

. AECOM has not even met the basic Planning Secretary's requirements in its assessment.

. This is an outdated project that is not consistent with currenttrends in thinking about public transport, urban

planning and liveability of cities.

Yours sincerely,

Melanie Pike

Sydney NSW 2042, Australia
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Brent Devine

From:
Sent:
To:

Mark Marusic <campaigns@good.do>

Tuesday, 27 October 2015 4:56 PM

information-Planning
WestConnex M4 East: Submission to EIS (Ref: SSI6307)Subject:

Attn: The Secretary, Dept of Planning & Environment

I wish to register my strong objection to the WestConnex M4 East proposal

ln the long interim till the St Peters sect¡on is connected to the Haberfield section, huge volumes of traffic will spill

on to King St St Peters and Newtown, creating pressure to make this street an all day clearway. This would threaten

local businesses (due to no parking on King St) and make King St extremely unpleasant for activities such as sitting at

outdoor tables at cafes and walking along the street checking out the wares of eclectic secondhand shops spilling on

to the footpath.

Global experience and research has shown conclusively that these kinds of toll road mega-projects are hugely

expensive and counterproductive. WestConnex will increase air pollution and traffic, and expose NSW taxpayers to

unacceptably high levels of financial risk. lt is not a long-term solution to Sydney's congestion problem'

The fact that the State Government has already signed multi-billion dollar contracts for WestConnex before this EIS

was even placed on public exhibition undermines community confidence that this is a genuine consultation process

I recognise there is pressure on several NSW Departments, including Planning and the Environment, to approve this

project. I remind public servants of their obligation to the public and to the potential social, health and economic

costs of spending SL5.4 b¡llion on WestConnex when it provides no solution to Sydney's transport needs.

ln regards to the M4 East ElS, I also object to

. The lack of transparency in the entire WestConnex process. Billions of dollars of contracts have been let without a

full business case having been released or the project being subjected to independent Gateway reviews'

. The short 55-day timeframe in which members of the community have been given to respond to the EIS for the

M4 East. This document runs to nearly 5,000 pages, but the public was only given 55 days to respond - despite

hundreds of people calling and emailing the Minister for Planning to explain why this was not enough time.
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. AECOM being paid millions of dollars of public funds to play the key role in the EIS for the M4 East. AECOM has

been awarded other WestConnex contracts that give it a huge vested interest in the project going ahead, and this is

demonstrated by the lack of independence and superficial analyses that characterise this ElS. ln addition, AECOM

has been sued for being negligent in relation to its past traffic studies, and has already paid more than 5250 in

settlement costs.

¡ Having each section of the Westconnex assessed separately. Vague rationales for the whole project are used to
justify the serious negative impacts of each stage. Projects such as the Southern motorway F8, which are not even at
a planning stage, are included in the argument for the project without explanation.

. The failure to consider total negative impacts against the total claimed positive aspects. While the M4 East EIS

repeatedly makes references to the positive impact of the entire Westconnex when arguing for the project, it fails

to consider the negative impacts of the whole project - such as loss of housing, heritage and biodiversity.

. The failure to provide enough data to allow independent experts to verify the M4 East EIS's traffic analysis. For

example, a detailed study undertaken by SGS Economics & Planning for the City of Sydney concluded that
WestConnex would make traffic worse on Parramatta Rd, Victoria St and many local roads. The M4 East EIS claims it
will improve traffic, but offers very little data that would allow experts to objectively assess this analysis.

. Spending 5f S.+ billion for small savings that will not benefit most commuters. lnstead of spending this amount of
money to benefit a very small percentage of drivers in Sydney, and cut just one minute off overall road network

traffic speeds, the NSW Government should be investing in public transport, traffíc management solutions, and

regional city centres to address traffic congestion and boost NSW's economic prosperity in the long term.

. The poor analysis of alternatives undertaken in the M4 East ElS. This section of the EIS is superficialand amounts
to nothing more than a roundabout way of saying that the M4East tunnel project is preferred by WestConnex.

. The huge impact that the flow of cars and trucks out of tunnel exits will have on local roads through out the lnner

West.

. Hundreds of residents being forced from their homes and businesses for the M4 East, and the failure of the EIS to
assess the social impacts of this. Forcibly acquiring and destroying over 200 homes and businesses will result in

massive social disruption in communities. There have been numerous reports of homeowners and tenants being

inadequately compensated for the loss of their properties. These acquisitions were in motion before the EIS was

even completed. Yet the EIS Social lmpact study failed to do any direct research on the impact of forced acquisitions

on residents.

. The health risk and aîr quality analysis, which fails to assess the true impact of the M4 East. The claim is even made

that WestConnex will improve local air quality - which will surely make it the first motorway in history to do so I
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. The total inadequacy of the M4 East biodiversity assessment. This'analysis' is based on insufficient studies. No

attempt is made to assess cumulative impacts of the entire WestConnex project on loss of open space, gardens and

other vegetation.

. The wholesale destruction of heritage homes and precincts. This is not acceptable, particularly for a project that
will not resolve but add to Sydney's traffic congestion.

. The failure of WestConnex consultants to directly consult with business owners. Local business owners were not

approached by WestConnex about the impact the M4 East would have on their livelihoods, despite the fact that
many stand to see their businesses destroyed as thriving streets precincts are drowned in traffic.

I therefore call on the Minister for Planning to reject this proposal on the grounds that:

o Even the M4 East's inadequate traffic analysis shows that WestConnex will be at capacity by 2031.

. AECOM has not even met the basic Planning Secretary's requirements in its assessment.

. This is an outdated project that is not consistent with current trends in thinking about public transport, urban

planning and liveability of cities.

Yours sincerely,

Mark Marusic

Sydney NSW 2042, Australia
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Brent Devine

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Kate Adams <campaigns@good.do>

Tuesday, 27 October 20L5 4:54 PM

information-Planning
WestConnex M4 East: Submission to EIS (Ref: SSI6307)

Attn: The Secretary, Dept of Planning & Environment

I wish to register my strong objection to the WestConnex M4 East proposal

As a resident of the Blue Mountains, it would appear that I am one of those who supposedly benefit the most if this

project goes ahead. Personally, I would prefer an efficient rail and/or public transport system, for environmental,

health and social benefits. How much better would transport in Western Sydney be with this insane amount of

money spent on it?l For the record, my reasons for objecting to the project are as follows:

Global experience and research has shown conclusively that these kinds of toll road mega-projects are hugely

expensive and counterproductive. WestConnex will increase air pollution and traffic, and expose NSW taxpayers to

unacceptably high levels of financial risk. lt is not a long-term solution to Sydney's congestion problem.

The fact that the State Government has already signed multi-billion dollar contracts for WestConnex before this EIS

was even placed on public exhibition undermines community confidence that this is a genuine consultation process.

I recognise there is pressure on several NSW Departments, including Planning and the Environment, to approve this

project. I remind public servants of their obligation to the public and to the potential social, health and economic

costs of spending SfS.¿ b¡llion on WestConnex when it provides no solution to Sydney's transport needs.

ln regards to the M4 East ElS, I also object to

. The lack of transparency in the entire WestConnex process. Billions of dollars of contracts have been let without a

full business case having been released or the project being subjected to independent Gateway reviews.

. The short 55-day timeframe in which members of the community have been given to respond to the EIS for the

M4 East. This document runs to nearly 5,000 pages, but the public was only given 55 days to respond - despite

hundreds of people calling and emailing the Minister for Planning to explain why this was not enough time.
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. AECOM being paid millions of dollars of public funds to play the key role in the EIS for the M4 East. AECOM has

been awarded other WestConnex contracts that give it a huge vested interest in the project going ahead, and this is
demonstrated by the lack of independence and superficial analyses that characterise this ElS. ln addition, AECOM

has been sued for being negligent in relation to its past traffic studies, and has already paid more than 5250 in

settlement costs.

. Having each section of the Westconnex assessed separately. Vague rationales for the whole project are used to
justify the serious negative impacts of each stage. Projects such as the Southern motorway F8, which are not even at

a planning stage, are included in the argument for the project without explanation.

. The failure to considertotal negative impacts against the total claimed positive aspects. While the M4 East EIS

repeatedly makes references to the positive impact of the entire WestConnex when arguing for the project, it fails

to consider the negative impacts of the whole project - such as loss of housing, heritage and biodiversity.

. The failure to provide enough data to allow independent experts to verify the M4 East EIS's traffic analysis. For

example, a detailed study undertaken by SGS Economics & Planning for the City of Sydney concluded that
WestConnex would make traffic worse on Parramatta Rd, Victoria St and many local roads. The M4 East EIS claims it
will improve traffic, but offers very little data that would allow experts to objectively assess this analysis.

. Spending 5fS.+ b¡llion for small savings that will not benefit most commuters. lnstead of spending this amount of
money to benefit a very small percentage of drivers in Sydney, and cut just one minute off overall road network

traffic speeds, the NSW Government should be investing in public transport, traffic management solutions, and

regional city centres to address traffic congestion and boost NSW's economic prosperity in the long term.

. The poor analysis of alternatives undertaken in the M4 East ElS. This section of the EIS is superficialand amounts

to nothing more than a roundabout way of saying that the M4East tunnel project is preferred by WestConnex.

. The huge impact that the flow of cars and trucks out of tunnel exits will have on local roads through out the lnner

West.

. Hundreds of residents being forced from their homes and businesses for the M4 East, and the failure of the EIS to
assess the social impacts of this. Forcibly acquiring and destroying over 200 homes and businesses will result in

massive social disruption in communities. There have been numerous reports of homeowners and tenants being

inadequately compensated for the loss of their properties. These acquisitions were in motion before the EIS was

even completed. Yet the EIS Social lmpact study failed to do any direct research on the impact of forced acquisitions

on residents.

. The health risk and air quality analysis, which fails to assess the true impact of the M4 East. The claim is even made

that WestConnex will improve local air quality - which will surely make it the first motorway in history to do sol
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. The total inadequacy of the M4 East biodiversity assessment. This'analysis' is based on insufficient studies. No

attempt is made to assess cumulative impacts of the entire WestConnex project on loss of open space, gardens and

other vegetation.

. The wholesale destruction of heritage homes and precincts. This ¡s not acceptable, particularly for a project that
will not resolve but add to Sydney's traffic congestion.

. The failure of WestConnex consultants to directly consult with business owners. Local business owners were not

approached by WestConnex about the impact the M4 East would have on their livelihoods, despite the fact that

many stand to see their businesses destroyed as thriving streets precincts are drowned in traffic.

I therefore call on the Minister for Planning to reject this proposal on the grounds that

. Even the M4 East's inadequate traffic analysis shows that WestConnex will be at capacity by 2031.

. AECOM has not even met the basic Planning Secretary's requirements in its assessment.

. This is an outdated project that is not cons¡stent with current trends in thinking about public transport, urban

planning and liveability of cities.

Yours sincerely,

Kate Adams

New South Wales 2779, Australia
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Brent Devine

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Edward Primrose <campaigns@good.do>

Tuesday, 27 Ocrober 20L5 4:54 PM

information-Planning
WestConnex M4 East: Submission to EIS (Ref: SSI6307)

Attn: The Secretary, Dept of Planning & Environment

I wish to register my strong objection to the WestConnex M4 East proposal

Your department has embraced a completely wrong set of priorities.

Global experience and research has shown conclusively that these kinds of toll road mega-projects are hugely

expensive and counterproductive. WestConnex will increase air pollution and traffic, and expose NSW taxpayers to

unacceptably high levels of financial risk. lt is not a long-term solution to Sydney's congestion problem.

The fact that the State Government has already signed multi-billion dollar contracts for WestConnex before this EIS

was even placed on public exhibition undermines community confidence that this is a genuine consultation process.

I recognise there is pressure on several NSW Departments, including Planning and the Environment, to approve this

project. I remind public servants of their obligation to the public and to the potential social, health and economic

costs of spending StS.+ biltion on WestConnex when it provides no solution to Sydney's transport needs.

ln regards to the M4 East ElS, I also object to:

. The lack of transparency in the entire WestConnex process. Billions of dollars of contracts have been let without a

full business case having been released or the project being subjected to independent Gateway reviews.

. The short 55-day timeframe in which members of the community have been given to respond to the EIS for the

M4 East. This document runs to nearly 5,000 pages, but the public was only given 55 days to respond - despite

hundreds of people calling and emailing the Minister for Planning to explain why this was not enough time.

. AECOM being paid millions of dollars of public funds to play the key role in the EIS for the M4 East. AECOM has

been awarded other WestConnex contracts that give it a huge vested interest in the project goíng ahead, and this is

demonstrated by the lack of independence and superficial analyses that characterise this ElS, ln addition, AECOM
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has been sued for being negligent in relation to its past traff¡c studies, and has already paid more than 5250 in

settlement costs.

. Having each section of the Westconnex assessed separately. Vague rationales for the whole project are used to
justify the serious negative impacts of each stage. Projects such as the Southern motorway F8, which are not even at
a planning stage, are included in the argument for the project without explanation.

. The failure to consider total negative impacts against the total claimed positive aspects. While the M4 East EIS

repeatedly makes references to the positive impact of the entire WestConnex when arguing for the project, it fails
to consider the negative impacts of the whole project - such as loss of housing, heritage and biodiversity.

. The failure to provide enough data to allow independent experts to verify the M4 East EIS's traffic analysis. For

example, a detailed study undertaken by SGS Economics & Planning for the City of Sydney concluded that
WestConnex would make traffic worse on Parramatta Rd, Victoria St and many local roads. The M4 East EIS claims it
will improve traffic, but offers very little data that would allow experts to objectively assess this analysis.

. Spending $fS.¿ ¡¡llion for small savings that will not benefit most commuters. lnstead of spending this amount of
money to benefit a very small percentage of drivers in Sydney, and cut just one minute off overall road network
traffic speeds, the NSW Government should be investing in public transport, traffic management solutions, and

regional city centres to address traffic congestion and boost NSW's economic prosperity in the long term.

. The poor analysis of alternatives undertaken in the M4 East ElS. This section of the EIS is superficial and amounts
to nothing more than a roundabout way of saying that the M4East tunnel project is preferred by WestConnex.

. The huge impact that the flow of cars and trucks out of tunnel exits will have on local roads through out the lnner
West.

. Hundreds of residents being forced from their homes and businesses for the M4 East, and the failure of the EIS to
assess the social impacts of this. Forcibly acquiring and destroying over 200 homes and businesses will result in
massive social disruption in communities. There have been numerous reports of homeowners and tenants being

inadequately compensated for the loss of their properties. These acquisitions were in motion before the EIS was

even completed. Yet the EIS Social lmpact study failed to do any direct research on the impact of forced acquisitions
on residents.

. The health risk and air quality analysis, which fails to assess the true impact of the M4 East. The claim is even made

that WestConnex will improve local air quality - which will surely make it the first motorway in history to do sol
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. The total inadequacy of the M4 East biodiversity assessment. This'analysis'is based on insufficient studies. No

attempt is made to assess cumulative impacts of the entire WestConnex project on loss of open space, gardens and

other vegetation.

. The wholesale destruction of heritage homes and precincts. This is not acceptable, particularly for a project that

will not resolve but add to Sydney's traffic congestion.

. The failure of WestConnex consultants to directly consult with business owners. Local business owners were not

approached by WestConnex about the impact the M4 East would have on their livelihoods, despite the fact that

many stand to see their businesses destroyed as thriving streets precincts are drowned in traffic.

I therefore call on the Minister for Planning to reject this proposal on the grounds that:

. Even the M4 East's inadequate traffic analysis shows that WestConnex will be at capacity by 2031.

. AECOM has not even met the basic Planning Secretary's requirements in its assessment.

. This is an outdated project that is not consistent with current trends in thinking about public transport, urban

planning and liveability of cities.

Yours sincerely,

Edward Primrose

Sydney NSW 2040, Australia
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Brent Devine

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Melanie Lukin <campaigns@good.do>

Tuesday, 27 October 2015 4:53 PM

information-Planning
WestConnex M4 East: Submission to EIS (Ref: SSI6307)

Attn: The Secretary, Dept of Planning & Environment

I wish to register my strong objection to the WestConnex M4 East proposal.

Global experience and research has shown conclusively that these kinds of toll road mega-projects are hugely

expensive and counterproductive. WestConnex will increase air pollution and traffic, and expose NSW taxpayers to

unacceptably high levels of financial risk. lt is not a long-term solution to Sydney's congestion problem.

The fact that the State Government has already signed multi-billion dollar contracts for WestConnex before this EIS

was even placed on public exhibition undermines community confidence that this is a genuine consultation process.

I recognise there is pressure on several NSW Departments, including Planning and the Environment, to approve this

project. I remind public servants of their obligation to the public and to the potential social, health and economic

costs of spending StS.¿ b¡ll¡on on WestConnex when it provides no solution to Sydney's transport needs.

ln regards to the M4 East ElS, I also object to:

. The lack of transparency in the entire WestConnex process. Billions of dollars of contracts have been let without a
full business case having been released or the project being subjected to independent Gateway reviews.

. The short 55-day timeframe in which members of the community have been given to respond to the EIS for the

M4 East. This document runs to nearly 5,000 pages, but the public was only given 55 days to respond - despite

hundreds of people calling and emailing the Minister for Planning to explain why this was not enough time.

. AECOM being paid millions of dollars of public funds to play the key role in the EIS for the M4 East. AECOM has

been awarded other WestConnex contracts that give it a huge vested interest in the project going ahead, and this is

demonstrated by the lack of independence and superficial analyses that characterise this ElS. ln addition, AECOM

has been sued for being negligent in relation to its past traffic studies, and has already paid more than 5250 ín

settlement costs.
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. Having each sect¡on of the Westconnex assessed separately. Vague rationales for the whole project are used to
justify the serious negative impacts of each stage. Projects such as the Southern motorway F8, which are not even at

a planning stage, are included in the argument for the project without explanation.

. The failure to considertotal negative impacts against the total claimed positive aspects. While the M4 East EIS

repeatedly makes references to the positive impact of the entire WestConnex when arguing for the project, it fails

to consider the negative impacts of the whole project - such as loss of housing, heritage and biodiversity.

. The failure to provide enough data to allow independent experts to verify the M4 East EIS's traffic analysis. For

example, a detailed study undertaken by SGS Economics & Planning for the City of Sydney concluded that
WestConnex would make traffic worse on Parramatta Rd, Victoria St and many local roads. The M4 East EIS claims it
will improve traffic, but offers very little data that would allow experts to objectively assess this analysis.

. Spending SfS.¿ bill¡on for small savings that will not benefit most commuters. lnstead of spending this amount of
money to benefit a very small percentage of drivers in Sydney, and cut just one minute off overall road network

traffic speeds, the NSW Government should be investing in public transport, traffic management solutions, and

regional city centres to address traffic congestion and boost NSW's economic prosperity in the long term.

. The poor analysis of alternatives undertaken in the M4 East ElS. This section of the EIS is superficial and amounts

to nothing more than a roundabout way of saying that the M4East tunnel project is preferred by WestConnex.

. The huge impact that the flow of cars and trucks out of tunnel exits will have on local roads through out the lnner

West.

. Hundreds of residents being forced from their homes and businesses for the M4 East, and the failure of the EIS to

assess the social impacts of this. Forcibly acquiring and destroying over 200 homes and businesses will result in

massive social disruption in communities. There have been numerous reports of homeowners and tenants being

inadequately compensated for the loss of their properties. These acquisitions were in motion before the EIS was

even completed. Yet the EIS Social lmpact study failed to do any direct research on the ¡mpact of forced acquisitions

on residents.

. The health risk and air quality analysis, which fails to assess the true impact of the M4 East. The claim is even made

that WestConnex will improve local air quality - which will surely make it the first motorway in history to do so!

. The total inadequacy of the M4 East biodiversity assessment. This'analysis' is based on insufficient studies. No

attempt is made to assess cumulative impacts of the entire westconnex project on loss of open space, gardens and

other vegetation.
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. The wholesale destruction of heritage homes and precincts. This is not acceptable, particularly for a project that

will not resolve but add to Sydney's traffic congestion.

. The failure of WestConnex consultants to directly consult with business owners. Local business owners were not

approached by WestConnex about the impact the M4 East would have on their livelihoods, despite the fact that

many stand to see their businesses destroyed as thriving streets precincts are drowned in traffic.

I therefore call on the Minister for Planning to reject this proposal on the grounds that

. Even the M4 East's inadequate traffic analysis shows that WestConnex will be at capacity by 2031-.

. AECOM has not even met the basic Planning Secretary's requirements in its assessment.

. This is an outdated project that is not consistent with current trends in thinking about public transport, urban

planning and liveability of cities.

Yours sincerely,

Melanie Lukin

86 Kingston St

Haberfield

Sydney NSW 2045, Australia
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Brent Devine 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

JOE RINALDI <campaigns@good.do> 
Tuesday, 27 October 2015 4:53 PM 
information-Planning 
WestConnex M4 East: Submission to EIS (Ref: SSI 6307) 

Attn: The Secretary, Dept of Planning & Environment 

I wish to register my strong objection to the WestConnex M4 East proposal. 

Global experience and research has shown conclusively that these kinds of toll road mega-projects are hugely 
expensive and counterproductive. WestConnex will increase air pollution and traffic, and expose NSW taxpayers to 
unacceptably high levels of financial risk. It is not a long-term solution to Sydney's congestion problem. 

The fact that the State Government has already signed multi-billion dollar contracts for WestConnex before this EIS 
was even placed on public exhibition undermines community confidence that this is a genuine consultation process. 

I recognise there is pressure on several NSW Departments, including Planning and the Environment, to approve this 
project. I remind public servants of their obligation to the public and to the potential social, health and economic 
costs of spending $15.4 billion on WestConnex when it provides no solution to Sydney's transport needs. 

In regards to the M4 East EIS, I also object to: 

•The lack of transparency in the entire WestConnex process. Billions of dollars of contracts have been let without a 
full business case having been released or the project being subjected to independent Gateway reviews. 

•The short 55-day timeframe in which members of the community have been given to respond to the EIS for the 
M4 East. This document runs to nearly 5,000 pages, but the public was only given 55 days to respond - despite 
hundreds of people calling and emailing the Minister for Planning to explain why this was not enough time. 

• AECOM being paid millions of dollars of public funds to play the key role in the EIS for the M4 East. AECOM has 
been awarded other WestConnex contracts that give it a huge vested interest in the project going ahead, and this is 
demonstrated by the lack of independence and superficial analyses that characterise this EIS. In addition, AECOM 
has been sued for being negligent in relation to its past traffic studies, and has already paid more than $250 in 
settlement costs. 
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• Having each section of the Westconnex assessed separately. Vague rationales for the whole project are used to 
justify the serious negative impacts of each stage. Projects such as the Southern motorway F8, which are not even at 
a planning stage, are included in the argument for the project without explanation. 

• The failure to consider total negative impacts against the total claimed positive aspects. While the M4 East EIS 
repeatedly makes references to the positive impact of the entire WestConnex when arguing for the project, it fails 
to consider the negative impacts of the whole project - such as loss of housing, heritage and biodiversity. 

• The failure to provide enough data to allow independent experts to verify the M4 East EIS's traffic analysis. For 
example, a detailed study undertaken by SGS Economics & Planning for the City of Sydney concluded that 
WestConnex would make traffic worse on Parramatta Rd, Victoria St and many local roads. The M4 East EIS claims it 
will improve traffic, but offers very little data that would allow experts to objectively assess this analysis. 

• Spending $15.4 billion for small savings that will not benefit most commuters. Instead of spending this amount of 
money to benefit a very small percentage of drivers in Sydney, and cut just one minute off overall road network 
traffic speeds, the NSW Government should be investing in public transport, traffic management solutions, and 
regional city centres to address traffic congestion and boost NSW's economic prosperity in the long term. 

•The poor analysis of alternatives undertaken in the M4 East EIS. This section of the EIS is superficial and amounts 
to nothing more than a roundabout way of saying that the M4East tunnel project is preferred by WestConnex. 

• The huge impact that the flow of cars and trucks out of tunnel exits will have on local roads through out the Inner 
West. 

• Hundreds of residents being forced from their homes and businesses for the M4 East, and the failure of the EIS to 
assess the social impacts of this. Forcibly acquiring and destroying over 200 homes and businesses will result in 
massive social disruption in communities. There have been numerous reports of homeowners and tenants being 
inadequately compensated for the loss of their properties. These acquisitions were in motion before the EIS was 
even completed. Yet the EIS Social Impact study failed to do any direct research on the impact of forced acquisitions 
on residents. 

• The health risk and air quality analysis, which fails to assess the true impact of the M4 East. The claim is even made 
that WestConnex will improve local air quality-which will surely make it the first motorway in history to do so! 

• The total inadequacy of the M4 East biodiversity assessment. This 'analysis' is based on insufficient studies. No 
attempt is made to assess cumulative impacts of the entire WestConnex project on loss of open space, gardens and 
other vegetation. 
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•The wholesale destruction of heritage homes and precincts. This is not acceptable, particularly for a project that 
will not resolve but add to Sydney's traffic congestion. 

• The failure of WestConnex consultants to directly consult with business owners. Local business owners were not 
approached by WestConnex about the impact the M4 East would have on their livelihoods, despite the fact that 
many stand to see their businesses destroyed as thriving streets precincts are drowned in traffic. 

I therefore call on the Minister for Planning to reject this proposal on the grounds that: 

• Even the M4 East's inadequate traffic analysis shows that WestConnex will be at capacity by 2031. 

• AECOM has not even met the basic Planning Secretary's requirements in its assessment. 

•This is an outdated project that is not consistent with current trends in thinking about public transport, urban 
planning and liveability of cities. 

Yours sincerely, 

JOE RINALDI 

Sydney NSW 2132, Australia 
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Brent Devine 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Nina Serova <campaigns@good.do> 
Tuesday, 27 October 2015 4:53 PM 
information-Planning 
WestConnex M4 East: Submission to EIS (Ref: SSI 6307) 

Attn: The Secretary, Dept of Planning & Environment 

I wish to register my strong objection to the WestConnex M4 East proposal. 

702. 

Global experience and research has shown conclusively that these kinds of toll road mega-projects are hugely 
expensive and counterproductive. WestConnex will increase air pollution and traffic, and expose NSW taxpayers to 
unacceptably high levels of financial risk. It is not a long-term solution to Sydney's congestion problem. 

The fact that the State Government has already signed multi-billion dollar contracts for WestConnex before this EIS 
was even placed on public exhibition undermines community confidence that this is a genuine consultation process. 

I recognise there is pressure on several NSW Departments, including Planning and the Environment, to approve this 
project. I remind public servants of their obligation to the public and to the potential social, health and economic 
costs of spending $1S.4 billion on WestConnex when it provides no solution to Sydney's transport needs. 

In regards to the M4 East EIS, I also object to : 

• The lack of transparency in the entire WestConnex process. Billions of dollars of contracts have been let without a 
full business case having been released or the project being subjected to independent Gateway reviews. 

•The short SS-day timeframe in which members of the community have been given to respond to the EIS for the 
M4 East. This document runs to nearly S,000 pages, but the public was only given SS days to respond - despite 
hundreds of people calling and emailing the Minister for Planning to explain why this was not enough time. 

• AECOM being paid millions of dollars of public funds to play the key role in the EIS for the M4 East. AECOM has 
been awarded other WestConnex contracts that give it a huge vested interest in the project going ahead, and this is 
demonstrated by the lack of independence and superficial analyses that characterise this EIS. In addition, AECOM 
has been sued for being negligent in relation to its past traffic studies, and has already paid more than $250 in 
settlement costs. 



• Having each section of the Westconnex assessed separately. Vague rationales for the whole project are used to 
justify the serious negative impacts of each stage. Projects such as the Southern motorway F8, which are not even at 
a planning stage, are included in the argument for the project without explanation. 

•The failure to consider total negative impacts against the total claimed positive aspects. While the M4 East EIS 
repeatedly makes references to the positive impact of the entire WestConnex when arguing for the project, it fails 
to consider the negative impacts of the whole project - such as loss of housing, heritage and biodiversity. 

• The failure to provide enough data to allow independent experts to verify the M4 East EIS's traffic analysis. For 
example, a detailed study undertaken by SGS Economics & Planning for the City of Sydney concluded that 
WestConnex would make traffic worse on Parramatta Rd, Victoria St and many local roads. The M4 East EIS claims it 
will improve traffic, but offers very little data that would allow experts to objectively assess this analysis. 

• Spending $15.4 billion for small savings that will not benefit most commuters. Instead of spending this amount of 
money to benefit a very small percentage of drivers in Sydney, and cut just one minute off overall road network 
traffic speeds, the NSW Government should be investing in public transport, traffic management solutions, and 
regional city centres to address traffic congestion and boost NSW's economic prosperity in the long term. 

•The poor analysis of alternatives undertaken in the M4 East EIS. This section of the EIS is superficial and amounts 
to nothing more than a roundabout way of saying that the M4East tunnel project is preferred by WestConnex. 

•The huge impact that the flow of cars and trucks out of tunnel exits will have on local roads through out the Inner 
West. 

• Hundreds of residents being forced from their homes and businesses for the M4 East, and the failure of the EIS to 
assess the social impacts of this. Forcibly acquiring and destroying over 200 homes and businesses will result in 
massive social disruption in communities. There have been numerous reports of homeowners and tenants being 
inadequately compensated for the loss of their properties. These acquisitions were in motion before the EIS was 
even completed. Yet the EIS Social Impact study failed to do any direct research on the impact of forced acquisitions 
on residents. 

• The health risk and air quality analysis, which fails to assess the true impact of the M4 East. The claim is even made 
that WestConnex will improve local air quality- which will surely make it the first motorway in history to do so ! 

•The total inadequacy of the M4 East biodiversity assessment. This 'analysis' is based on insufficient studies. No 
attempt is made to assess cumulative impacts of the entire WestConnex project on loss of open space, gardens and 
other vegetation. 
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•The wholesale destruction of heritage homes and precincts. This is not acceptable, particularly for a project that 
will not resolve but add to Sydney's traffic congestion. 

•The failure of WestConnex consultants to directly consult with business owners. Local business owners were not 
approached by WestConnex about the impact the M4 East would have on their livelihoods, despite the fact that 
many stand to see their businesses destroyed as thriving streets precincts are drowned in traffic. 

I therefore call on the Minister for Planning to reject this proposal on the grounds that: 

• Even the M4 East's inadequate traffic analysis shows that WestConnex will be at capacity by 2031. 

• AECOM has not even met the basic Planning Secretary's requirements in its assessment. 

•This is an outdated project that is not consistent with current trends in thinking about public transport, urban 
planning and liveability of cities. 
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Brent Devine 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

John Morris <campaigns@good.do> 
Tuesday, 27 October 2015 4:51 PM 
information-Planning 
WestConnex M4 East: Submission to EIS (Ref: SSI 6307) 

Attn: The Secretary, Dept of Planning & Environment 

I wish to register my strong objection to the WestConnex M4 East proposal. 

703 

I particularly object to the proposed outlet at the western approach to the Anzac Bridge. This would create total 
chaos on the bridge and its approaches from Victoria Road and the City West Link road. 

ECOM being paid millions of dollars of public funds to play the key role in the EIS for the M4 East. AECOM has been 
awarded other WestConnex contracts that give it a huge vested interest in the project going ahead, and this is 
demonstrated by the lack of independence and superficial analyses that characterise this EIS. In addition, AECOM 
has been sued for being negligent in relation to its past traffic studies, and has already paid more than $250 in 
settlement costs. 

• Having each section of the Westconnex assessed separately. Vague rationales for the whole project are used to 
justify the serious negative impacts of each stage. Projects such as the Southern motorway F8, which are not even at 
a planning stage, are included in the argument for the project without explanation. 

• The failure to consider total negative impacts against the total claimed positive aspects. While the M4 East EIS 
repeatedly makes references to the positive impact of the entire WestConnex when arguing for the project, it fails 
to consider the negative impacts of the whole project - such as loss of housing, heritage and biodiversity. 

•The failure to provide enough data to allow independent experts to verify the M4 East EIS's traffic analysis. For 
example, a detailed study undertaken by SGS Economics & Planning for the City of Sydney concluded that 
WestConnex would make traffic worse on Parramatta Rd, Victoria St and many local roads. The M4 East EIS claims it 
will improve traffic, but offers very little data that would allow experts to objectively assess this analysis. 

• Spending $15.4 billion for small savings that will not benefit most commuters. Instead of spending this amount of 
money to benefit a very small percentage of drivers in Sydney, and cut just one minute off overall road network 
traffic speeds, the NSW Government should be investing in public transport, traffic management solutions, and 
regional city centres to address traffic congestion and boost NSW's economic prosperity in the long term. 
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•The poor analysis of alternatives undertaken in the M4 East EIS. This section of the EIS is superficial and amounts 
to nothing more than a roundabout way of saying that the M4East tunnel project is preferred by WestConnex. 

•The huge impact that the flow of cars and trucks out of tunnel exits will have on local roads through out the Inner 
West. 

• Hundreds of residents being forced from their homes and businesses for the M4 East, and the failure of the EIS to 
assess the social impacts of this. Forcibly acquiring and destroying over 200 homes and businesses will result in 
massive social disruption in communities. There have been numerous reports of homeowners and tenants being 
inadequately compensated for the loss of their properties. These acquisitions were in motion before the EIS was 
even completed. Yet the EIS Social Impact study failed to do any direct research on the impact of forced acquisitions 
on residents. 

•The health risk and air quality analysis, which fails to assess the true impact of the M4 East. The claim is even made 
that WestConnex will improve local air quality- which will surely make it the first motorway in history to do so! 

•The total inadequacy of the M4 East biodiversity assessment. This 'analysis' is based on insufficient studies. No 
attempt is made to assess cumulative impacts of the entire WestConnex project on loss of open space, gardens and 
other vegetation. 

•The wholesale destruction of heritage homes and precincts. This is not acceptable, particularly for a project that 
will not resolve but add to Sydney's traffic congestion. 

•The failure of WestConnex consultants to directly consult with business owners. Local business owners were not 
approached by WestConnex about the impact the M4 East would have on their livelihoods, despite the fact that 
many stand to see their businesses destroyed as thriving streets precincts are drowned in traffic. 

I therefore call on the Minister for Planning to reject this proposal on the grounds that: 

• Even the M4 East's inadequate traffic analysis shows that WestConnex will be at capacity by 2031. 

• AECOM has not even met the basic Planning Secretary's requirements in its assessment. 

• This is an outdated project that is not consistent with current trends in thinking about public transport, urban 
planning and liveability of cities. 
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Brent Devine 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Sophie Ellis <campaigns@good.do> 
Tuesday, 27 October 2015 5:09 PM 
information-Planning 
WestConnex M4 East: Submission to EIS (Ref: SSI 6307) 

Attn: The Secretary, Dept of Planning & Environment 

I wish to register my strong objection to the WestConnex M4 East proposal. 

704--

Global experience and research has shown conclusively that these kinds of toll road mega-projects are hugely 
expensive and counterproductive. WestConnex will increase air pollution and traffic, and expose NSW taxpayers to 
unacceptably high levels of financial risk. It is not a long-term solution to Sydney's congestion problem. 

The fact that the State Government has already signed multi-billion dollar contracts for WestConnex before this EIS 
was even placed on public exhibition undermines community confidence that this is a genuine consultation process. 

I recognise there is pressure on several NSW Departments, including Planning and the Environment, to approve this 
project. I remind public servants of their obligation to the public and to the potential social, health and economic 
costs of spending $1S.4 billion on WestConnex when it provides no solution to Sydney's transport needs. 

In regards to the M4 East EIS, I also object to : 

•The lack of transparency in the entire WestConnex process. Billions of dollars of contracts have been let without a 
full business case having been released or the project being subjected to independent Gateway reviews. 

• The short SS-day timeframe in which members of the community have been given to respond to the EIS for the 
M4 East. This document runs to nearly S,000 pages, but the public was only given SS days to respond - despite 
hundreds of people calling and emailing the Minister for Planning to explain why this was not enough time. 

• AECOM being paid millions of dollars of public funds to play the key role in the EIS for the M4 East. AECOM has 
been awarded other WestConnex contracts that give it a huge vested interest in the project going ahead, and this is 
demonstrated by the lack of independence and superficial analyses that characterise this EIS. In addition, AECOM 
has been sued for being negligent in relation to its past traffic studies, and has already paid more than $2SO in 
settlement costs. 
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• Having each section of the Westconnex assessed separately. Vague rationales for the whole project are used to 
justify the serious negative impacts of each stage. Projects such as the Southern motorway F8, which are not even at 
a planning stage, are included in the argument for the project without explanation. 

•The failure to consider total negative impacts against the total claimed positive aspects. While the M4 East EIS 
repeatedly makes references to the positive impact of the entire WestConnex when arguing for the project, it fails 
to consider the negative impacts of the whole project - such as loss of housing, heritage and biodiversity. 

•The failure to provide enough data to allow independent experts to verify the M4 East EIS's traffic analysis. For 
example, a detailed study undertaken by SGS Economics & Planning for the City of Sydney concluded that 
WestConnex would make traffic worse on Parramatta Rd, Victoria St and many local roads. The M4 East EIS claims it 
will improve traffic, but offers very little data that would allow experts to objectively assess this analysis. 

• Spending $15.4 billion for small savings that will not benefit most commuters. Instead of spending this amount of 
money to benefit a very small percentage of drivers in Sydney, and cut just one minute off overall road network 
traffic speeds, the NSW Government should be investing in public transport, traffic management solutions, and 
regional city centres to address traffic congestion and boost NSW's economic prosperity in the long term. 

•The poor analysis of alternatives undertaken in the M4 East EIS. This section of the EIS is superficial and amounts 
to nothing more than a roundabout way of saying that the M4East tunnel project is preferred by WestConnex. 

•The huge impact that the flow of cars and trucks out of tunnel exits will have on local roads through out the Inner 
West. 

• Hundreds of residents being forced from their homes and businesses for the M4 East, and the failure of the EIS to 
assess the social impacts of this. Forcibly acquiring and destroying over 200 homes and businesses will result in 
massive social disruption in communities. There have been numerous reports of homeowners and tenants being 
inadequately compensated for the loss of their properties. These acquisitions were in motion before the EIS was 
even completed. Yet the EIS Social Impact study failed to do any direct research on the impact of forced acquisitions 
on residents. 

•The health risk and air quality analysis, which fails to assess the true impact of the M4 East. The claim is even made 
that WestConnex will improve local air quality- which will surely make it the first motorway in history to do so! 

•The total inadequacy of the M4 East biodiversity assessment. This 'analysis' is based on insufficient studies. No 
attempt is made to assess cumulative impacts of the entire WestConnex project on loss of open space, gardens and 
other vegetation. 
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•The wholesale destruction of heritage homes and precincts. This is not acceptable, particularly for a project that 
will not resolve but add to Sydney's traffic congestion. 

•The failure of WestConnex consultants to directly consult with business owners. Local business owners were not 
approached by WestConnex about the impact the M4 East would have on their livelihoods, despite the fact that 
many stand to see their businesses destroyed as thriving streets precincts are drowned in traffic. 

I therefore call on the Minister for Planning to reject this proposal on the grounds that: 

• Even the M4 East's inadequate traffic analysis shows that WestConnex will be at capacity by 2031. 

•AECOM has not even met the basic Planning Secretary's requirements in its assessment . 

•This is an outdated project that is not consistent with current trends in thinking about public transport, urban 
planning and liveability of cities. 

Yours sincerely, 

Sophie Ellis 

Sydney NSW 2040, Australia 
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Brent Devine 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Antoinette Cassar <campaigns@good.do> 
Tuesday, 27 October 2015 5:09 PM 
information-Planning 
WestConnex M4 East: Submission to EIS (Ref: SSI 6307) 

Attn: The Secretary, Dept of Planning & Environment 

I wish to register my strong objection to the WestConnex M4 East proposal. 
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Global experience and research has shown conclusively that these kinds of toll road mega-projects are hugely 
expensive and counterproductive. WestConnex will increase air pollution and traffic, and expose NSW taxpayers to 
unacceptably high levels of financial risk. It is not a long-term solution to Sydney's congestion problem. 

The fact that the State Government has already signed multi-billion dollar contracts for WestConnex before this EIS 
was even placed on public exhibition undermines community confidence that this is a genuine consultation process. 

I recognise there is pressure on several NSW Departments, including Planning and the Environment, to approve this 
project. I remind public servants of their obligation to the public and to the potential social, health and economic 
costs of spending $15.4 billion on WestConnex when it provides no solution to Sydney's transport needs. 

In regards to the M4 East EIS, I also object to: 

•The lack of transparency in the entire WestConnex process. Billions of dollars of contracts have been let without a 
full business case having been released or the project being subjected to independent Gateway reviews. 

• The short 55-day timeframe in which members of the community have been given to respond to the EIS for the 
M4 East. This document runs to nearly 5,000 pages, but the public was only given 55 days to respond - despite 
hundreds of people calling and emailing the Minister for Planning to explain why this was not enough time. 

• AECOM being paid millions of dollars of public funds to play the key role in the EIS for the M4 East. AECOM has 
been awarded other WestConnex contracts that give it a huge vested interest in the project going ahead, and this is 
demonstrated by the lack of independence and superficial analyses that characterise this EIS. In addition, AECOM 
has been sued for being negligent in relation to its past traffic studies, and has already paid more than $2.50 in 
settlement costs. 



• Having each section of the Westconnex assessed separately. Vague rationales for the whole project are used to 
justify the serious negative impacts of each stage. Projects such as the Southern motorway F8, which are not even at 
a planning stage, are included in the argument for the project without explanation. 

•The failure to consider total negative impacts against the total claimed positive aspects. While the M4 East EIS 
repeatedly makes references to the positive impact of the entire WestConnex when arguing for the project, it fails 
to consider the negative impacts of the whole project - such as loss of housing, heritage and biodiversity. 

•The failure to provide enough data to allow independent experts to verify the M4 East EIS's traffic analysis. For 
example, a detailed study undertaken by SGS Economics & Planning for the City of Sydney concluded that 
WestConnex would make traffic worse on Parramatta Rd, Victoria St and many local roads. The M4 East EIS claims it 
will improve traffic, but offers very little data that would allow experts to objectively assess this analysis. 

• Spending $15.4 billion for small savings that will not benefit most commuters. Instead of spending this amount of 
money to benefit a very small percentage of drivers in Sydney, and cut just one minute off overall road network 
traffic speeds, the NSW Government should be investing in public transport, traffic management solutions, and 
regional city centres to address traffic congestion and boost NSW's economic prosperity in the long term. 

•The poor analysis of alternatives undertaken in the M4 East EIS. This section of the EIS is superficial and amounts 
to nothing more than a roundabout way of saying that the M4East tunnel project is preferred by WestConnex. 

• The huge impact that the flow of cars and trucks out of tunnel exits will have on local roads through out the Inner 
West. 

• Hundreds of residents being forced from their homes and businesses for the M4 East, and the failure of the EIS to 
assess the social impacts of this. Forcibly acquiring and destroying over 200 homes and businesses will result in 
massive social disruption in communities. There have been numerous reports of homeowners and tenants being 
inadequately compensated for the loss of their properties. These acquisitions were in motion before the EIS was 
even completed. Yet the EIS Social Impact study failed to do any direct research on the impact of forced acquisitions 
on residents. 

• The health risk and air quality analysis, which fails to assess the true impact of the M4 East. The claim is even made 
that WestConnex will improve local air quality- which will surely make it the first motorway in history to do so! 

•The total inadequacy of the M4 East biodiversity assessment. This 'analysis' is based on insufficient studies. No 
attempt is made to assess cumulative impacts of the entire WestConnex project on loss of open space, gardens and 
other vegetation. 
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•The wholesale destruction of heritage homes and precincts. This is not acceptable, particularly for a project that 
will not resolve but add to Sydney's traffic congestion. 

•The failure of WestConnex consultants to directly consult with business owners. Local business owners were not 
approached by WestConnex about the impact the M4 East would have on their livelihoods, despite the fact that 
many stand to see their businesses destroyed as thriving streets precincts are drowned in traffic. 

I therefore call on the Minister for Planning to reject this proposal on the grounds that: 

• Even the M4 East's inadequate traffic analysis shows that WestConnex will be at capacity by 2031. 

• AECOM has not even met the basic Planning Secretary's requirements in its assessment. 

•This is an outdated project that is not consistent with current trends in thinking about public transport, urban 
planning and liveability of cities. 

Yours sincerely, 

Antoinette Cassar 

Sydney NSW 2042, Australia 
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Brent Devine 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Annie wright <campaigns@good.do> 
Tuesday, 27 October 2015 5:08 PM 
information-Planning 
WestConnex M4 East: Submission to EIS (Ref: SSI 6307) 

Attn: The Secretary, Dept of Planning & Environment 

I wish to register my strong objection to the WestConnex M4 East proposal. 
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Global experience and research has shown conclusively that these kinds of toll road mega-projects are hugely 
expensive and counterproductive. WestConnex will increase air pollution and traffic, and expose NSW taxpayers to 
unacceptably high levels of financial risk. It is not a long-term solution to Sydney's congestion problem. 

The fact that the State Government has already signed multi-billion dollar contracts for WestConnex before this EIS 
was even placed on public exhibition undermines community confidence that this is a genuine consultation process. 

I recognise there is pressure on several NSW Departments, including Planning and the Environment, to approve this 
project. I remind public servants of their obligation to the public and to the potential social, health and economic 
costs of spending $15.4 billion on WestConnex when it provides no solution to Sydney's transport needs. 

In regards to the M4 East EIS, I also object to : 

•The lack of transparency in the entire WestConnex process. Billions of dollars of contracts have been let without a 
full business case having been released or the project being subjected to independent Gateway reviews. 

•The short 55-day timeframe in which members of the community have been given to respond to the EIS for the 
M4 East. This document runs to nearly 5,000 pages, but the public was only given 55 days to respond - despite 
hundreds of people calling and emailing the Minister for Planning to explain why this was not enough time. 

• AECOM being paid millions of dollars of publ ic funds to play the key role in the EIS for the M4 East. AECOM has 
been awarded other WestConnex contracts that give it a huge vested interest in the project going ahead, and this is 
demonstrated by the lack of independence and superficial analyses that characterise this EIS. In addition, AECOM 
has been sued for being negligent in relation to its past traffic studies, and has already paid more than $250 in 
settlement costs. 



• Having each section of the Westconnex assessed separately. Vague rationales for the whole project are used to 
justify the serious negative impacts of each stage. Projects such as the Southern motorway F8, which are not even at 
a planning stage, are included in the argument for the project without explanation. 

• The failure to consider total negative impacts against the total claimed positive aspects. While the M4 East EIS 
repeatedly makes references to the positive impact of the entire WestConnex when arguing for the project, it fails 
to consider the negative impacts of the whole project - such as loss of housing, heritage and biodiversity. 

•The failure to provide enough data to allow independent experts to verify the M4 East EIS's traffic analysis. For 
example, a detailed study undertaken by SGS Economics & Planning for the City of Sydney concluded that 
WestConnex would make traffic worse on Parramatta Rd, Victoria St and many local roads. The M4 East EIS claims it 
will improve traffic, but offers very little data that would allow experts to objectively assess this analysis. 

• Spending $15.4 billion for small savings that will not benefit most commuters. Instead of spending this amount of 
money to benefit a very small percentage of drivers in Sydney, and cut just one minute off overall road network 
traffic speeds, the NSW Government should be investing in public transport, traffic management solutions, and 
regional city centres to address traffic congestion and boost NSW's economic prosperity in the long term. 

•The poor analysis of alternatives undertaken in the M4 East EIS. This section of the EIS is superficial and amounts 
to nothing more than a roundabout way of saying that the M4East tunnel project is preferred by WestConnex. 

• The huge impact that the flow of cars and trucks out of tunnel exits will have on local roads through out the Inner 
West. 

• Hundreds of residents being forced from their homes and businesses for the M4 East, and the failure of the EIS to 
assess the social impacts of this. Forcibly acquiring and destroying over 200 homes and businesses will result in 
massive social disruption in communities. There have been numerous reports of homeowners and tenants being 
inadequately compensated for the loss of their properties. These acquisitions were in motion before the EIS was 
even completed. Yet the EIS Social Impact study failed to do any direct research on the impact of forced acquisitions 
on residents. 

• The health risk and air quality analysis, which fails to assess the true impact of the M4 East. The claim is even made 
that WestConnex will improve local air quality-which will surely make it the first motorway in history to do so ! 

• The total inadequacy of the M4 East biodiversity assessment. This 'analysis' is based on insufficient studies. No 
attempt is made to assess cumulative impacts of the entire WestConnex project on loss of open space, gardens and 
other vegetation. 
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•The wholesale destruction of heritage homes and precincts. This is not acceptable, particularly for a project that 
will not resolve but add to Sydney's traffic congestion. 

•The failure of WestConnex consultants to directly consult with business owners. Local business owners were not 
approached by WestConnex about the impact the M4 East would have on their livelihoods, despite the fact that 
many stand to see their businesses destroyed as thriving streets precincts are drowned in traffic. 

I therefore call on the Minister for Planning to reject this proposal on the grounds that: 

• Even the M4 East's inadequate traffic analysis shows that WestConnex will be at capacity by 2031. 

• AECOM has not even met the basic Planning Secretary's requirements in its assessment. 

• This is an outdated project that is not consistent with current trends in thinking about public transport, urban 
planning and liveability of cities. 

Yours sincerely, 

Annie wright 

Sydney NSW 2044, Australia 
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Brent Devine 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

David Fairburn <campaigns@good.do> 
Tuesday, 27 October 2015 5:06 PM 
information-Planning 
WestConnex M4 East Submission to EIS (Ref: SSI 6307) 

Attn: The Secretary, Dept of Planning & Environment 

I wish to register my strong objection to the WestConnex M4 East proposal. 
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Global experience and research has shown conclusively that these kinds of toll road mega-projects are hugely 
expensive and counterproductive. WestConnex will increase air pollution and traffic, and expose NSW taxpayers to 
unacceptably high levels of financial risk. It is not a long-term solution to Sydney's congestion problem. 

The fact that the State Government has already signed multi-billion dollar contracts for WestConnex before this EIS 
was even placed on public exhibition undermines community confidence that this is a genuine consultation process. 

I recognise there is pressure on several NSW Departments, including Planning and the Environment, to approve this 
project. I remind public servants of their obligation to the public and to the potential social, health and economic 
costs of spending $15.4 billion on WestConnex when it provides no solution to Sydney's transport needs. 

In regards to the M4 East EIS, I also object to : 

•The lack of transparency in the entire WestConnex process. Billions of dollars of contracts have been let without a 
full business case having been released or the project being subjected to independent Gateway reviews. 

• The short 55-day timeframe in which members of the community have been given to respond to the EIS for the 
M4 East. This document runs to nearly 5,000 pages, but the public was only given 55 days to respond - despite 
hundreds of people calling and emailing the Minister for Planning to explain why this was not enough time. 

• AECOM being paid millions of dollars of public funds to play the key role in the EIS for the M4 East. AECOM has 
been awarded other WestConnex contracts that give it a huge vested interest in the project going ahead, and this is 
demonstrated by the lack of independence and superficial analyses that characterise this EIS. In addition, AECOM 
has been sued for being negligent in relation to its past traffic studies, and has already paid more than $250 in 
settlement costs. 
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• Having each section of the Westconnex assessed separately. Vague rationales for the whole project are used to 
justify the serious negative impacts of each stage. Projects such as the Southern motorway F8, which are not even at 
a planning stage, are included in the argument for the project without explanation. 

• The failure to consider total negative impacts against the total claimed positive aspects. While the M4 East EIS 
repeatedly makes references to the positive impact of the entire WestConnex when arguing for the project, it fa ils 
to consider the negative impacts of the whole project - such as loss of housing, heritage and biodiversity. 

• The failure to provide enough data to allow independent experts to verify the M4 East EIS's traffic analysis. For 
example, a detailed study undertaken by SGS Economics & Planning for the City of Sydney concluded that 
WestConnex would make traffic worse on Parramatta Rd, Victoria St and many local roads. The M4 East EIS claims it 
will improve traffic, but offers very little data that would allow experts to objectively assess this analysis. 

• Spending $15.4 billion for small savings that will not benefit most commuters. Instead of spending this amount of 
money to benefit a very small percentage of drivers in Sydney, and cut just one minute off overall road network 
traffic speeds, the NSW Government should be investing in public transport, traffic management solutions, and 
regional city centres to address traffic congestion and boost NSW's economic prosperity in the long term. 

•The poor analysis of alternatives undertaken in the M4 East EIS. This section of the EIS is superficial and amounts 
to nothing more than a roundabout way of saying that the M4East tunnel project is preferred by WestConnex. 

•The huge impact that the flow of cars and trucks out of tunnel exits will have on local roads through out the Inner 
West. 

• Hundreds of residents being forced from their homes and businesses for the M4 East, and the failure of the EIS to 
assess the social impacts of this. Forcibly acquiring and destroying over 200 homes and businesses will result in 
massive social disruption in communities. There have been numerous reports of homeowners and tenants being 
inadequately compensated for the loss of their properties. These acquisitions were in motion before the EIS was 
even completed. Yet the EIS Social Impact study failed to do any direct research on the impact of forced acquisitions 
on residents. 

•The health risk and air quality analysis, which fails to assess the true impact of the M4 East. The claim is even made 
that WestConnex will improve local air quality- which will surely make it the first motorway in history to do so! 

•The total inadequacy of the M4 East biodiversity assessment. This 'analysis' is based on insufficient studies. No 
attempt is made to assess cumulative impacts of the entire WestConnex project on loss of open space, gardens and 
other vegetation. 
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•The wholesale destruction of heritage homes and precincts. This is not acceptable, particularly for a project that 
will not resolve but add to Sydney's traffic congestion. 

•The failure of WestConnex consultants to directly consult with business owners. Local business owners were not 
approached by WestConnex about the impact the M4 East would have on their livelihoods, despite the fact that 
many stand to see their businesses destroyed as thriving streets precincts are drowned in traffic. 

I therefore call on the Minister for Planning to reject this proposal on the grounds that: 

• Even the M4 East's inadequate traffic analysis shows that WestConnex will be at capacity by 2031. 

• AECOM has not even met the basic Planning Secretary's requirements in its assessment. 

• This is an outdated project that is not consistent with current trends in thinking about public transport, urban 
planning and liveability of cities. 

Yours sincerely, 

David Fairburn 

Sydney NSW 2206, Australia 
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Brent Devine 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Alicia Rose <campaigns@good.do> 
Tuesday, 27 October 2015 5:05 PM 
information-Planning 
WestConnex M4 East Submission to EIS (Ref: SSI 6307) 

Attn: The Secretary, Dept of Planning & Environment 

I wish to register my strong objection to the WestConnex M4 East proposal. 
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Global experience and research has shown conclusively that these kinds of toll road mega-projects are hugely 
expensive and counterproductive. WestConnex will increase air pollution and traffic, and expose NSW taxpayers to 
unacceptably high levels of financial risk. It is not a long-term solution to Sydney's congestion problem. 

The fact that the State Government has already signed multi-billion dollar contracts for WestConnex before this EIS 
was even placed on public exhibition undermines community confidence that this is a genuine consultation process. 

I recognise there is pressure on several NSW Departments, including Planning and the Environment, to approve this 
project. I remind public servants of their obligation to the public and to the potential social, health and economic 
costs of spending $15.4 billion on WestConnex when it provides no solution to Sydney's transport needs. 

In regards to the M4 East EIS, I also object to: 

• The lack of transparency in the entire WestConnex process. Billions of dollars of contracts have been let without a 
full business case having been released or the project being subjected to independent Gateway reviews. 

•The short 55-day timeframe in which members of the community have been given to respond to the EIS for the 
M4 East. This document runs to nearly 5,000 pages, but the public was only given 55 days to respond - despite 
hundreds of people calling and emailing the Minister for Planning to explain why this was not enough time. 

• AECOM being paid millions of dollars of public funds to play the key role in the EIS for the M4 East. AECOM has 
been awarded other WestConnex contracts that give it a huge vested interest in the project going ahead, and this is 
demonstrated by the lack of independence and superficial analyses that characterise this EIS. In addition, AECOM 
has been sued for being negligent in relation to its past traffic studies, and has already paid more than $250 in 
settlement costs. 
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• Having each section of the Westconnex assessed separately. Vague rationales for the whole project are used to 
justify the serious negative impacts of each stage. Projects such as the Southern motorway F8, which are not even at 
a planning stage, are included in the argument for the project without explanation. 

• The failure to consider total negative impacts against the total claimed positive aspects. While the M4 East EIS 
repeatedly makes references to the positive impact of the entire WestConnex when arguing for the project, it fails 
to consider the negative impacts of the whole project - such as loss of housing, heritage and biodiversity. 

•The failure to provide enough data to allow independent experts to verify the M4 East EIS's traffic analysis. For 
example, a detailed study undertaken by SGS Economics & Planning for the City of Sydney concluded that 
WestConnex would make traffic worse on Parramatta Rd, Victoria St and many local roads. The M4 East EIS claims it 
will improve traffic, but offers very little data that would allow experts to objectively assess this analysis. 

• Spending $15.4 billion for small savings that will not benefit most commuters. Instead of spending this amount of 
money to benefit a very small percentage of drivers in Sydney, and cut just one minute off overall road network 
traffic speeds, the NSW Government should be investing in public transport, traffic management solutions, and 
regional city centres to address traffic congestion and boost NSW's economic prosperity in the long term. 

• The poor analysis of alternatives undertaken in the M4 East EIS. This section of the EIS is superficial and amounts 
to nothing more than a roundabout way of saying that the M4East tunnel project is preferred by WestConnex. 

•The huge impact that the flow of cars and trucks out of tunnel exits will have on local roads through out the Inner 
West. 

• Hundreds of residents being forced from their homes and businesses for the M4 East, and the failure of the EIS to 
assess the social impacts of this. Forcibly acquiring and destroying over 200 homes and businesses will result in 
massive social disruption in communities. There have been numerous reports of homeowners and tenants being 
inadequately compensated for the loss of their properties. These acquisitions were in motion before the EIS was 
even completed. Yet the EIS Social Impact study failed to do any direct research on the impact of forced acquisitions 
on residents. 

•The health risk and air quality analysis, which fails to assess the true impact of the M4 East. The claim is even made 
that WestConnex will improve local air quality-which will surely make it the first motorway in history to do so! 

• The total inadequacy of the M4 East biodiversity assessment. This 'analysis' is based on insufficient studies. No 
attempt is made to assess cumulative impacts of the entire WestConnex project on loss of open space, gardens and 
other vegetation. 
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• The wholesale destruction of heritage homes and precincts. This is not acceptable, particularly for a project that 
will not resolve but add to Sydney's traffic congestion . 

•The failure of WestConnex consultants to directly consult with business owners. Local business owners were not 
approached by WestConnex about the impact the M4 East would have on their livelihoods, despite the fact that 
many stand to see their businesses destroyed as thriving streets precincts are drowned in traffic. 

I therefore call on the Minister for Planning to reject this proposal on the grounds that: 

• Even the M4 East's inadequate traffic analysis shows that WestConnex will be at capacity by 2031. 

• AECOM has not even met the basic Planning Secretary's requirements in its assessment. 

•This is an outdated project that is not consistent with current trends in thinking about public transport, urban 
planning and liveability of cities. 

Yours sincerely, 

Alicia Rose 

Sydney NSW 2047, Australia 
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Brent Devine 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Catherine Butera <campaigns@good.do> 
Tuesday, 27 October 201S S:04 PM 
information-Planning 
WestConnex M4 East: Submission to EIS (Ref: SSI 6307) 

Attn: The Secretary, Dept of Planning & Environment 

I wish to register my strong objection to the WestConnex M4 East proposal. 
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Global experience and research has shown conclusively that these kinds of toll road mega-projects are hugely 
expensive and counterproductive. WestConnex will increase air pollution and traffic, and expose NSW taxpayers to 
unacceptably high levels of financial risk. It is not a long-term solution to Sydney's congestion problem. 

The fact that the State Government has already signed multi-billion dollar contracts for WestConnex before this EIS 
was even placed on public exhibition undermines community confidence that this is a genuine consultation process. 

I recognise there is pressure on several NSW Departments, including Planning and the Environment, to approve this 
project. I remind public servants of their obligation to the public and to the potential social, health and economic 
costs of spending $15.4 billion on WestConnex when it provides no solution to Sydney's transport needs. 

In regards to the M4 East EIS, I also object to: 

• The lack of transparency in the entire WestConnex process. Billions of dollars of contracts have been let without a 
full business case having been released or the project being subjected to independent Gateway reviews. 

• The short SS-day timeframe in which members of the community have been given to respond to the EIS for the 
M4 East. This document runs to nearly 5,000 pages, but the public was only given SS days to respond - despite 
hundreds of people calling and emailing the Minister for Planning to explain why this was not enough time. 

• AECOM being paid millions of dollars of public funds to play the key role in the EIS for the M4 East. AECOM has 
been awarded other WestConnex contracts that give it a huge vested interest in the project going ahead, and this is 
demonstrated by the lack of independence and superficial analyses that characterise this EIS. In addition, AECOM 
has been sued for being negligent in relation to its past traffic studies, and has already paid more than $250 in 
settlement costs. 
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• Having each section of the Westconnex assessed separately. Vague rationales for the whole project are used to 
justify the serious negative impacts of each stage. Projects such as the Southern motorway F8, which are not even at 
a planning stage, are included in the argument for the project without explanation. 

•The failure to consider total negative impacts against the total claimed positive aspects. While the M4 East EIS 
repeatedly makes references to the positive impact of the entire WestConnex when arguing for the project, it fails 
to consider the negative impacts of the whole project - such as loss of housing, heritage and biodiversity. 

•The failure to provide enough data to allow independent experts to verify the M4 East EIS's traffic analysis. For 
example, a detailed study undertaken by SGS Economics & Planning for the City of Sydney concluded that 
WestConnex would make traffic worse on Parramatta Rd, Victoria St and many local roads. The M4 East EIS claims it 
will improve traffic, but offers very little data that would allow experts to objectively assess this analysis. 

•Spending $15.4 billion for small savings that will not benefit most commuters. Instead of spending this amount of 
money to benefit a very small percentage of drivers in Sydney, and cut just one minute off overall road network 
traffic speeds, the NSW Government should be investing in public transport, traffic management solutions, and 
regional city centres to address traffic congestion and boost NSW's economic prosperity in the long term. 

•The poor analysis of alternatives undertaken in the M4 East EIS. This section of the EIS is superficial and amounts 
to nothing more than a roundabout way of saying that the M4East tunnel project is preferred by WestConnex. 

•The huge impact that the flow of cars and trucks out of tunnel exits will have on local roads through out the Inner 
West. 

• Hundreds of residents being forced from their homes and businesses for the M4 East, and the failure of the EIS to 
assess the social impacts of this. Forcibly acquiring and destroying over 200 homes and businesses will result in 
massive social disruption in communities. There have been numerous reports of homeowners and tenants being 
inadequately compensated for the loss of their properties. These acquisitions were in motion before the EIS was 
even completed. Yet the EIS Social Impact study failed to do any direct research on the impact of forced acquisitions 
on residents. 

•The health risk and air quality analysis, which fails to assess the true impact of the M4 East. The claim is even made 
that WestConnex will improve local air quality-which will surely make it the first motorway in history to do so! 

• The total inadequacy of the M4 East biodiversity assessment. This 'analysis' is based on insufficient studies. No 
attempt is made to assess cumulative impacts of the entire WestConnex project on loss of open space, gardens and 
other vegetation. 
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• The wholesale destruction of heritage homes and precincts. This is not acceptable, particularly for a project that 
will not resolve but add to Sydney's traffic congestion. 

• The failure of WestConnex consultants to directly consult with business owners. Local business owners were not 
approached by WestConnex about the impact the M4 East would have on their livelihoods, despite the fact that 
many stand to see their businesses destroyed as thriving streets precincts are drowned in traffic. 

I therefore call on the Minister for Planning to reject this proposal on the grounds that: 

• Even the M4 East's inadequate traffic analysis shows that WestConnex will be at capacity by 2031. 

• AECOM has not even met the basic Planning Secretary's requirements in its assessment. 

•This is an outdated project that is not consistent with current trends in thinking about public transport, urban 
planning and liveability of cities. 

Yours sincerely, 

Catherine Butera 

Sydney NSW 2045, Australia 
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Brent Devine 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

liz greaves <campaigns@good.do> 
Tuesday, 27 October 2015 5:01 PM 
information-Planning 
WestConnex M4 East: Submission to EIS (Ref: SSI 6307) 

Attn: The Secretary, Dept of Planning & Environment 

I wish to register my strong objection to the WestConnex M4 East proposal. 
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Global experience and research has shown conclusively that these kinds of toll road mega-projects are hugely 
expensive and counterproductive. WestConnex will increase air pollution and traffic, and expose NSW taxpayers to 
unacceptably high levels of financial risk. It is not a long-term solution to Sydney's congestion problem. 

The fact that the State Government has already signed multi-billion dollar contracts for WestConnex before this EIS 
was even placed on public exhibition undermines community confidence that this is a genuine consultation process. 

I recognise there is pressure on several NSW Departments, including Planning and the Environment, to approve this 
project. I remind public servants of their obligation to the public and to the potential social, health and economic 
costs of spending $15.4 billion on WestConnex when it provides no solution to Sydney's transport needs. 

In regards to the M4 East EIS, I also object to: 

• The lack of transparency in the entire WestConnex process. Billions of dollars of contracts have been let without a 
full business case having been released or the project being subjected to independent Gateway reviews. 

• The short 55-day timeframe in which members of the community have been given to respond to the EIS for the 
M4 East. This document runs to nearly 5,000 pages, but the public was only given 55 days to respond - despite 
hundreds of people calling and emailing the Minister for Planning to explain why this was not enough time. 

• AECOM being paid millions of dollars of public funds to play the key role in the EIS for the M4 East. AECOM has 
been awarded other WestConnex contracts that give it a huge vested interest in the project going ahead, and this is 
demonstrated by the lack of independence and superficial analyses that characterise this EIS. In addition, AECOM 
has been sued for being negligent in relation to its past traffic studies, and has already paid more than $250 in 
settlement costs. 
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• Having each section of the Westconnex assessed separately. Vague rationales for the whole project are used to 
justify the serious negative impacts of each stage. Projects such as the Southern motorway F8, which are not even at 
a planning stage, are included in the argument for the project without explanation. 

•The failure to consider total negative impacts against the total claimed positive aspects. While the M4 East EIS 
repeatedly makes references to the positive impact of the entire WestConnex when arguing for the project, it fails 
to consider the negative impacts of the whole project - such as loss of housing, heritage and biodiversity. 

•The failure to provide enough data to allow independent experts to verify the M4 East EIS's traffic analysis. For 
example, a detailed study undertaken by SGS Economics & Planning for the City of Sydney concluded that 
WestConnex would make traffic worse on Parramatta Rd, Victoria St and many local roads. The M4 East EIS claims it 
will improve traffic, but offers very little data that would allow experts to objectively assess this analysis. 

• Spending $15.4 billion for small savings that will not benefit most commuters. Instead of spending this amount of 
money to benefit a very small percentage of drivers in Sydney, and cut just one minute off overall road network 
traffic speeds, the NSW Government should be investing in public transport, traffic management solutions, and 
regional city centres to address traffic congestion and boost NSW's economic prosperity in the long term. 

•The poor analysis of alternatives undertaken in the M4 East EIS. This section of the EIS is superficial and amounts 
to nothing more than a roundabout way of saying that the M4East tunnel project is preferred by WestConnex. 

•The huge impact that the flow of cars and trucks out of tunnel exits wilt have on local roads through out the Inner 
West. 

• Hundreds of residents being forced from their homes and businesses for the M4 East, and the failure of the EIS to 
assess the social impacts of this. Forcibly acquiring and destroying over 200 homes and businesses will result in 
massive social disruption in communities. There have been numerous reports of homeowners and tenants being 
inadequately compensated for the loss of their properties. These acquisitions were in motion before the EIS was 
even completed. Yet the EIS Social Impact study failed to do any direct research on the impact of forced acquisitions 
on residents. 

•The health risk and air quality analysis, which fails to assess the true impact of the M4 East. The claim is even made 
that WestConnex will improve local air quality- which will surely make it the first motorway in history to do so! 

•The total inadequacy of the M4 East biodiversity assessment. This 'analysis' is based on insufficient studies. No 
attempt is made to assess cumulative impacts of the entire WestConnex project on loss of open space, gardens and 
other vegetation. 
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•The wholesale destruction of heritage homes and precincts. This is not acceptable, particularly for a project that 
will not resolve but add to Sydney's traffic congestion . 

• The failure of WestConnex consultants to directly consult with business owners. Local business owners were not 
approached by WestConnex about the impact the M4 East would have on their livelihoods, despite the fact that 
many stand to see their businesses destroyed as thriving streets precincts are drowned in traffic. 

I therefore call on the Minister for Planning to reject this proposal on the grounds that: 

• Even the M4 East's inadequate traffic analysis shows that WestConnex will be at capacity by 2031. 

• AECOM has not even met the basic Planning Secretary's requirements in its assessment. 

• This is an outdated project that is not consistent with current trends in thinking about public transport, urban 
planning and liveability of cities. 

Yours sincerely, 

liz greaves 

Sydney NSW 2206, Australia 
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Brent Devine 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Jane Randell <campaigns@good.do> 
Tuesday, 27 October 2015 5:01 PM 
information-Planning 
WestConnex M4 East: Submission to EIS (Ref: SSI 6307) 

Attn: The Secretary, Dept of Planning & Environment 

I wish to register my strong objection to the WestConnex M4 East proposal. 
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Global experience and research has shown conclusively that these kinds of toll road mega-projects are hugely 
expensive and counterproductive. WestConnex will increase air pollution and traffic, and expose NSW taxpayers to 
unacceptably high levels of financial risk. It is not a long-term solution to Sydney's congestion problem. 

The fact that the State Government has already signed multi-billion dollar contracts for WestConnex before this EIS 
was even placed on public exhibition undermines community confidence that this is a genuine consultation process. 

I recognise there is pressure on several NSW Departments, including Planning and the Environment, to approve this 
project. I remind public servants of their obligation to the public and to the potential social, health and economic 
costs of spending $15.4 billion on WestConnex when it provides no solution to Sydney's transport needs. 

In regards to the M4 East EIS, I also object to: 

• The lack of transparency in the entire WestConnex process. Billions of dollars of contracts have been let without a 
full business case having been released or the project being subjected to independent Gateway reviews. 

• The short 55-day timeframe in which members of the community have been given to respond to the EIS for the 
M4 East. This document runs to nearly 5,000 pages, but the public was only given 55 days to respond -despite 
hundreds of people calling and emailing the Minister for Planning to explain why this was not enough time. 

• AECOM being paid millions of dollars of public funds to play the key role in the EIS for the M4 East. AECOM has 
been awarded other WestConnex contracts that give it a huge vested interest in the project going ahead, and this is 
demonstrated by the lack of independence and superficial analyses that characterise this EIS. In addition, AECOM 
has been sued for being negligent in relation to its past traffic studies, and has already paid more than $250 in 
settlement costs. 
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• Having each section of the Westconnex assessed separately. Vague rationales for the whole project are used to 
justify the serious negative impacts of each stage. Projects such as the Southern motorway F8, which are not even at 
a planning stage, are included in the argument for the project without explanation. 

• The failure to consider total negative impacts against the total claimed positive aspects. While the M4 East EIS 
repeatedly makes references to the positive impact of the entire WestConnex when arguing for the project, it fails 
to consider the negative impacts of the whole project - such as loss of housing, heritage and biodiversity. 

•The failure to provide enough data to allow independent experts to verify the M4 East EIS's traffic analysis. For 
example, a detailed study undertaken by SGS Economics & Planning for the City of Sydney concluded that 
WestConnex would make traffic worse on Parramatta Rd, Victoria St and many local roads. The M4 East EIS claims it 
will improve traffic, but offers very little data that would allow experts to objectively assess this analysis. 

• Spending $15.4 billion for small savings that will not benefit most commuters. Instead of spending this amount of 
money to benefit a very small percentage of drivers in Sydney, and cut just one minute off overall road network 
traffic speeds, the NSW Government should be investing in public transport, traffic management solutions, and 
regional city centres to address traffic congestion and boost NSW's economic prosperity in the long term. 

•The poor analysis of alternatives undertaken in the M4 East EIS. This section of the EIS is superficial and amounts 
to nothing more than a roundabout way of saying that the M4East tunnel project is preferred by WestConnex. 

•The huge impact that the flow of cars and trucks out of tunnel exits will have on local roads through out the Inner 
West. 

• Hundreds of residents being forced from their homes and businesses for the M4 East, and the failure of the EIS to 
assess the social impacts of this. Forcibly acquiring and destroying over 200 homes and businesses will result in 
massive social disruption in communities. There have been numerous reports of homeowners and tenants being 
inadequately compensated for the loss of their properties. These acquisitions were in motion before the EIS was 
even completed. Yet the EIS Social Impact study failed to do any direct research on the impact of forced acquisitions 
on residents. 

•The health risk and air quality analysis, which fails to assess the true impact of the M4 East. The claim is even made 
that WestConnex will improve local air quality-which will surely make it the first motorway in history to do so! 

•The total inadequacy of the M4 East biodiversity assessment. This 'analysis' is based on insufficient studies. No 
attempt is made to assess cumulative impacts of the entire WestConnex project on loss of open space, gardens and 
other vegetation. 
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•The wholesale destruction of heritage homes and precincts. This is not acceptable, particularly for a project that 
will not resolve but add to Sydney's traffic congestion. 

• The failure of WestConnex consultants to directly consult with business owners. Local business owners were not 
approached by WestConnex about the impact the M4 East would have on their livelihoods, despite the fact that 
many stand to see their businesses destroyed as thriving streets precincts are drowned in traffic. 

I therefore call on the Minister for Planning to reject this proposal on the grounds that: 

• Even the M4 East's inadequate traffic analysis shows that WestConnex will be at capacity by 2031. 

• AECOM has not even met the basic Planning Secretary's requirements in its assessment. 

•This is an outdated project that is not consistent with current trends in thinking about public transport, urban 
planning and liveability of cities. 

Yours sincerely, 

Jane Randell 

Sydney NSW 2131, Australia 
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Brent Devine 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Tim Stuparich <campaigns@good.do> 
Tuesday, 27 October 2015 4:59 PM 
information-Planning 
WestConnex M4 East: Submission to EIS (Ref: SSI 6307) 

Attn: The Secretary, Dept of Planning & Environment 

I wish to register my strong objection to the WestConnex M4 East proposal. 
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Global experience and research has shown conclusively that these kinds of toll road mega-projects are hugely 
expensive and counterproductive. WestConnex will increase air pollution and traffic, and expose NSW taxpayers to 
unacceptably high levels of financial risk. It is not a long-term solution to Sydney's congestion problem. 

The fact that the State Government has already signed multi-billion dollar contracts for WestConnex before this EIS 
was even placed on public exhibition undermines community confidence that this is a genuine consultation process. 

I recognise there is pressure on several NSW Departments, including Planning and the Environment, to approve this 
project. I remind public servants of their obligation to the public and to the potential social, health and economic 
costs of spending $15.4 billion on WestConnex when it provides no solution to Sydney's transport needs. 

In regards to the M4 East EIS, I also object to: 

• The lack of transparency in the entire WestConnex process. Billions of dollars of contracts have been let without a 
full business case having been released or the project being subjected to independent Gateway reviews. 

•The short 55-day timeframe in which members of the community have been given to respond to the EIS for the 
M4 East. This document runs to nearly 5,000 pages, but the public was only given 55 days to respond - despit e 
hundreds of people calling and emailing the Minister for Planning to explain why this was not enough time. 

• AECOM being paid millions of dollars of public funds to play the key role in the EIS for the M4 East. AECOM has 
been awarded other WestConnex contracts that give it a huge vested interest in the project going ahead, and this is 
demonstrated by the lack of independence and superficial analyses that characterise this EIS. In addition, AECOM 
has been sued for being negligent in relation to its past traffic studies, and has already paid more than $250 in 
settlement costs. 
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• Having each section of the Westconnex assessed separately. Vague rationales for the whole project are used to 
justify the serious negative impacts of each stage. Projects such as the Southern motorway F8, which are not even at 
a planning stage, are included in the argument for the project without explanation. 

•The failure to consider total negative impacts against the total claimed positive aspects. While the M4 East EIS 
repeatedly makes references to the positive impact of the entire WestConnex when arguing for the project, it fails 
to consider the negative impacts of the whole project - such as loss of housing, heritage and biodiversity. 

• The failure to provide enough data to allow independent experts to verify the M4 East EIS's traffic analysis. For 
example, a detailed study undertaken by SGS Economics & Planning for the City of Sydney concluded that 
WestConnex would make traffic worse on Parramatta Rd, Victoria St and many local roads. The M4 East EIS claims it 
will improve traffic, but offers very little data that would allow experts to objectively assess this analysis. 

• Spending $15.4 billion for small savings that will not benefit most commuters. Instead of spending this amount of 
money to benefit a very small percentage of drivers in Sydney, and cut just one minute off overall road network 
traffic speeds, the NSW Government should be investing in public transport, traffic management solutions, and 
regional city centres to address traffic congestion and boost NSW's economic prosperity in the long term. 

•The poor analysis of alternatives undertaken in the M4 East EIS. This section of the EIS is superficial and amounts 
to nothing more than a roundabout way of saying that the M4East tunnel project is preferred by WestConnex. 

• The huge impact that the flow of cars and trucks out oftunnel exits will have on local roads through out the Inner 
West. 

• Hundreds of residents being forced from their homes and businesses for the M4 East, and the failure of the EIS to 
assess the social impacts of this. Forcibly acquiring and destroying over 200 homes and businesses will result in 
massive social disruption in communities. There have been numerous reports of homeowners and tenants being 
inadequately compensated for the loss of their properties. These acquisitions were in motion before the EIS was 
even completed. Yet the EIS Social Impact study failed to do any direct research on the impact of forced acquisitions 
on residents. 

•The health risk and air quality analysis, which fails to assess the true impact of the M4 East. The claim is even made 
that WestConnex will improve local air quality- which will surely make it the first motorway in history to do so! 

•The total inadequacy of the M4 East biodiversity assessment. This 'analysis' is based on insufficient studies. No 
attempt is made to assess cumulative impacts of the entire WestConnex project on loss of open space, gardens and 
other vegetation. 
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• The wholesale destruction of heritage homes and precincts. This is not acceptable, particularly for a project that 
will not resolve but add to Sydney's traffic congestion. 

• The failure of WestConnex consultants to directly consult with business owners. Local business owners were not 
approached by WestConnex about the impact the M4 East would have on their livelihoods, despite the fact that 
many stand to see their businesses destroyed as thriving streets precincts are drowned in traffic. 

I therefore call on the Minister for Planning to reject this proposal on the grounds that: 

• Even the M4 East's inadequate traffic analysis shows that WestConnex will be at capacity by 2031. 

• AECOM has not even met the basic Planning Secretary's requirements in its assessment. 

• This is an outdated project that is not consistent with current trends in thinking about public transport, urban 
planning and liveability of cities. 

Yours sincerely, 

Tim Stuparich 

Sydney NSW 2044, Australia 
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Brent Devine 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Elsa Santos Carrillo <campaigns@good.do> 
Tuesday, 27 October 2015 4:57 PM 
information-Planning 
WestConnex M4 East: Submission to EIS (Ref: SSI 6307) 

Attn: The Secretary, Dept of Planning & Environment 

I wish to register my strong objection to the WestConnex M4 East proposal. 
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Global experience and research has shown conclusively that these kinds of toll road mega-projects are hugely 
expensive and counterproductive. WestConnex will increase air pollution and traffic, and expose NSW taxpayers to 
unacceptably high levels of financial risk. It is not a long-term solution to Sydney's congestion problem. 

The fact that the State Government has already signed multi-billion dollar contracts for WestConnex before this EIS 
was even placed on public exhibition undermines community confidence that this is a genuine consultation process. 

I recognise there is pressure on several NSW Departments, including Planning and the Environment, to approve this 
project. I remind public servants of their obligation to the public and to the potential social, health and economic 
costs of spending $15.4 billion on WestConnex when it provides no solution to Sydney's transport needs. 

In regards to the M4 East EIS, I also object to: 

• The lack of transparency in the entire WestConnex process. Billions of dollars of contracts have been let without a 
full business case having been released or the project being subjected to independent Gateway reviews. 

•The short 55-day timeframe in which members of the community have been given to respond to the EIS for the 
M4 East. This document runs to nearly S,000 pages, but the public was only given SS days to respond - despite 
hundreds of people calling and emailing the Minister for Planning to explain why this was not enough time. 

• AECOM being paid millions of dollars of public funds to play the key role in the EIS for the M4 East. AECOM has 
been awarded other WestConnex contracts that give it a huge vested interest in the project going ahead, and this is 
demonstrated by the tack of independence and superficial analyses that characterise this EIS. In addition, AECOM 
has been sued for being negligent in relation to its past traffic studies, and has already paid more than $250 in 
settlement costs. 



• Having each section of the Westconnex assessed separately. Vague rationales for the whole project are used to 
justify the serious negative impacts of each stage. Projects such as the Southern motorway F8, which are not even at 
a planning stage, are included in the argument for the project without explanation. 

• The failure to consider total negative impacts against the total claimed positive aspects. While the M4 East EIS 
repeatedly makes references to the positive impact of the entire WestConnex when arguing for the project, it fails 
to consider the negative impacts of the whole project - such as loss of housing, heritage and biodiversity. 

•The failure to provide enough data to allow independent experts to verify the M4 East EIS's traffic analysis. For 
example, a detailed study undertaken by SGS Economics & Planning for the City of Sydney concluded that 
WestConnex would make traffic worse on Parramatta Rd, Victoria St and many local roads. The M4 East EIS claims it 
will improve traffic, but offers very little data that would allow experts to objectively assess this analysis. 

• Spending $15.4 billion for small savings that will not benefit most commuters. Instead of spending this amount of 
money to benefit a very small percentage of drivers in Sydney, and cut just one minute off overall road network 
traffic speeds, the NSW Government should be investing in public transport, traffic management solutions, and 
regional city centres to address traffic congestion and boost NSW's economic prosperity in the long term. 

• The poor analysis of alternatives undertaken in the M4 East EIS. This section of the EIS is superficial and amounts 
to nothing more than a roundabout way of saying that the M4East tunnel project is preferred by WestConnex. 

•The huge impact that the flow of cars and trucks out of tunnel exits will have on local roads through out the Inner 
West. 

• Hundreds of residents being forced from their homes and businesses for the M4 East, and the failure of the EIS to 
assess the social impacts of this. Forcibly acquiring and destroying over 200 homes and businesses will result in 
massive social disruption in communities. There have been numerous reports of homeowners and tenants being 
inadequately compensated for the loss of their properties. These acquisitions were in motion before the EIS was 
even completed. Yet the EIS Social Impact study failed to do any direct research on the impact of forced acquisitions 
on residents. 

•The health risk and air quality analysis, which fails to assess the true impact of the M4 East. The claim is even made 
that WestConnex will improve local air quality- which will surely make it the first motorway in history to do so! 

•The total inadequacy of the M4 East biodiversity assessment. This 'analysis' is based on insufficient studies. No 
attempt is made to assess cumulative impacts of the entire WestConnex project on loss of open space, gardens and 
other vegetation. 
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•The wholesale destruction of heritage homes and precincts. This is not acceptable, particularly for a project that 
will not resolve but add to Sydney's traffic congestion. 

•The failure of WestConnex consultants to directly consult with business owners. Local business owners were not 
approached by WestConnex about the impact the M4 East would have on their livelihoods, despite the fact that 
many stand to see their businesses destroyed as thriving streets precincts are drowned in traffic. 

I therefore call on the Minister for Planning to reject this proposal on the grounds that: 

• Even the M4 East's inadequate traffic analysis shows that WestConnex will be at capacity by 2031. 

• AECOM has not even met the basic Planning Secretary's requirements in its assessment. 

•This is an outdated project that is not consistent with current trends in thinking about public transport, urban 
planning and liveability of cities. 
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Brent Devine 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Nicola Coe <campaigns@good.do> 
Tuesday, 27 October 2015 5:10 PM 
information-Planning 
WestConnex M4 East: Submission to EIS (Ref: SSI 6307) 

Attn: The Secretary, Dept of Planning & Environment 

I wish to register my exceedingly strong objection to the WestConnex M4 East proposal. 

Global experience and research has shown conclusively that these kinds of toll road mega-projects are hugely 
expensive and counterproductive. WestConnex will increase air pollution and traffic, and expose NSW taxpayers to 
unacceptably high levels of financial risk. It is not a long-term solution to Sydney's congestion problem. 

The fact that the State Government has already signed multi-billion dollar contracts for WestConnex before this EIS 
was even placed on public exhibition undermines community confidence that this is a genuine consultation process. 

I recognise there is pressure on several NSW Departments, including Planning and the Environment, to approve this 
project. I remind public servants of their obligation to the public and to the potential social, health and economic 
costs of spending $15.4 billion on WestConnex when it provides no solution to Sydney's transport needs. 

In regards to the M4 East EIS, I also object to: 

•The lack of transparency in the entire WestConnex process. Billions of dollars of contracts have been let without a 
full business case having been released or the project being subjected to independent Gateway reviews. 

• The short SS-day timeframe in which members of the community have been given to respond to the EIS for the 
M4 East. This document runs to nearly 5,000 pages, but the public was only given S5 days to respond - despite 
hundreds of people calling and emailing the Minister for Planning to explain why this was not enough time. 

• AECOM being paid millions of dollars of public funds to play the key role in the EIS for the M4 East. AECOM has 
been awarded other WestConnex contracts that give it a huge vested interest in the project going ahead, and this is 
demonstrated by the lack of independence and superficial analyses that characterise this EIS. In addition, AECOM 
has been sued for being negligent in relation to its past traffic studies, and has already paid more than $250 in 
settlement costs. 
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• Having each section of the Westconnex assessed separately. Vague rationales for the whole project are used to 
justify the serious negative impacts of each stage. Projects such as the Southern motorway F8, which are not even at 
a planning stage, are included in the argument for the project without explanation. 

•The failure to consider total negative impacts against the total claimed positive aspects. While the M4 East EIS 
repeatedly makes references to the positive impact of the entire WestConnex when arguing for the project, it fails 
to consider the negative impacts of the whole project - such as loss of housing, heritage and biodiversity. 

•The failure to provide enough data to allow independent experts to verify the M4 East EIS's traffic analysis. For 
example, a detailed study undertaken by SGS Economics & Planning for the City of Sydney concluded that 
WestConnex would make traffic worse on Parramatta Rd, Victoria St and many local roads. The M4 East EIS claims it 
will improve traffic, but offers very little data that would allow experts to objectively assess this analysis. 

• Spending $15.4 billion for small savings that will not benefit most commuters. Instead of spending this amount of 
money to benefit a very small percentage of drivers in Sydney, and cut just one minute off overall road network 
traffic speeds, the NSW Government should be investing in public transport, traffic management solutions, and 
regional city centres to address traffic congestion and boost NSW's economic prosperity in the long term. 

•The poor analysis of alternatives undertaken in the M4 East EIS. This section of the EIS is superficial and amounts 
to nothing more than a roundabout way of saying that the M4East tunnel project is preferred by WestConnex. 

• The huge impact that the flow of cars and trucks out of tunnel exits will have on local roads through out the Inner 
West. 

• Hundreds of residents being forced from their homes and businesses for the M4 East, and the failure of the EIS to 
assess the social impacts of this. Forcibly acquiring and destroying over 200 homes and businesses will result in 
massive social disruption in communities. There have been numerous reports of homeowners and tenants being 
inadequately compensated for the loss of their properties. These acquisitions were in motion before the EIS was 
even completed. Yet the EIS Social Impact study failed to do any direct research on the impact of forced acquisitions 
on residents. 

•The health risk and air quality analysis, which fails to assess the true impact of the M4 East. The claim is even made 
that WestConnex will improve local air quality- which will surely make it the first motorway in history to do sol 

•The total inadequacy of the M4 East biodiversity assessment. This 'analysis' is based on insufficient studies. No 
attempt is made to assess cumulative impacts of the entire WestConnex project on loss of open space, gardens and 
other vegetation. 
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• The wholesale destruction of heritage homes and precincts. This is not acceptable, particularly for a project that 
will not resolve but add to Sydney's traffic congestion. 

• The failure of WestConnex consultants to directly consult with business owners. Local business owners were not 
approached by WestConnex about the impact the M4 East would have on their livelihoods, despite the fact that 
many stand to see their businesses destroyed as thriving streets precincts are drowned in traffic. 

I therefore call on the Minister for Planning to reject this proposal on the grounds that: 

• Even the M4 East's inadequate traffic analysis shows that WestConnex will be at capacity by 2031. 

• AECOM has not even met the basic Planning Secretary's requirements in its assessment. 

•This is an outdated project that is not consistent with current trends in thinking about public transport, urban 
planning and liveability of cities. 

Yours sincerely, 

Nicola Coe 

Sydney NSW 2207, Australia 
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Brent Devine 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Susan Coleman <campaigns@good.do> 
Tuesday, 27 October 2015 5:10 PM 
information-Planning 
WestConnex M4 East: Submission to EIS (Ref: SSI 6307) 

Attn: The Secretary, Dept of Planning & Environment 

I wish to register my strong objection to the WestConnex M4 East proposal. 
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Global experience and research has shown conclusively that these kinds of toll road mega-projects are hugely 
expensive and counterproductive. WestConnex will increase air pollution and traffic, and expose NSW taxpayers to 
unacceptably high levels of financial risk. It is not a long-term solution to Sydney's congestion problem. 

The fact that the State Government has already signed multi-billion dollar contracts for WestConnex before this EIS 
was even placed on public exhibition undermines community confidence that this is a genuine consultation process. 

I recognise there is pressure on several NSW Departments, including Planning and the Environment, to approve this 
project. I remind public servants of their obligation to the public and to the potential social, health and economic 
costs of spending $1S.4 billion on WestConnex when it provides no solution to Sydney's transport needs. 

In regards to the M4 East EIS, I also object to : 

• The lack of transparency in the entire WestConnex process. Billions of dollars of contracts have been let without a 
full business case having been released or the project being subjected to independent Gateway reviews. 

•The short SS-day timeframe in which members of the community have been given to respond to the EIS for the 
M4 East. This document runs to nearly S,000 pages, but the public was only given SS days to respond - despite 
hundreds of people calling and emailing the Minister for Planning to explain why this was not enough time. 

• AECOM being paid millions of dollars of public funds to play the key role in the EIS for the M4 East. AECOM has 
been awarded other WestConnex contracts that give it a huge vested interest in the project going ahead, and this is 
demonstrated by the lack of independence and superficial analyses that characterise this EIS. In addition, AECOM 
has been sued for being negligent in relation to its past traffic studies, and has already paid more than $2SO in 
settlement costs. 
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• Having each section of the Westconnex assessed separately. Vague rationales for the whole project are used to 
justify the serious negative impacts of each stage. Projects such as the Southern motorway F8, which are not even at 
a planning stage, are included in the argument for the project without explanation. 

•The failure to consider total negative impacts against the total claimed positive aspects. While the M4 East EIS 
repeatedly makes references to the positive impact of the entire WestConnex when arguing for the project, it fails 
to consider the negative impacts of the whole project - such as loss of housing, heritage and biodiversity. 

• The failure to provide enough data to allow independent experts to verify the M4 East EIS's traffic analysis. For 
example, a detailed study undertaken by SGS Economics & Planning for the City of Sydney concluded that 
WestConnex would make traffic worse on Parramatta Rd, Victoria St and many local roads. The M4 East EIS claims it 
will improve traffic, but offers very little data that would allow experts to objectively assess this analysis. 

• Spending $15.4 billion for small savings that will not benefit most commuters. Instead of spending this amount of 
money to benefit a very small percentage of drivers in Sydney, and cut just one minute off overall road network 
traffic speeds, the NSW Government should be investing in public transport, traffic management solutions, and 
regional city centres to address traffic congestion and boost NSW's economic prosperity in the long term. 

• The poor analysis of alternatives undertaken in the M4 East EIS. This section of the EIS is superficial and amounts 
to nothing more than a roundabout way of saying that the M4East tunnel project is preferred by WestConnex. 

• The huge impact that the flow of cars and trucks out of tunnel exits will have on local roads through out the Inner 
West. 

• Hundreds of residents being forced from their homes and businesses for the M4 East, and the failure of the EIS to 
assess the social impacts of this. Forcibly acquiring and destroying over 200 homes and businesses will result in 
massive social disruption in communities. There have been numerous reports of homeowners and tenants being 
inadequately compensated for the loss of their properties. These acquisitions were in motion before the EIS was 
even completed. Yet the EIS Social Impact study failed to do any direct research on the impact of forced acquisitions 
on residents. 

• The health risk and air quality analysis, which fails to assess the true impact of the M4 East. The claim is even made 
that WestConnex will improve local air quality-which will surely make it the first motorway in history to do so! 

• The total inadequacy of the M4 East biodiversity assessment. This 'analysis' is based on insufficient studies. No 
attempt is made to assess cumulative impacts of the entire WestConnex project on loss of open space, gardens and 
other vegetation. 
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•The wholesale destruction of heritage homes and precincts. This is not acceptable, particularly for a project that 
will not resolve but add to Sydney's traffic congestion. 

•The failure of WestConnex consultants to directly consult with business owners. Local business owners were not 
approached by WestConnex about the impact the M4 East would have on their livelihoods, despite the fact that 
many stand to see their businesses destroyed as thriving streets precincts are drowned in traffic. 

I therefore call on the Minister for Planning to reject this proposal on the grounds that: 

• Even the M4 East's inadequate traffic analysis shows that WestConnex will be at capacity by 2031. 

• AECOM has not even met the basic Planning Secretary's requirements in its assessment. 

•This is an outdated project that is not consistent with current trends in thinking about public transport, urban 
planning and liveability of cities. 

Yours sincerely, 

Susan Coleman 

Sydney NSW 2050, Australia 
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Brent Devine 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Tom Upstone <campaigns@good.do> 
Tuesday, 27 October 2015 5:08 PM 
information-Planning 
WestConnex M4 East: Submission to EIS (Ref: SSI 6307) 

Attn: The Secretary, Dept of Planning & Environment 

I wish to register my strong objection to the WestConnex M4 East proposal. 

Global experience and research has shown conclusively that these kinds of toll road mega-projects are hugely 
expensive and counterproductive. WestConnex will increase air pollution and traffic, and expose NSW taxpayers to 
unacceptably high levels of financial risk. It is not a long-term solution to Sydney's congestion problem. 

The fact that the State Government has already signed multi-billion dollar contracts for WestConnex before this EIS 
was even placed on public exhibition undermines community confidence that this is a genuine consultation process. 

I recognise there is pressure on several NSW Departments, including Planning and the Environment, to approve this 
project. I remind public servants of their obligation to the public and to the potential social, health and economic 
costs of spending $15.4 billion on WestConnex when it provides no solution to Sydney's transport needs. 

In regards to the M4 East EIS, I also object to: 

•The lack of transparency in the entire WestConnex process. Billions of dollars of contracts have been let without a 
full business case having been released or the project being subjected to independent Gateway reviews. 

• The short 55-day timeframe in which members of the community have been given to respond to the EIS for the 
M4 East. This document runs to nearly 5,000 pages, but the public was only given 55 days to respond - despite 
hundreds of people calling and emailing the Minister for Planning to explain why this was not enough time. 

• AECOM being paid millions of dollars of public funds to play the key role in the EIS for the M4 East. AECOM has 
been awarded other WestConnex contracts that give it a huge vested interest in the project going ahead, and this is 
demonstrated by the lack of independence and superficial analyses that characterise this EIS. In addition, AECOM 
has been sued for being negligent in relation to its past traffic studies, and has already paid more than $250 in 
settlement costs. 

.t 



• Having each section of the Westconnex assessed separately. Vague rationales for the whole project are used to 
justify the serious negative impacts of each stage. Projects such as the Southern motorway F8, which are not even at 
a planning stage, are included in the argument for the project without explanation. 

•The failure to consider total negative impacts against the total claimed positive aspects. While the M4 East EIS 
repeatedly makes references to the positive impact of the entire WestConnex when arguing for the project, it fails 
to consider the negative impacts of the whole project - such as loss of housing, heritage and biodiversity. 

•The failure to provide enough data to allow independent experts to verify the M4 East EIS's traffic analysis. For 
example, a detailed study undertaken by SGS Economics & Planning for the City of Sydney concluded that 
WestConnex would make traffic worse on Parramatta Rd, Victoria St and many local roads. The M4 East EIS claims it 
will improve traffic, but offers very little data that would allow experts to objectively assess this analysis. 

• Spending $15.4 billion for small savings that will not benefit most commuters. Instead of spending this amount of 
money to benefit a very small percentage of drivers in Sydney, and cut just one minute off overall road network 
traffic speeds, the NSW Government should be investing in public transport, traffic management solutions, and 
regional city centres to address traffic congestion and boost NSW's economic prosperity in the long term. 

•The poor analysis of alternatives undertaken in the M4 East EIS. This section of the EIS is superficial and amounts 
to nothing more than a roundabout way of saying that the M4East tunnel project is preferred by WestConnex. 

•The huge impact that the flow of cars and trucks out of tunnel exits will have on local roads through out the Inner 
West. 

• Hundreds of residents being forced from their homes and businesses for the M4 East, and the failure of the EIS to 
assess the social impacts of this. Forcibly acquiring and destroying over 200 homes and businesses will result in 
massive social disruption in communities. There have been numerous reports of homeowners and tenants being 
inadequately compensated for the loss of their properties. These acquisitions were in motion before the EIS was 
even completed. Yet the EIS Social Impact study failed to do any direct research on the impact of forced acquisitions 
on residents. 

•The health risk and air quality analysis, which fails to assess the true impact of the M4 East. The claim is even made 
that WestConnex will improve local air quality- which will surely make it the first motorway in history to do so! 

•The total inadequacy of the M4 East biodiversity assessment. This 'analysis' is based on insufficient studies. No 
attempt is made to assess cumulative impacts of the entire WestConnex project on loss of open space, gardens and 
other vegetation. 
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•The wholesale destruction of heritage homes and precincts. This is not acceptable, particularly for a project that 
will not resolve but add to Sydney's traffic congestion. 

•The failure of WestConnex consultants to directly consult with business owners. Local business owners were not 
approached by WestConnex about the impact the M4 East would have on their livelihoods, despite the fact that 
many stand to see their businesses destroyed as thriving streets precincts are drowned in traffic. 

I therefore call on the Minister for Planning to reject this proposal on the grounds that: 

• Even the M4 East's inadequate traffic analysis shows that WestConnex will be at capacity by 2031. 

• AECOM has not even met the basic Planning Secretary's requirements in its assessment. 

•This is an outdated project that is not consistent with current trends in thinking about public transport, urban 
planning and liveability of cities. 

Yours sincerely, 

Tom Upstone 

Sydney NSW 2044, Australia 
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Brent Devine 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Jane Sharp <campaigns@good.do> 
Tuesday, 27 October 2015 5:12 PM 
information-Planning 
WestConnex M4 East: Submission to EIS (Ref: SSI 6307) 

Attn: The Secretary, Dept of Planning & Environment 

I wish to register my strong objection to the WestConnex M4 East proposal. 

7(7 

Global experience and research has shown conclusively that these kinds of toll road mega-projects are hugely 
expensive and counterproductive. WestConnex will increase air pollution and traffic, and expose NSW taxpayers to 
unacceptably high levels of financial risk. It is not a long-term solution to Sydney's congestion problem. 

The fact that the State Government has already signed multi-billion dollar contracts for WestConnex before this EIS 
was even placed on public exhibition undermines community confidence that this is a genuine consultation process. 

I recognise there is pressure on several NSW Departments, including Planning and the Environment, to approve this 
project. I remind public servants of their obligation to the public and to the potential social, health and economic 
costs of spending $15.4 billion on WestConnex when it provides no solution to Sydney's transport needs. 

In regards to the M4 East EIS, I also object to: 

• The lack of transparency in the entire WestConnex process. Billions of dollars of contracts have been let without a 
full business case having been released or the project being subjected to independent Gateway reviews. 

•The short 55-day timeframe in which members of the community have been given to respond to the EIS for the 
M4 East. This document runs to nearly 5,000 pages, but the public was only given 55 days to respond - despite 
hundreds of people calling and emailing the Minister for Planning to explain why this was not enough time. 

•AECOM being paid millions of dollars of public funds to play the key role in the EIS for the M4 East. AECOM has 
been awarded other WestConnex contracts that give it a huge vested interest in the project going ahead, and this is 
demonstrated by the lack of independence and superficial analyses that characterise this EIS. In addition, AECOM 
has been sued for being negligent in relation to its past traffic studies, and has already paid more than $250 in 
settlement costs. 
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• Having each section of the Westconnex assessed separately. Vague rationales for the whole project are used to 
justify the serious negative impacts of each stage. Projects such as the Southern motorway F8, which are not even at 
a planning stage, are included in the argument for the project without explanation. 

•The failure to consider total negative impacts against the total claimed positive aspects. While the M4 East EIS 
repeatedly makes references to the positive impact of the entire WestConnex when arguing for the project, it fails 
to consider the negative impacts of the whole project - such as loss of housing, heritage and biodiversity. 

• The failure to provide enough data to allow independent experts to verify the M4 East EIS's traffic analysis. For 
example, a detailed study undertaken by SGS Economics & Planning for the City of Sydney concluded that 
WestConnex would make traffic worse on Parramatta Rd, Victoria St and many local roads. The M4 East EIS claims it 
will improve traffic, but offers very little data that would allow experts to objectively assess this analysis. 

• Spending $15.4 billion for small savings that will not benefit most commuters. Instead of spending this amount of 
money to benefit a very small percentage of drivers in Sydney, and cut just one minute off overall road network 
traffic speeds, the NSW Government should be investing in public transport, traffic management solutions, and 
regional city centres to address traffic congestion and boost NSW's economic prosperity in the long term. 

•The poor analysis of alternatives undertaken in the M4 East EIS. This section of the EIS is superficial and amounts 
to nothing more than a roundabout way of saying that the M4East tunnel project is preferred by WestConnex. 

•The huge impact that the flow of cars and trucks out of tunnel exits will have on local roads through out the Inner 
West. 

• Hundreds of residents being forced from their homes and businesses for the M4 East, and the failure of the EIS to 
assess the social impacts of this. Forcibly acquiring and destroying over 200 homes and businesses will result in 
massive social disruption in communities. There have been numerous reports of homeowners and tenants being 
inadequately compensated for the loss of their properties. These acquisitions were in motion before the EIS was 
even completed. Yet the EIS Social Impact study failed to do any direct research on the impact of forced acquisitions 
on residents. 

• The health risk and air quality analysis, which fails to assess the true impact of the M4 East. The claim is even made 
that WestConnex will improve local air quality- which will surely make it the first motorway in history to do so ! 

• The total inadequacy of the M4 East biodiversity assessment. This 'analysis' is based on insufficient studies. No 
attempt is made to assess cumulative impacts of the entire WestConnex project on loss of open space, gardens and 
other vegetation. 
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• The wholesale destruction of heritage homes and precincts. This is not acceptable, particularly for a project that 
will not resolve but add to Sydney's traffic congestion. 

•The failure of WestConnex consultants to directly consult with business owners. Local business owners were not 
approached by WestConnex about the impact the M4 East would have on their livelihoods, despite the fact that 
many stand to see their businesses destroyed as thriving streets precincts are drowned in traffic. 

I therefore call on the Minister for Planning to reject this proposal on the grounds that: 

• Even the M4 East's inadequate traffic analysis shows that WestConnex will be at capacity by 2031. 

•AECOM has not even met the basic Planning Secretary's requirements in its assessment. 

•This is an outdated project that is not consistent with current trends in thinking about public transport, urban 
planning and liveability of cities. 

Yours sincerely, 

Jane Sharp 

Sydney NSW 2204, Australia 
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Brent Devine 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Jamie Williams <campaigns@good.do> 
Tuesday, 27 October 2015 5:12 PM 
information-Planning 
WestConnex M4 East: Submission to EIS (Ref: SSI 6307) 

Attn: The Secretary, Dept of Planning & Environment 

I wish to register my strong objection to the WestConnex M4 East proposal. 

718 

Global experience and research has shown conclusively that these kinds of toll road mega-projects are hugely 
expensive and counterproductive. WestConnex will increase air pollution and traffic, and expose NSW taxpayers to 
unacceptably high levels of financial risk. It is not a long-term solution to Sydney's congestion problem. 

The fact that the State Government has already signed multi-billion dollar contracts for WestConnex before this EIS 
was even placed on public exhibition undermines community confidence that this is a genuine consultation process. 

I recognise there is pressure on several NSW Departments, including Planning and the Environment, to approve this 
project. I remind public servants of their obligation to the public and to the potential social, health and economic 
costs of spending $15.4 billion on WestConnex when it provides no solution to Sydney's transport needs. 

In regards to the M4 East EIS, I also object to: 

•The lack of transparency in the entire WestConnex process. Billions of dollars of contracts have been let without a 
full business case having been released or the project being subjected to independent Gateway reviews. 

• The short SS-day timeframe in which members of the community have been given to respond to the EIS for the 
M4 East. This document runs to nearly S,000 pages, but the public was only given S5 days to respond - despite 
hundreds of people calling and emailing the Minister for Planning to explain why this was not enough time. 

• AECOM being paid millions of dollars of public funds to play the key role in the EIS for the M4 East. AECOM has 
been awarded other WestConnex contracts that give it a huge vested interest in the project going ahead, and this is 
demonstrated by the lack of independence and superficial analyses that characterise this EIS. In addition, AECOM 
has been sued for being negligent in relation to its past traffic studies, and has already paid more than $250 in 
settlement costs. 
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• Having each section of the Westconnex assessed separately. Vague rationales for the whole project are used to 
justify the serious negative impacts of each stage. Projects such as the Southern motorway F8, which are not even at 
a planning stage, are included in the argument for the project without explanation. 

•The failure to consider total negative impacts against the total claimed positive aspects. While the M4 East EIS 
repeatedly makes references to the positive impact of the entire WestConnex when arguing for the project, it fails 
to consider the negative impacts of the whole project - such as loss of housing, heritage and biodiversity. 

•The failure to provide enough data to allow independent experts to verify the M4 East EIS's traffic analysis. For 
example, a detailed study undertaken by SGS Economics & Planning for the City of Sydney concluded that 
WestConnex would make traffic worse on Parramatta Rd, Victoria St and many local roads. The M4 East EIS claims it 
will improve traffic, but offers very little data that would allow experts to objectively assess this analysis. 

• Spending $15.4 billion for small savings that will not benefit most commuters. Instead of spending this amount of 
money to benefit a very small percentage of drivers in Sydney, and cut just one minute off overall road network 
traffic speeds, the NSW Government should be investing in public transport, traffic management solutions, and 
regional city centres to address traffic congestion and boost NSW's economic prosperity in the long term. 

•The poor analysis of alternatives undertaken in the M4 East EIS. This section of the EIS is superficial and amounts 
to nothing more than a roundabout way of saying that the M4East tunnel project is preferred by WestConnex. 

• The huge impact that the flow of cars and trucks out of tunnel exits will have on local roads through out the Inner 
West. 

• Hundreds of residents being forced from their homes and businesses for the M4 East, and the failure of the EIS to 
assess the social impacts of this. Forcibly acquiring and destroying over 200 homes and businesses will result in 
massive social disruption in communities. There have been numerous reports of homeowners and tenants being 
inadequately compensated for the loss of their properties. These acquisitions were in motion before the EIS was 
even completed. Yet the EIS Social Impact study failed to do any direct research on the impact of forced acquisitions 
on residents. 

•The health risk and air quality analysis, which fails to assess the true impact of the M4 East. The claim is even made 
that WestConnex will improve local air quality- which will surely make it the first motorway in history to do so! 

• The total inadequacy of the M4 East biodiversity assessment. This 'analysis' is based on insufficient studies. No 
attempt is made to assess cumulative impacts of the entire WestConnex project on loss of open space, gardens and 
other vegetation. 
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•The wholesale destruction of heritage homes and precincts. This is not acceptable, particularly for a project that 
will not resolve but add to Sydney's traffic congestion. 

• The failure of WestConnex consultants to directly consult with business owners. Local business owners were not 
approached by WestConnex about the impact the M4 East would have on their livelihoods, despite the fact that 
many stand to see their businesses destroyed as thriving streets precincts are drowned in traffic. 

I therefore call on the Minister for Planning to reject this proposal on the grounds that: 

• Even the M4 East's inadequate traffic analysis shows that WestConnex will be at capacity by 2031. 

• AECOM has not even met the basic Planning Secretary's requirements in its assessment. 

•This is an outdated project that is not consistent with current trends in thinking about public transport, urban 
planning and liveability of cities. 

Yours sincerely, 

Jamie Williams 

Sydney NSW 2050, Australia 
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Brent Devine 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Lisa Heinze <campaigns@good.do> 
Tuesday, 27 October 2015 5:13 PM 
information-Planning 
WestConnex M4 East: Submission to EIS (Ref: SSI 6307) 

Attn: The Secretary, Dept of Planning & Environment 

I wish to register my strong objection to the WestConnex M4 East proposal. 

719 

Global experience and research has shown conclusively that these kinds of toll road mega-projects are hugely 
expensive and counterproductive. WestConnex will increase air pollution and traffic, and expose NSW taxpayers to 
unacceptably high levels of financial risk. It is not a long-term solution to Sydney's congestion problem. 

The fact that the State Government has already signed multi-billion dollar contracts for WestConnex before this EIS 
was even placed on public exhibition undermines community confidence that this is a genuine consultation process. 

I recognise there is pressure on several NSW Departments, including Planning and the Environment, to approve this 
project. I remind public servants of their obligation to the public and to the potential social, health and economic 
costs of spending $1S.4 billion on WestConnex when it provides no solution to Sydney's transport needs. 

In regards to the M4 East EIS, I also object to: 

• The lack of transparency in the entire WestConnex process. Billions of dollars of contracts have been let without a 
full business case having been released or the project being subjected to independent Gateway reviews. 

•The short SS-day timeframe in which members of the community have been given to respond to the EIS for the 
M4 East. This document runs to nearly S,000 pages, but the public was only given SS days to respond - despite 
hundreds of people calling and emailing the Minister for Planning to explain why this was not enough time. 

• AECOM being paid millions of dollars of public funds to play the key role in the EIS for the M4 East. AECOM has 
been awarded other WestConnex contracts that give it a huge vested interest in the project going ahead, and this is 
demonstrated by the lack of independence and superficial analyses that characterise this EIS. In addition, AECOM 
has been sued for being negligent in relation to its past traffic studies, and has already paid more than $2SO in 
settlement costs. 
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• Having each section of the Westconnex assessed separately. Vague rationales for the whole project are used to 
justify the serious negative impacts of each stage. Projects such as the Southern motorway F8, which are not even at 
a planning stage, are included in the argument for the project without explanation. 

•The failure to consider total negative impacts against the total claimed positive aspects. While the M4 East EIS 
repeatedly makes references to the positive impact of the entire WestConnex when arguing for the project, it fails 
to consider the negative impacts of the whole project - such as loss of housing, heritage and biodiversity. 

•The failure to provide enough data to allow independent experts to verify the M4 East EIS's traffic analysis. For 
example, a detailed study undertaken by SGS Economics & Planning for the City of Sydney concluded that 
WestConnex would make traffic worse on Parramatta Rd, Victoria St and many local roads. The M4 East EIS claims it 
will improve traffic, but offers very little data that would allow experts to objectively assess this analysis. 

• Spending $15.4 billion for small savings that will not benefit most commuters. Instead of spending this amount of 
money to benefit a very small percentage of drivers in Sydney, and cut just one minute off overall road network 
traffic speeds, the NSW Government should be investing in public transport, traffic management solutions, and 
regional city centres to address traffic congestion and boost NSW's economic prosperity in the long term. 

•The poor analysis of alternatives undertaken in the M4 East EIS. This section of the EIS is superficial and amounts 
to nothing more than a roundabout way of saying that the M4East tunnel project is preferred by WestConnex. 

•The huge impact that the flow of cars and trucks out of tunnel exits will have on local roads through out the Inner 
West. 

• Hundreds of residents being forced from their homes and businesses for the M4 East, and the failure of the EIS to 
assess the social impacts of this. Forcibly acquiring and destroying over 200 homes and businesses will result in 
massive social disruption in communities. There have been numerous reports of homeowners and tenants being 
inadequately compensated for the loss of their properties. These acquisitions were in motion before the EIS was 
even completed. Yet the EIS Social Impact study failed to do any direct research on the impact of forced acquisitions 
on residents. 

•The health risk and air quality analysis, which fails to assess the true impact of the M4 East. The claim is even made 
that WestConnex will improve local air quality- which will surely make it the first motorway in history to do so! 

•The total inadequacy of the M4 East biodiversity assessment. This 'analysis' is based on insufficient studies. No 
attempt is made to assess cumulative impacts of the entire WestConnex project on loss of open space, gardens and 
other vegetation. 
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• The wholesale destruction of heritage homes and precincts. This is not acceptable, particularly for a project that 
will not resolve but add to Sydney's traffic congestion. 

• The failure of WestConnex consultants to directly consult with business owners. Local business owners were not 
approached by WestConnex about the impact the M4 East would have on their livelihoods, despite the fact that 
many stand to see their businesses destroyed as thriving streets precincts are drowned in traffic. 

I therefore call on the Minister for Planning to reject this proposal on the grounds that: 

• Even the M4 East's inadequate traffic analysis shows that WestConnex will be at capacity by 2031. 

• AECOM has not even met the basic Planning Secretary's requirements in its assessment. 

• This is an outdated project that is not consistent with current trends in thinking about public transport, urban 
planning and liveability of cities. 

Yours sincerely, 

Lisa Heinze 

New South Wales 2095, Australia 
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Brent Devine 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Denise Unterwurzacher <campaigns@good.do> 
Tuesday, 27 October 2015 5:14 PM 
information-Planning 
WestConnex M4 East Submission to EIS (Ref: SSI 6307) 

Attn: The Secretary, Dept of Planning & Environment 

I wish to register my strong objection to the WestConnex M4 East proposal. 

72.0 

Global experience and research has shown conclusively that these kinds of toll road mega-projects are hugely 
expensive and counterproductive. WestConnex will increase air pollution and traffic, and expose NSW taxpayers to 
unacceptably high levels of financial risk. It is not a long-term solution to Sydney's congestion problem. 

The fact that the State Government has already signed multi-billion dollar contracts for WestConnex before this EIS 
was even placed on public exhibition undermines community confidence that this is a genuine consultation process. 

I recognise there is pressure on several NSW Departments, including Planning and the Environment, to approve this 
project. I remind public servants of their obligation to the public and to the potential social, health and economic 
costs of spending $15.4 billion on WestConnex when it provides no solution to Sydney's transport needs. 

In regards to the M4 East EIS, I also object to : 

•The lack of transparency in the entire WestConnex process. Billions of dollars of contracts have been let without a 
full business case having been released or the project being subjected to independent Gateway reviews. 

•The short 55-day timeframe in which members of the community have been given to respond to the EIS for the 
M4 East. This document runs to nearly 5,000 pages, but the public was only given 55 days to respond - despite 
hundreds of people calling and emailing the Minister for Planning to explain why this was not enough time. 

• AECOM being paid millions of dollars of public funds to play the key role in the EIS for the M4 East. AECOM has 
been awarded other WestConnex contracts that give it a huge vested interest in the project going ahead, and this is 
demonstrated by the lack of independence and superficial analyses that characterise this EIS. In addition, AECOM 
has been sued for being negligent in relation to its past traffic studies, and has already paid more than $250 in 
settlement costs. 



• Having each section of the Westconnex assessed separately. Vague rationales for the whole project are used to 
justify the serious negative impacts of each stage. Projects such as the Southern motorway F8, which are not even at 
a planning stage, are included in the argument for the project without explanation. 

•The failure to consider total negative impacts against the total claimed positive aspects. While the M4 East EIS 
repeatedly makes references to the positive impact of the entire WestConnex when arguing for the project, it fails 
to consider the negative impacts of the whole project - such as loss of housing, heritage and biodiversity. 

•The failure to provide enough data to allow independent experts to verify the M4 East EIS's traffic analysis. For 
example, a detailed study undertaken by SGS Economics & Planning for the City of Sydney concluded that 
WestConnex would make traffic worse on Parramatta Rd, Victoria St and many local roads. The M4 East EIS claims it 
will improve traffic, but offers very little data that would allow experts to objectively assess this analysis. 

• Spending $15.4 billion for small savings that will not benefit most commuters. Instead of spending this amount of 
money to benefit a very small percentage of drivers in Sydney, and cut just one minute off overall road network 
traffic speeds, the NSW Government should be investing in public transport, traffic management solutions, and 
regional city centres to address traffic congestion and boost NSW's economic prosperity in the long term. 

•The poor analysis of alternatives undertaken in the M4 East EIS. This section of the EIS is superficial and amounts 
to nothing more than a roundabout way of saying that the M4East tunnel project is preferred by WestConnex. 

•The huge impact that the flow of cars and trucks out of tunnel exits will have on local roads through out the Inner 
West. 

• Hundreds of residents being forced from their homes and businesses for the M4 East, and the failure of the EIS to 
assess the social impacts of this. Forcibly acquiring and destroying over 200 homes and businesses will result in 
massive social disruption in communities. There have been numerous reports of homeowners and tenants being 
inadequately compensated for the loss of their properties. These acquisitions were in motion before the EIS was 
even completed. Yet the EIS Social Impact study failed to do any direct research on the impact of forced acquisitions 
on residents. 

•The health risk and air quality analysis, which fails to assess the true impact of the M4 East. The claim is even made 
that WestConnex will improve local air quality-which will surely make it the first motorway in history to do so ! 

•The total inadequacy of the M4 East biodiversity assessment. This 'analysis' is based on insufficient studies. No 
attempt is made to assess cumulative impacts of the entire WestConnex project on loss of open space, gardens and 
other vegetation. 
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•The wholesale destruction of heritage homes and precincts. This is not acceptable, particularly for a project that 
will not resolve but add to Sydney's traffic congestion. 

•The failure of WestConnex consultants to directly consult with business owners. Local business owners were not 
approached by WestConnex about the impact the M4 East would have on their livelihoods, despite the fact that 
many stand to see their businesses destroyed as thriving streets precincts are drowned in traffic. 

I therefore call on the Minister for Planning to reject this proposal on the grounds that: 

• Even the M4 East's inadequate traffic analysis shows that WestConnex will be at capacity by 2031. 

• AECOM has not even met the basic Planning Secretary's requirements in its assessment. 

•This is an outdated project that is not consistent with current trends in thinking about public transport, urban 
planning and liveability of cities. 

Yours sincerely, 

Denise Unterwurzacher 

Sydney NSW 2130, Australia 
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Brent Devine 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Natalie Cooper <campaigns@good.do> 
Tuesday, 27 October 2015 5:15 PM 
information-Planning 
WestConnex M4 East: Submission to EIS (Ref: SSI 6307) 

Attn: The Secretary, Dept of Planning & Environment 

I wish to register my strong objection to the WestConnex M4 East proposal. 

72{ 

Global experience and research has shown conclusively that these kinds of toll road mega-projects are hugely 
expensive and counterproductive. WestConnex will increase air pollution and traffic, and expose NSW taxpayers to 
unacceptably high levels of financial risk. It is not a long-term solution to Sydney's congestion problem. 

The fact that the State Government has already signed multi-billion dollar contracts for WestConnex before this EIS 
was even placed on public exhibition undermines community confidence that this is a genuine consultation process. 

I recognise there is pressure on several NSW Departments, including Planning and the Environment, to approve this 
project. I remind public servants of their obligation to the public and to the potential social, health and economic 
costs of spending $1S.4 billion on WestConnex when it provides no solution to Sydney's transport needs. 

In regards to the M4 East EIS, I also object to: 

•The lack of transparency in the entire WestConnex process. Billions of dollars of contracts have been let without a 
full business case having been released or the project being subjected to independent Gateway reviews. 

• The short SS-day timeframe in which members of the community have been given to respond to the EIS for the 
M4 East. This document runs to nearly S,000 pages, but the public was only given SS days to respond - despite 
hundreds of people calling and emailing the Minister for Planning to explain why this was not enough time. 

• AECOM being paid millions of dollars of public funds to play the key role in the EIS for the M4 East. AECOM has 
been awarded other WestConnex contracts that give it a huge vested interest in the project going ahead, and this is 
demonstrated by the lack of independence and superficial analyses that characterise this EIS. In addition, AECOM 
has been sued for being negligent in relation to its past traffic studies, and has already paid more than $2SO in 
settlement costs. 
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• Having each section of the Westconnex assessed separately. Vague rationales for the whole project are used to 
justify the serious negative impacts of each stage. Projects such as the Southern motorway F8, which are not even at 
a planning stage, are included in the argument for the project without explanation. 

• The failure to consider total negative impacts against the total claimed positive aspects. While the M4 East EIS 
repeatedly makes references to the positive impact of the entire WestConnex when arguing for the project, it fails 
to consider the negative impacts of the whole project - such as loss of housing, heritage and biodiversity. 

•The failure to provide enough data to allow independent experts to verify the M4 East EIS's traffic analysis. For 
example, a detailed study undertaken by SGS Economics & Planning for the City of Sydney concluded that 
WestConnex would make traffic worse on Parramatta Rd, Victoria St and many local roads. The M4 East EIS claims it 
will improve traffic, but offers very little data that would allow experts to objectively assess this analysis. 

• Spending $15.4 billion for small savings that will not benefit most commuters. Instead of spending this amount of 
money to benefit a very small percentage of drivers in Sydney, and cut just one minute off overall road network 
traffic speeds, the NSW Government should be investing in public transport, traffic management solutions, and 
regional city centres to address traffic congestion and boost NSW's economic prosperity in the long term. 

• The poor analysis of alternatives undertaken in the M4 East EIS. This section of the EIS is superficial and amounts 
to nothing more than a roundabout way of saying that the M4East tunnel project is preferred by WestConnex. 

•The huge impact that the flow of cars and trucks out of tunnel exits will have on local roads through out the Inner 
West. 

• Hundreds of residents being forced from their homes and businesses for the M4 East, and the failure ofthe EIS to 
assess the social impacts of this. Forcibly acquiring and destroying over 200 homes and businesses will result in 
massive social disruption in communities. There have been numerous reports of homeowners and tenants being 
inadequately compensated for the loss of their properties. These acquisitions were in motion before the EIS was 
even completed. Yet the EIS Social Impact study failed to do any direct research on the impact of forced acquisitions 
on residents. 

•The health risk and air quality analysis, which fails to assess the true impact of the M4 East. The claim is even made 
that WestConnex will improve local air quality-which will surely make it the first motorway in history to do so! 

• The total inadequacy of the M4 East biodiversity assessment. This 'analysis' is based on insufficient studies. No 
attempt is made to assess cumulative impacts of the entire WestConnex project on loss of open space, gardens and 
other vegetation. 
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• The wholesale destruction of heritage homes and precincts. This is not acceptable, particularly for a project that 
will not resolve but add to Sydney's traffic congestion . 

• The failure of WestConnex consultants to directly consult with business owners. Local business owners were not 
approached by WestConnex about the impact the M4 East would have on their livelihoods, despite the fact that 
many stand to see their businesses destroyed as thriving streets precincts are drowned in traffic. 

I therefore call on the Minister for Planning to reject this proposal on the grounds that: 

• Even the M4 East's inadequate traffic analysis shows that WestConnex will be at capacity by 2031. 

• AECOM has not even met the basic Planning Secretary's requirements in its assessment. 

• This is an outdated project that is not consistent with current trends in thinking about public transport, urban 
planning and liveability of cities. 

Yours sincerely, 

Natalie Cooper 

Sydney NSW 2045, Australia 
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Brent Devine 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Margaret Moore <campaigns@good.do> 
Tuesday, 27 October 2015 5:17 PM 
information-Planning 
WestConnex M4 East: Submission to EIS (Ref: SSI 6307) 

Attn: The Secretary, Dept of Planning & Environment 

I wish to register my strong objection to the WestConnex M4 East proposal. 
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Global experience and research has shown conclusively that these kinds of toll road mega-projects are hugely 
expensive and counterproductive. WestConnex will increase air pollution and traffic, and expose NSW taxpayers to 
unacceptably high levels of financial risk. It is not a long-term solution to Sydney's congestion problem. 

The fact that the State Government has already signed multi-billion dollar contracts for WestConnex before this EIS 
was even placed on public exhibition undermines community confidence that this is a genuine consultation process. 

I recognise there is pressure on several NSW Departments, including Planning and the Environment, to approve this 
project. I remind public servants of their obligation to the public and to the potential social, health and economic 
costs of spending $15.4 billion on WestConnex when it provides no solution to Sydney's transport needs. 

In regards to the M4 East EIS, I also object to: 

•The lack of transparency in the entire WestConnex process. Billions of dollars of contracts have been let without a 
full business case having been released or the project being subjected to independent Gateway reviews. 

•The short 55-day timeframe in which members of the community have been given to respond to the EIS for the 
M4 East. This document runs to nearly 5,000 pages, but the public was only given 55 days to respond - despite 
hundreds of people calling and emailing the Minister for Planning to explain why this was not enough time. 

• AECOM being paid millions of dollars of public funds to play the key role in the EIS for the M4 East. AECOM has 
been awarded other WestConnex contracts that give it a huge vested interest in the project going ahead, and this is 
demonstrated by the lack of independence and superficial analyses that characterise this EIS. In addition, AECOM 
has been sued for being negligent in relation to its past traffic studies, and has already paid more than $250 in 
settlement costs. 
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• Having each section of the Westconnex assessed separately. Vague rationales for the whole project are used to 
justify the serious negative impacts of each stage. Projects such as the Southern motorway F8, which are not even at 
a planning stage, are included in the argument for the project without explanation. 

•The failure to consider total negative impacts against the total claimed positive aspects. While the M4 East EIS 
repeatedly makes references to the positive impact of the entire WestConnex when arguing for the project, it fails 
to consider the negative impacts of the whole project - such as loss of housing, heritage and biodiversity. 

• The failure to provide enough data to allow independent experts to verify the M4 East EIS's traffic analysis. For 
example, a detailed study undertaken by SGS Economics & Planning for the City of Sydney concluded that 
WestConnex would make traffic worse on Parramatta Rd, Victoria St and many local roads. The M4 East EIS claims it 
will improve traffic, but offers very little data that would allow experts to objectively assess this analysis. 

• Spending $15.4 billion for small savings that will not benefit most commuters. Instead of spending this amount of 
money to benefit a very small percentage of drivers in Sydney, and cut just one minute off overall road network 
traffic speeds, the NSW Government should be investing in public transport, traffic management solutions, and 
regional city centres to address traffic congestion and boost NSW's economic prosperity in the long term. 

•The poor analysis of alternatives undertaken in the M4 East EIS. This section of the EIS is superficial and amounts 
to nothing more than a roundabout way of saying that the M4East tunnel project is preferred by WestConnex. 

•The huge impact that the flow of cars and trucks out of tunnel exits will have on local roads through out the Inner 
West. 

• Hundreds of residents being forced from their homes and businesses for the M4 East, and the failure of the EIS to 
assess the social impacts of this. Forcibly acquiring and destroying over 200 homes and businesses will result in 
massive social disruption in communities. There have been numerous reports of homeowners and tenants being 
inadequately compensated for the loss of their properties. These acquisitions were in motion before the EIS was 
even completed. Yet the EIS Social Impact study failed to do any direct research on the impact of forced acquisitions 
on residents. 

• The health risk and air quality analysis, which fails to assess the true impact of the M4 East. The claim is even made 
that WestConnex will improve local air quality- which will surely make it the first motorway in history to do so! 

• The total inadequacy of the M4 East biodiversity assessment. This 'analysis' is based on insufficient studies. No 
attempt is made to assess cumulative impacts of the entire WestConnex project on loss of open space, gardens and 
other vegetation. 
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• The wholesale destruction of heritage homes and precincts. This is not acceptable, particularly for a project that 
will not resolve but add to Sydney's traffic congestion. 

•The failure of WestConnex consultants to directly consult with business owners. Local business owners were not 
approached by WestConnex about the impact the M4 East would have on their livelihoods, despite the fact that 
many stand to see their businesses destroyed as thriving streets precincts are drowned in t raffic. 

My home in Lucy Street, Ashfield has already felt the impact of many double unmarked trucks coming down our 
very narrow street and narrowly missing cars and children walking other park on the street. 

I therefore call on the Minister for Planning to reject this proposal on the grounds that: 

• Even the M4 East's inadequate traffic analysis shows that WestConnex will be at capacity by 2031. 

• AECOM has not even met the basic Planning Secretary's requirements in its assessment. 

• This is an outdated project that is not consistent with current trends in thinking about public transport, urban 
planning and liveability of cities. 

Yours sincerely, 

Margaret Moore 

Sydney NSW 2131, Australia 
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Brent Devine 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Ivan Crozier <campaigns@good.do> 
Tuesday, 27 October 2015 5:20 PM 
information-Planning 
WestConnex M4 East: Submission to EIS (Ref: SSI 6307) 

Attn: The Secretary, Dept of Planning & Environment 

I am writing to you to register my strong objection to the WestConnex M4 East proposal. 
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This is a project that has already had s negative impact on my health, and on the suburb that I live in, but the effect 
on the environment (both at the micro-local Sydney level, and on the climate at a macro-level) is what most 
concerns me. It is hard not to see this project as one which serves corrupt political interests; it certainly does not 
serve the interests of Sydney or of the global community in these days of global warming. 

Global experience and research has shown conclusively that these kinds of toll road mega-projects are hugely 
expensive and counterproductive. WestConnex will increase air pollution and traffic, and expose NSW taxpayers to 
unacceptably high levels of financial risk. It is not a long-term solution to Sydney's congestion problem. 

The fact that the State Government has already signed multi-billion dollar contracts for WestConnex before this EIS 
was even placed on public exhibition undermines community confidence that this is a genuine consultation process. 

I recognise there is pressure on several NSW Departments, including Planning and the Environment, to approve this 
project. I remind public servants of their obligation to the public and to the potential social, health and economic 
costs of spending $1S.4 billion on WestConnex when it provides no solution to Sydney's transport needs. 

In regards to the M4 East EIS, I also object to: 

•The lack of transparency in the entire WestConnex process. Billions of dollars of contracts have been let without a 
full business case having been released or the project being subjected to independent Gateway reviews. 

• The short SS-day timeframe in which members of the community have been given to respond to the EIS for the 
M4 East. This document runs to nearly S,000 pages, but the public was only given SS days to respond - despite 
hundreds of people calling and emailing the Minister for Planning to explain why this was not enough time. 
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• AECOM being paid millions of dollars of public funds to play the key role in the EIS for the M4 East. AECOM has 
been awarded other WestConnex contracts that give it a huge vested interest in the project going ahead, and this is 
demonstrated by the lack of independence and superficial analyses that characterise this EIS. In addition, AECOM 
has been sued for being negligent in relation to its past traffic studies, and has already paid more than $250 in 
settlement costs. 

• Having each section of the Westconnex assessed separately. Vague rationales for the whole project are used to 
justify the serious negative impacts of each stage. Projects such as the Southern motorway F8, which are not even at 
a planning stage, are included in the argument for the project without explanation. 

•The failure to consider total negative impacts against the total claimed positive aspects. While the M4 East EIS 
repeatedly makes references to the positive impact of the entire WestConnex when arguing for the project, it fails 
to consider the negative impacts of the whole project - such as loss of housing, heritage and biodiversity. 

•The failure to provide enough data to allow independent experts to verify the M4 East EIS's traffic analysis. For 
example, a detailed study undertaken by SGS Economics & Planning for the City of Sydney concluded that 
WestConnex would make traffic worse on Parramatta Rd, Victoria St and many local roads. The M4 East EIS claims it 
will improve traffic, but offers very little data that would allow experts to objectively assess this analysis. 

• Spending $15.4 billion for small savings that will not benefit most commuters. Instead of spending this amount of 
money to benefit a very small percentage of drivers in Sydney, and cut just one minute off overall road network 
traffic speeds, the NSW Government should be investing in public transport, traffic management solutions, and 
regional city centres to address traffic congestion and boost NSW's economic prosperity in the long term. 

•The poor analysis of alternatives undertaken in the M4 East EIS. This section of the EIS is superficial and amounts 
to nothing more than a roundabout way of saying that the M4East tunnel project is preferred by WestConnex. 

•The huge impact that the flow of cars and trucks out of tunnel exits will have on local roads through out the Inner 
West. 

• Hundreds of residents being forced from their homes and businesses for the M4 East, and the failure of the EIS to 
assess the social impacts of this. Forcibly acquiring and destroying over 200 homes and businesses will result in 
massive social disruption in communities. There have been numerous reports of homeowners and tenants being 
inadequately compensated for the loss of their properties. These acquisitions were in motion before the EIS was 
even completed. Yet the EIS Social Impact study failed to do any direct research on the impact of forced acquisitions 
on residents. 

• The health risk and air quality analysis, which fails to assess the true impact of the M4 East. The claim is even made 
that WestConnex will improve local air quality-which will surely make it the first motorway in history to do so! 
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•The total inadequacy of the M4 East biodiversity assessment. This 'analysis' is based on insufficient studies. No 
attempt is made to assess cumulative impacts of the entire WestConnex project on loss of open space, gardens and 
other vegetation. 

• The wholesale destruction of heritage homes and precincts. This is not acceptable, particularly for a project that 
will not resolve but add to Sydney's traffic congestion. 

• The failure of WestConnex consultants to directly consult with business owners. Local business owners were not 
approached by WestConnex about the impact the M4 East would have on their livelihoods, despite the fact that 
many stand to see their businesses destroyed as thriving streets precincts are drowned in traffic. 

I therefore call on the Minister for Planning to reject this proposal on the grounds that: 

• Even the M4 East's inadequate traffic analysis shows that WestConnex will be at capacity by 2031. 

• AECOM has not even met the basic Planning Secretary's requirements in its assessment. 

•This is an outdated project that is not consistent with current trends in thinking about public transport, urban 
planning and liveability of cities. 

Yours sincerely, 

Ivan Crozier 

Sydney NSW 2044, Australia 
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Brent Devine 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

anna rose <campaigns@good.do> 
Tuesday, 27 October 2015 5:32 PM 
information-Planning 
Submission to SSI 6307 WestConnex M4 East EIS 

Attn: The Secretary, Dept of Planning & Environment 

I am writing to register my strong objection to the WestConnex M4 East proposal. 
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I object to the EIS's failure to consider total negative impacts against the total claimed positive aspects. While the 
M4 East EIS repeatedly refers to the positive impact of the entire WestConnex when arguing for the project, it fails 
to consider the negative impacts of the whole project, including loss of housing, heritage and biodiversity. 

I object to a process in which each section of WestConnex is assessed separately. Vague rationales for the whole 
project are used to justify the serious negative impacts of each stage. Projects such as the Southern motorway F8, 
which are not even at a planning stage, are included in the argument for the project without explanation. 

I object to the lack of transparency in the entire WestConnex process. Billions of dollars of contracts have been let 
without a full business case having been released or the project being subjected to independent Gateway reviews. 

I object to $15.4 billion being spent on WestConnex for small savings that will not benefit most commuters. Instead 
of spending this amount of money to benefit a very small percentage of drivers in Sydney, and cut just one minute 
off overall road network traffic speeds, the NSW Government should be investing in public transport, traffic 
management solutions, and regional city centres to address traffic congestion and boost NSW's economic prosperity 
in the long term. 

I object to the poor analysis of alternatives undertaken in the M4 East EIS. This section of the EIS is superficial and 
amounts to nothing more than a roundabout way of saying that the M4East tunnel project is preferred by 
WestConnex. 

I object to the short SS-day timeframe in which members of the community have been given to respond to the EIS 
for the M4 East. This document runs to nearly S,000 pages, but the public was only given SS days to respond, even 
though hundreds of people have called and emailed the Minister for Planning to say this is not long enough. 

I object to AECOM being paid millions of dollars of public funds to play the key role in the EIS for the M4 East. 
AECOM has been awarded other WestConnex contracts that give it a huge vested interest in the project going 
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ahead, and this is demonstrated by the lack of independence and superficial analyses that characterise this EIS. In 
addition, AECOM has been sued for being negligent in relation to its past traffic studies, and has already paid more 
than $250 in settlement costs. 

I object to the EIS's failure to provide enough data to allow independent experts to verify its traffic analysis. For 
example, a detailed study undertaken by SGS Economics & Planning for the City of Sydney concluded that 
WestConnex would make traffic worse on Parramatta Rd, Victoria St and many local roads. The M4 East EIS claims it 
will improve traffic, but offers very little data that would allow experts to objectively assess this analysis. 

I object to the total inadequacy of the M4 East biodiversity assessment. This 'analysis' is based on insufficient 
studies. No attempt is made to assess cumulative impacts of the entire WestConnex project on loss of open space, 
gardens and other vegetation. 

I object to the huge impact that the flow of cars and trucks out of tunnel exits will have on local roads through out 
the Inner West. 

I object to hundreds of residents being forced from their homes and businesses for the M4 East, and the failure of 
the EIS to assess the social impacts of this. Forcibly acquiring and destroying over 200 homes and businesses will 
result in massive social disruption in communities. There have been numerous reports of homeowners and tenants 
being inadequately compensated for the loss of their properties. These acquisitions were in motion before the EIS 
was even completed. Yet the EIS Social Impact study failed to do any direct research on the impact of forced 
acquisitions on residents. 

I object to the health risk and air quality analysis, which fails to assess the true impact of the M4 East. The claim is 
even made that WestConnex will improve local air quality- which will surely make it the first motorway in history to 
do so! 

I object to the wholesale destruction of heritage homes and precincts. This is not acceptable, particularly for a 
project that will not resolve but add to Sydney's traffic congestions. 

I object to the failure of WestConnex consultants to directly consult with business owners. Local business owners 
were not approached by WestConnex about the impact the M4 East would have on their livelihoods, despite the 
fact that many stand to see their businesses destroyed as thriving streets precincts are drowned in traffic. 

Global experience and research has shown conclusively that these kinds of toll road mega-projects are hugely 
expensive and counterproductive. WestConnex will increase air pollution and traffic, and expose NSW taxpayers to 
unacceptably high levels offinancial risk. It is not a long-term solution to Sydney's congestion problem. 
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The fact that the State Government has already signed multi-billion dollar contracts for WestConnex before this EIS 
was even placed on public exhibition undermines community confidence that this is a genuine consultation process. 

I recognise there is pressure on several NSW Departments, including Planning and the Environment, to approve this 
project. I remind public servants of their obligation to the public and to the potential social, health and economic 
costs of spending $15.4 billion on WestConnex when it provides no solution to Sydney's transport needs. 

I therefore call on the Minister for Planning to reject this proposal. 

Yours sincerely, 

anna rose 

Sydney NSW 2040, Australia 
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Brent Devine 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Bowani Raffan <campaigns@good.do> 
Tuesday, 27 October 2015 5:28 PM 
information-Planning 
Submission to SSI 6307 WestConnex M4 East EIS 

Attn: The Secretary, Dept of Planning & Environment 

I am writing to register my strong objection to the WestConnex M4 East proposal. 
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I object to the EIS's failure to consider total negative impacts against the total claimed positive aspects. While the 
M4 East EIS repeatedly refers to the positive impact of the entire WestConnex when arguing for the project, it fails 
to consider the negative impacts of the whole project, including loss of housing, heritage and biodiversity. 

I object to a process in which each section of WestConnex is assessed separately. Vague rationales for the whole 
project are used to justify the serious negative impacts of each stage. Projects such as the Southern motorway F8, 
which are not even at a planning stage, are included in the argument for the project without explanation. 

I object to the lack of transparency in the entire WestConnex process. Billions of dollars of contracts have been let 
without a full business case having been released or.the project being subjected to independent Gateway reviews. 

I object to $15.4 billion being spent on WestConnex for small savings that will not benefit most commuters. Instead 
of spending this amount of money to benefit a very small percentage of drivers in Sydney, and cut just one minute 
off overall road network traffic speeds, the NSW Government should be investing in public transport, traffic 
management solutions, and regional city centres to address traffic congestion and boost NSW's economic prosperity 
in the long term. 

I object to the poor analysis of alternatives undertaken in the M4 East EIS. This section of the EIS is superficial and 
amounts to nothing more than a roundabout way of saying that the M4East tunnel project is preferred by 
WestConnex. 

I object to the short 55-day timeframe in which members of the community have been given to respond to the EIS 
for the M4 East. This document runs to nearly 5,000 pages, but the public was only given 55 days to respond, even 
though hundreds of people have called and emailed the Minister for Planning to say this is not long enough. 

I object to AECOM being paid millions of dollars of public funds to play the key role in the EIS for the M4 East. 
AECOM has been awarded other WestConnex contracts that give it a huge vested interest in the project going 



ahead, and this is demonstrated by the lack of independence and superficial analyses that characterise this EIS. In 
addition, AECOM has been sued for being negligent in relation to its past traffic studies, and has already paid more 
than $250 in settlement costs. 

I object to the EIS's failure to provide enough data to allow independent experts to verify its traffic analysis. For 
example, a detailed study undertaken by SGS Economics & Planning for the City of Sydney concluded that 
WestConnex would make traffic worse on Parramatta Rd, Victoria St and many local roads. The M4 East EIS claims it 
will improve traffic, but offers very little data that would allow experts to objectively assess this analysis. 

I object to the total inadequacy of the M4 East biodiversity assessment. This 'analysis' is based on insufficient 
studies. No attempt is made to assess cumulative impacts of the entire WestConnex project on loss of open space, 
gardens and other vegetation. 

I object to the huge impact that the flow of cars and trucks out of tunnel exits will have on local roads through out 
the Inner West. 

I object to hundreds of residents being forced from their homes and businesses for the M4 East, and the failure of 
the EIS to assess the social impacts of this. Forcibly acquiring and destroying over 200 homes and businesses will 
result in massive social disruption in communities. There have been numerous reports of homeowners and tenants 
being inadequately compensated for the loss of their properties. These acquisitions were in motion before the EIS 
was even completed. Yet the EIS Social Impact study failed to do any direct research on the impact of forced 
acquisitions on residents. 

I object to the health risk and air quality analysis, which fails to assess the true impact of the M4 East. The claim is 
even made that WestConnex will improve local air quality - which will surely make it the first motorway in history to 
do so! 

I object to the wholesale destruction of heritage homes and precincts. This is not acceptable, particularly for a 
project that will not resolve but add to Sydney's traffic congestions. 

I object to the failure of WestConnex consultants to directly consult with business owners. Local business owners 
were not approached by WestConnex about the impact the M4 East would have on their livelihoods, despite the 
fact that many stand to see their businesses destroyed as thriving streets precincts are drowned in traffic. 

Global experience and research has shown conclusively that these kinds of toll road mega-projects are hugely 
expensive and counterproductive. WestConnex will increase air pollution and traffic, and expose NSW taxpayers to 
unacceptably high levels of financial risk. It is not a long-term solution to Sydney's congestion problem. 
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The fact that the State Government has already signed multi-billion dollar contracts for WestConnex before this EIS 
was even placed on public exhibition undermines community confidence that this is a genuine consultation process. 

I recognise there is pressure on several NSW Departments, including Planning and the Environment, to approve this 
project. I remind public servants of their obligation to the public and to the potential social, health and economic 
costs of spending $15.4 billion on WestConnex when it provides no solution to Sydney's transport needs. 

I therefore call on the Minister for Planning to reject this proposal. 

Yours sincerely, 

Bowani Raffan 

Sydney NSW 2204, Australia 
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Brent Devine 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Philip Bull <campaigns@good.do> 
Tuesday, 27 October 2015 5:28 PM 
information-Planning 
Submission to SSI 6307 WestConnex M4 East EIS 

Attn: The Secretary, Dept of Planning & Environment 

I am writing to register my strong objection to the WestConnex M4 East proposal. 
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I object to the EIS's failure to consider total negative impacts against the total claimed positive aspects. While the 
M4 East EIS repeatedly refers to the positive impact of the entire WestConnex when arguing for the project, it fails 
to consider the negative impacts of the whole project, including loss of housing, heritage and biodiversity. 

I object to a process in which each section of WestConnex is assessed separately. Vague rationales for the whole 
project are used to justify the serious negative impacts of each stage. Projects such as the Southern motorway F8, 
which are not even at a planning stage, are included in the argument for the project without explanation. 

I object to the lack of transparency in the entire WestConnex process. Billions of dollars of contracts have been let 
without a full business case having been released or the project being subjected to independent Gateway reviews. 

I object to $15.4 billion being spent on WestConnex for small savings that will not benefit most commuters. Instead 
of spending this amount of money to benefit a very small percentage of drivers in Sydney, and cut just one minute 
off overall road network traffic speeds, the NSW Government should be investing in public transport, traffic 
management solutions, and regional city centres to address traffic congestion and boost NSW's economic prosperity 
in the long term. 

I object to the poor analysis of alternatives undertaken in the M4 East EIS. This section of the EIS is superficial and 
amounts to nothing more than a roundabout way of saying that the M4East tunnel project is preferred by 
WestConnex. 

I object to the short SS-day timeframe in which members of the community have been given to respond to the EIS 
for the M4 East. This document runs to nearly 5,000 pages, but the public was only given 55 days to respond, even 
though hundreds of people have called and emailed the Minister for Planning to say this is not long enough. 

I object to AECOM being paid millions of dollars of public funds to play the key role in the EIS for the M4 East. 
AECOM has been awarded other WestConnex contracts that give it a huge vested interest in the project going 
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ahead, and this is demonstrated by the lack of independence and superficial analyses that characterise this EIS. In 
addition, AECOM has been sued for being negligent in relation to its past traffic studies, and has already paid more 
than $250 in settlement costs. 

I object to the EIS's failure to provide enough data to allow independent experts to verify its traffic analysis. For 
example, a detailed study undertaken by SGS Economics & Planning for the City of Sydney concluded that 
WestConnex would make traffic worse on Parramatta Rd, Victoria St and many local roads. The M4 East EIS claims it 
will improve traffic, but offers very little data that would allow experts to objectively assess this analysis. 

I object to the total inadequacy of the M4 East biodiversity assessment. This 'analysis' is based on insufficient 
studies. No attempt is made to assess cumulative impacts of the entire WestConnex project on loss of open space, 
gardens and other vegetation. 

I object to the huge impact that the flow of cars and trucks out of tunnel exits will have on local roads through out 
the Inner West. 

I object to hundreds of residents being forced from their homes and businesses for the M4 East, and the failure of 
the EIS to assess the social impacts of this. Forcibly acquiring and destroying over 200 homes and businesses will 
result in massive social disruption in communities. There have been numerous reports of homeowners and tenants 
being inadequately compensated for the loss of their properties. These acquisitions were in motion before the EIS 
was even completed. Yet the EIS Social Impact study failed to do any direct research on the impact of forced 
acquisitions on residents. 

I object to the health risk and air quality analysis, which fails to assess the true impact of the M4 East. The claim is 
even made that WestConnex will improve local air quality - which will surely make it the first motorway in history to 
do sol 

I object to the wholesale destruction of heritage homes and precincts. This is not acceptable, particularly for a 
project that will not resolve but add to Sydney's traffic congestions. 

I object to the failure of WestConnex consultants to directly consult with business owners. Local business owners 
were not approached by WestConnex about the impact the M4 East would have on their livelihoods, despite the 
fact that many stand to see their businesses destroyed as thriving streets precincts are drowned in traffic. 

Global experience and research has shown conclusively that these kinds of toll road mega-projects are hugely 
expensive and counterproductive. WestConnex will increase air pollution and traffic, and expose NSW taxpayers to 
unacceptably high levels of financial risk. It is not a long-term solution to Sydney's congestion problem. 
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The fact that the State Government has already signed multi-billion dollar contracts for WestConnex before this EIS 
was even placed on public exhibition undermines community confidence that this is a genuine consultation process. 

I recognise there is pressure on several NSW Departments, including Planning and the Environment, to approve this 
project. I remind public servants of their obligation to the public and to the potential social, health and economic 
costs of spending $15.4 billion on WestConnex when it provides no solution to Sydney's transport needs. 

I therefore call on the Minister for Planning to reject this proposal. 

Yours sincerely, 

Philip Bull 

Sydney NSW 2204, Australia 

3 



Brent Devine 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Will Woods <campaigns@good.do> 
Tuesday, 27 October 2015 5:26 PM 
information-Planning 
Submission to EIS (Ref: SSI 6307) for WestConnex M4 East: 

Attn: The Secretary, Dept of Planning & Environment 
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I am writing to you concerning the WestConnex M4 East proposal, in particular, and about the entire concept of 
building ever more roads to relieve traffic congestion. 

Years of research and experience tells us that roads attract more cars, not less, and common sense must tell you 
that even if you build an enormous multi lane motorway right through the entire city, cars that exit onto secondary 
roads will just be caught in a bottleneck. 

My only conclusion is that this is an ideologically-driven project that follows Australia's long tradition of privileging 
private cars over pedestrians and public transport. We don't allow smoking at the entrance of any building and yet 
government seem happy to allow giant stacks to spew 1000 of tonnes of particulates and carcinogenic smoke right 
outside local schools and homes. 

I've no doubt you understand the catastrophic health impacts of traffic and you must surely be aware that that 
there is no viable business case for the project (or at least not one that they aren't ashamed to release to the 
public), yet the continued moves by the state government to obfuscate and legally impede local opposition and hide 
information tells me that there is almost certainly a large amount of money and corruption involved. 

History will not look kindly on any individual or office that facilitates the progress of this nasty project, so it's time to 
do the right thing by your children, family and community. 

Yours sincerely, 
Will Woods 
Glebe NSW 2037, Australia 

 
 

 

 



Brent Devine 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Katy Roy <campaigns@good.do> 
Tuesday, 27 October 2015 5:24 PM 
information-Planning 
Submission to SSI 6307 WestConnex M4 East EIS 

Attn: The Secretary, Dept of Planning & Environment 

I am writing to register my strong objection to the WestConnex M4 East proposal. 

I object to the EIS's failure to consider total negative impacts against the total claimed positive aspects. While the 
M4 East EIS repeatedly refers to the positive impact of the entire WestConnex when arguing for the project, it fails 
to consider the negative impacts of the whole project, including loss of housing, heritage and biodiversity. 

I object to a process in which each section of WestConnex is assessed separately. Vague rationales for the whole 
project are used to justify the serious negative impacts of each stage. Projects such as the Southern motorway F8, 
which are not even at a planning stage, are included in the argument for the project without explanation. 

I object to the lack of transparency in the entire WestConnex process. Billions of dollars of contracts have been let 
without a full business case having been released or the project being subjected to independent Gateway reviews. 

I object to $15.4 billion being spent on WestConnex for small savings that will not benefit most commuters. Instead 
of spending this amount of money to benefit a very small percentage of drivers in Sydney, and cut just one minute 
off overall road network traffic speeds, the NSW Government should be investing in public transport, traffic 
management solutions, and regional city centres to address traffic congestion and boost NSW's economic prosperity 
in the long term. 

I object to the poor analysis of alternatives undertaken in the M4 East EIS. This section of the EIS is superficial and 
amounts to nothing more than a roundabout way of saying that the M4East tunnel project is preferred by 
WestConnex. 

t object to the short 55-day timeframe in which members of the community have been given to respond to the EIS 
for the M4 East. This document runs to nearly S,000 pages, but the public was only given SS days to respond, even 
though hundreds of people have called and emailed the Minister for Planning to say this is not long enough. 

I object to AECOM being paid millions of dollars of public funds to play the key role in the EIS for the M4 East. 
AECOM has been awarded other WestConnex contracts that give it a huge vested interest in the project going 

1 



ahead, and this is demonstrated by the lack of independence and superficial analyses that characterise this EIS. In 
addition, AECOM has been sued for being negligent in relation to its past traffic studies, and has already paid more 
than $250 in settlement costs. 

I object to the EIS's failure to provide enough data to allow independent experts to verify its traffic analysis. For 
example, a detailed study undertaken by SGS Economics & Planning for the City of Sydney concluded that 
WestConnex would make traffic worse on Parramatta Rd, Victoria St and many local roads. The M4 East EIS claims it 
will improve traffic, but offers very little data that would allow experts to objectively assess this analysis. 

I object to the total inadequacy of the M4 East biodiversity assessment. This 'analysis' is based on insufficient 
studies. No attempt is made to assess cumulative impacts of the entire WestConnex project on loss of open space, 
gardens and other vegetation. 

I object to the huge impact that the flow of cars and trucks out of tunnel exits will have on local roads through out 
the Inner West. 

I object to hundreds of residents being forced from their homes and businesses for the M4 East, and the failure of 
the EIS to assess the social impacts of this. Forcibly acquiring and destroying over 200 homes and businesses will 
result in massive social disruption in communities. There have been numerous reports of homeowners and tenants 
being inadequately compensated for the loss of their properties. These acquisitions were in motion before the EIS 
was even completed. Yet the EIS Social Impact study failed to do any direct research on the impact of forced 
acquisitions on residents. 

I object to the health risk and air quality analysis, which fails to assess the true impact of the M4 East. The claim is 
even made that WestConnex will improve local air quality- which will surely make it the first motorway in history to 
do so! 

I object to the wholesale destruction of heritage homes and precincts. This is not acceptable, particularly for a 
project that will not resolve but add to Sydney's traffic congestions. 

I object to the failure of WestConnex consultants to directly consult with business owners. Local business owners 
were not approached by WestConnex about the impact the M4 East would have on their livelihoods, despite the 
fact that many stand to see their businesses destroyed as thriving streets precincts are drowned in traffic. 

Global experience and research has shown conclusively that these kinds of toll road mega-projects are hugely 
expensive and counterproductive. WestConnex will increase air pollution and traffic, and expose NSW taxpayers to 
unacceptably high levels of financial risk. It is not a long-term solution to Sydney's congestion problem. 
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The fact that the State Government has already signed multi-billion dollar contracts for WestConnex before this EIS 
was even placed on public exhibition undermines community confidence that this is a genuine consultation process. 

I recognise there is pressure on several NSW Departments, including Planning and the Environment, to approve this 
project. I remind public servants of their obligation to the public and to the potential social, health and economic 
costs of spending $15.4 billion on WestConnex when it provides no solution to Sydney's transport needs. 

I therefore call on the Minister for Planning to reject this proposal. 

Yours sincerely, 

Katy Roy 

Sydney NSW 2204, Australia 
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Brent Devine 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

liz macfie <campaigns@good.do> 
Tuesday, 27 October 2015 5:27 PM 
information-Planning 
Submission to SSI 6307 WestConnex M4 East EIS 

Attn: The Secretary, Dept of Planning & Environment 

I am writing to register my strong objection to the WestConnex M4 East proposal. 
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I object to $15.4 billion being spent on WestConnex for small savings that will not benefit most commuters. Instead 
of spending this amount of money to benefit a very small percentage of drivers, the NSW Government should be 
investing in public transport, traffic management solutions, and regional city centres to address traffic congestion 
and boost NSW's economic prosperity in the long term. 

I object to the huge impact that the flow of cars and trucks out of tunnel exits will have on local roads through out 
the Inner West. 

Global experience and research has shown conclusively that these kinds of toll road mega-projects are hugely 
expensive and counterproductive. WestConnex will increase air pollution and traffic, and expose NSW taxpayers to 
unacceptably high levels of financial risk. It is not a long-term solution to Sydney's congestion problem. 

I recognise there is pressure on several NSW Departments, including Planning and the Environment, to approve this 
project. I remind public servants of their obligation to the public and to the potential social, health and economic 
costs of spending $15.4 billion on WestConnex when it provides no solution to Sydney's transport needs. 

I therefore call on the Minister for Planning to reject this proposal. 

Yours sincerely, 

liz macfie 

Sydney NSW 2065, Australia 
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Brent Devine 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Aaron Lucas <campaigns@good.do> 
Tuesday, 27 October 2015 5:26 PM 
information-Planning 
Submission to SSI 6307 WestConnex M4 East EIS 

Attn: The Secretary, Dept of Planning & Environment 

I am writing to register my strong objection to the WestConnex M4 East proposal. 
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I object to the EIS's failure to consider total negative impacts against the total claimed positive aspects. While the 
M4 East EIS repeatedly refers to the positive impact of the entire WestConnex when arguing for the project, it fails 
to consider the negative impacts of the whole project, including loss of housing, heritage and biodiversity. 

I object to a process in which each section of WestConnex is assessed separately. Vague rationales for the whole 
project are used to justify the serious negative impacts of each stage. Projects such as the Southern motorway F8, 
which are not even at a planning stage, are included in the argument for the project without explanation. 

I object to the lack of transparency in the entire WestConnex process. Billions of dollars of contracts have been let 
without a full business case having been released or the project being subjected to independent Gateway reviews. 

I object to $1S.4 billion being spent on WestConnex for small savings that will not benefit most commuters. Instead 
of spending this amount of money to benefit a very small percentage of drivers in Sydney, and cut just one minute 
off overall road network traffic speeds, the NSW Government should be investing in public transport, traffic 
management solutions, and regional city centres to address traffic congestion and boost NSW's economic prosperity 
in the long term. 

I object to the poor analysis of alternatives undertaken in the M4 East EIS. This section of the EIS is superficial and 
amounts to nothing more than a roundabout way of saying that the M4East tunnel project is preferred by 
WestConnex. 

I object to the short SS-day timeframe in which members of the community have been given to respond to the EIS 
for the M4 East. This document runs to nearly 5,000 pages, but the public was only given 55 days to respond, even 
though hundreds of people have called and emailed the Minister for Planning to say this is not long enough. 

I object to AECOM being paid millions of dollars of public funds to play the key role in the EIS for the M4 East. 
AECOM has been awarded other WestConnex contracts that give it a huge vested interest in the project going 
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ahead, and this is demonstrated by the lack of independence and superficial analyses that characterise this EIS. In 
addition, AECOM has been sued for being negligent in relation to its past traffic studies, and has already paid more 
than $250 in settlement costs. 

I object to the EIS's failure to provide enough data to allow independent experts to verify its traffic analysis. For 
example, a detailed study undertaken by SGS Economics & Planning for the City of Sydney concluded that 
WestConnex would make traffic worse on Parramatta Rd, Victoria St and many local roads. The M4 East EIS claims it 
will improve traffic, but offers very little data that would allow experts to objectively assess this analysis. 

I object to the total inadequacy of the M4 East biodiversity assessment. This 'analysis' is based on insufficient 
studies. No attempt is made to assess cumulative impacts of the entire WestConnex project on loss of open space, 
gardens and other vegetation. 

I object to the huge impact that the flow of cars and trucks out of tunnel exits will have on local roads through out 
the Inner West. 

I object to hundreds of residents being forced from their homes and businesses for the M4 East, and the failure of 
the EIS to assess the social impacts of this. Forcibly acquiring and destroying over 200 homes and businesses will 
result in massive social disruption in communities. There have been numerous reports of homeowners and tenants 
being inadequately compensated for the loss of their properties. These acquisitions were in motion before the EIS 
was even completed. Yet the EIS Social Impact study failed to do any direct research on the impact of forced 
acquisitions on residents. 

I object to the health risk and air quality analysis, which fails to assess the true impact of the M4 East. The claim is 
even made that WestConnex will improve local air quality- which will surely make it the first motorway in history to 
do so! 

I object to the wholesale destruction of heritage homes and precincts. This is not acceptable, particularly for a 
project that will not resolve but add to Sydney's traffic congestions. 

I object to the failure of WestConnex consultants to directly consult with business owners. Local business owners 
were not approached by WestConnex about the impact the M4 East would have on their livelihoods, despite the 
fact that many stand to see their businesses destroyed as thriving streets precincts are drowned in traffic. 

Global experience and research has shown conclusively that these kinds of toll road mega-projects are hugely 
expensive and counterproductive. WestConnex will increase air pollution and traffic, and expose NSW taxpayers to 
unacceptably high levels of financial risk. It is not a long-term solution to Sydney's congestion problem. 
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The fact that the State Government has already signed multi-billion dollar contracts for WestConnex before this EIS 
was even placed on public exhibition undermines community confidence that this is a genuine consultation process. 

I recognise there is pressure on several NSW Departments, including Planning and the Environment, to approve this 
project. I remind public servants of their obligation to the public and to the potential social, health and economic 
costs of spending $15.4 billion on WestConnex when it provides no solution to Sydney's transport needs. 

I therefore call on the Minister for Planning to reject this proposal. 
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Brent Devine 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Emilia Niewiadomska < campaigns@good.do > 

Tuesday, 27 October 2015 5:24 PM 
information-Planning 
Submission to SSI 6307 WestConnex M4 East EIS 

Attn: The Secretary, Dept of Planning & Environment 

I am writing to register my strong objection to the WestConnex M4 East proposal. 
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I object to the EIS's failure to consider total negative impacts against the total claimed positive aspects. While the 
M4 East EIS repeatedly refers to the positive impact of the entire WestConnex when arguing for the project, it fails 
to consider the negative impacts of the whole project, including loss of housing, heritage and biodiversity. 

I object to a process in which each section of WestConnex is assessed separately. Vague rationales for the whole 
project are used to justify the serious negative impacts of each stage. Projects such as the Southern motorway F8, 
which are not even at a planning stage, are included in the argument for the project without explanation. 

I object to the lack of transparency in the entire WestConnex process. Billions of dollars of contracts have been let 
without a full business case having been released or the project being subjected to independent Gateway reviews. 

I object to $15.4 billion being spent on WestConnex for small savings that will not benefit most commuters. Instead 
of spending this amount of money to benefit a very small percentage of drivers in Sydney, and cut just one minute 
off overall road network traffic speeds, the NSW Government should be investing in public transport, traffic 
management solutions, and regional city centres to address traffic congestion and boost NSW's economic prosperity 
in the long term. 

I object to the poor analysis of alternatives undertaken in the M4 East EIS. This section of the EIS is superficial and 
amounts to nothing more than a roundabout way of saying that the M4East tunnel project is preferred by 
WestConnex. 

I object to the short 55-day timeframe in which members of the community have been given to respond to the EIS 
for the M4 East. This document runs to nearly 5,000 pages, but the public was only given 55 days to respond, even 
though hundreds of people have called and emailed the Minister for Planning to say this is not long enough. 

I object to AECOM being paid millions of dollars of public funds to play the key role in the EIS for the M4 East. 
AECOM has been awarded other WestConnex contracts that give it a huge vested interest in the project going 
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ahead, and this is demonstrated by the lack of independence and superficial analyses that characterise this EIS. In 
addition, AECOM has been sued for being negligent in relation to its past traffic studies, and has already paid more 
than $250 in settlement costs. 

I object to the EIS's failure to provide enough data to allow independent experts to verify its traffic analysis. For 
example, a detailed study undertaken by SGS Economics & Planning for the City of Sydney concluded that 
WestConnex would make traffic worse on Parramatta Rd, Victoria St and many local roads. The M4 East EIS claims it 
will improve traffic, but offers very little data that would allow experts to objectively assess this analysis. 

I object to the total inadequacy of the M4 East biodiversity assessment. This 'analysis' is based on insufficient 
studies. No attempt is made to assess cumulative impacts of the entire WestConnex project on loss of open space, 
gardens and other vegetation. 

I object to the huge impact that the flow of cars and trucks out of tunnel exits will have on local roads through out 
the Inner West. 

I object to hundreds of residents being forced from their homes and businesses for the M4 East, and the failure of 
the EIS to assess the social impacts of this. Forcibly acquiring and destroying over 200 homes and businesses will 
result in massive social disruption in communities. There have been numerous reports of homeowners and tenants 
being inadequately compensated for the loss of their properties. These acquisitions were in motion before the EIS 
was even completed. Yet the EIS Social Impact study failed to do any direct research on the impact of forced 
acquisitions on residents. 

I object to the health risk and air quality analysis, which fails to assess the true impact of the M4 East. The claim is 
even made that WestConnex will improve local air quality- which will surely make it the first motorway in history to 
do so! 

I object to the wholesale destruction of heritage homes and precincts. This is not acceptable, particularly for a 
project that will not resolve but add to Sydney's traffic congestions. 

I object to the failure of WestConnex consultants to directly consult with business owners. Local business owners 
were not approached by WestConnex about the impact the M4 East would have on their livelihoods, despite the 
fact that many stand to see their businesses destroyed as thriving streets precincts are drowned in traffic. 

Global experience and research has shown conclusively that these kinds of toll road mega-projects are hugely 
expensive and counterproductive. WestConnex will increase air pollution and traffic, and expose NSW taxpayers to 
unacceptably high levels of financial risk. It is not a long-term solution to Sydney's congestion problem. 
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The fact that the State Government has already signed multi-billion dollar contracts for WestConnex before this EIS 
was even placed on public exhibition undermines community confidence that this is a genuine consultation process. 

I recognise there is pressure on several NSW Departments, including Planning and the Environment, to approve this 
project. I remind public servants of their obligation to the public and to the potential social, health and economic 
costs of spending $15.4 billion on WestConnex when it provides no solution to Sydney's transport needs. 

I therefore call on the Minister for Planning to reject this proposal. 

Yours sincerely, 

Emilia Niewiadomska 

Darlinghurst NSW 2010, Australia 
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Brent Devine 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Cathy Peters <campaigns@good.do> 
Tuesday, 27 October 2015 5:22 PM 
information-Planning 
Submission to SSI 6307 WestConnex M4 East EIS 

Attn: The Secretary, Dept of Planning & Environment 

I am writing to register my strong objection to the WestConnex M4 East proposal. 
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I object to the EIS's failure to consider total negative impacts against the total claimed positive aspects. While the 
M4 East EIS repeatedly refers to the positive impact of the entire WestConnex when arguing for the project, it fails 
to consider the negative impacts of the whole project, including environmental impacts, sustainability, importance 
of transitioning to a low carbon transport system, loss of housing, heritage and biodiversity. 

I object to a process in which each section of WestConnex is assessed separately. Vague rationales for the whole 
project are used to justify the serious negative impacts of each stage. Projects such as the Southern motorway F8, 
which are not even at a planning stage, are included in the argument for the project without explanation. 

I object to the lack of transparency in the entire WestConnex process. Billions of dollars of contracts have been let 
without a full business case having been released or the project being subjected to an adequate number of 
independent Gateway reviews. 

I object to $15.4 billion being spent on WestConnex for small savings that will not benefit most commuters. Instead 
of spending this amount of money to benefit a very small percentage of drivers in Sydney, and cut just one minute 
off overall road network traffic speeds, the NSW Government should be investing in public transport, traffic 
management solutions, and regional city centres to address traffic congestion and boost NSW's economic prosperity 
in the long term. 

I object to the poor analysis of alternatives undertaken in the M4 East EIS. This section of the EIS is superficial and 
amounts to nothing more than a roundabout way of saying that the M4East tunnel project is preferred by 
WestConnex. 

I object to the short SS-day timeframe in which members of the community have been given to respond to the EIS 
for the M4 East. This document runs to nearly S,000 pages, but the public was only given SS days to respond, even 
though hundreds of people have called and emailed the Minister for Planning to say this is not long enough. 



I object to AECOM being paid millions of dollars of public funds to play the key role in the EIS for the M4 East. 
AECOM has been awarded other WestConnex contracts that give it a huge vested interest in the project going 
ahead, and this is demonstrated by the lack of independence and superficial analyses that characterise this EIS. In 
addition, AECOM has been sued for being negligent in relation to its past traffic studies, and has already paid more 
than $250 in settlement costs. 

I object to the EIS's failure to provide enough data to allow independent experts to verify its traffic analysis. For 
example, a detailed study undertaken by SGS Economics & Planning for the City of Sydney concluded that 
WestConnex would make traffic worse on Parramatta Rd, Victoria St and many local roads. The M4 East EIS claims it 
will improve traffic, but offers very little data that would allow experts to objectively assess this analysis. 

I object to the total inadequacy of the M4 East biodiversity assessment. This 'analysis' is based on insufficient 
studies. No attempt is made to assess cumulative impacts of the entire WestConnex project on loss of open space, 
gardens and other vegetation. 

I object to the huge impact that the flow of cars and trucks out of tunnel exits will have on local roads through out 
the Inner West. 

I object to hundreds of residents being forced from their homes and businesses for the M4 East, and the failure of 
the EIS to assess the social impacts of this. Forcibly acquiring and destroying over 200 homes and businesses will 
result in massive social disruption in communities. There have been numerous reports of homeowners and tenants 
being inadequately compensated for the loss of their properties. These acquisitions were in motion before the EIS 
was even completed. Yet the EIS Social Impact study failed to do any direct research on the impact of forced 
acquisitions on residents. 

I object to the health risk and air quality analysis, which fails to assess the true impact of the M4 East. The claim is 
even made that WestConnex will improve local air quality - which will surely make it the first motorway in history to 
do so! 

I object to the wholesale destruction of heritage homes and precincts. This is not acceptable, particularly for a 
project that will not resolve but add to Sydney's traffic congestions. 

I object to the failure of WestConnex consultants to directly consult with business owners. Local business owners 
were not approached by WestConnex about the impact the M4 East would have on their livelihoods, despite the 
fact that many stand to see their businesses destroyed as thriving streets precincts are drowned in traffic. 

Global experience and research has shown conclusively that these kinds of toll road mega-projects are hugely 
expensive and counterproductive. WestConnex will increase air pollution and traffic, and expose NSW taxpayers to 
unacceptably high levels offinancial risk. It is not a long-term solution to Sydney's congestion problem. 
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The fact that the State Government has already signed multi-billion dollar contracts for WestConnex before this EIS 
was even placed on public exhibition undermines community confidence that this is a genuine consultation process. 

I recognise there is pressure on several NSW Departments, including Planning and the Environment, to approve this 
project. I remind public servants of their obligation to the public and to the potential social, health and economic 
costs of spending $15.4 billion on WestConnex when it provides no solution to Sydney's transport needs. 

I therefore call on the Minister for Planning to reject this proposal. 

Yours sincerely, 

Cathy Peters 

Sydney NSW 2042, Australia 
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Brent Devine 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

David Hilton <campaigns@good.do> 
Tuesday, 27 October 2015 5:19 PM 
information-Planning 
Submission to SSI 6307 WestConnex M4 East EIS 

Attn: The Secretary, Dept of Planning & Environment 

I am writing to register my strong objection to the WestConnex M4 East proposal. 

I object to the EIS's failure to consider total negative impacts against the total claimed positive aspects. While the 
M4 East EIS repeatedly refers to the positive impact of the entire WestConnex when arguing for the project, it fails 
to consider the negative impacts of the whole project, including loss of housing, heritage and biodiversity. 

I object to a process in which each section of WestConnex is assessed separately. Vague rationales for the whole 
project are used to justify the serious negative impacts of each stage. Projects such as the Southern motorway F8, 
which are not even at a planning stage, are included in the argument for the project without explanation. 

I object to the lack of transparency in the entire WestConnex process. Billions of dollars of contracts have been let 
without a full business case having been released or the project being subjected to independent Gateway reviews. 

I object to $15.4 billion being spent on WestConnex for small savings that will not benefit most commuters. Instead 
of spending this amount of money to benefit a very small percentage of drivers in Sydney, and cut just one minute 
off overall road network traffic speeds, the NSW Government should be investing in public transport, traffic 
management solutions, and regional city centres to address traffic congestion and boost NSW's economic prosperity 
in the long term. 

I object to the poor analysis of alternatives undertaken in the M4 East EIS. This section of the EIS is superficial and 
amounts to nothing more than a roundabout way of saying that the M4East tunnel project is preferred by 
WestConnex. 

I object to the short 55-day timeframe in which members of the community have been given to respond to the EIS 
for the M4 East. This document runs to nearly 5,000 pages, but the public was only given 55 days to respond, even 
though hundreds of people have called and emailed the Minister for Planning to say this is not long enough. 

I object to AECOM being paid millions of dollars of public funds to play the key role in the EIS for the M4 East. 
AECOM has been awarded other WestConnex contracts that give it a huge vested interest in the project going 
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ahead, and this is demonstrated by the lack of independence and superficial analyses that characterise this EIS. In 
addition, AECOM has been sued for being negligent in relation to its past traffic studies, and has already paid more 
than $250 in settlement costs. 

I object to the EIS's failure to provide enough data to allow independent experts to verify its traffic analysis. For 
example, a detailed study undertaken by SGS Economics & Planning for the City of Sydney concluded that 
WestConnex would make traffic worse on Parramatta Rd, Victoria St and many local roads. The M4 East EIS claims it 
will improve traffic, but offers very little data that would allow experts to objectively assess this analysis. 

I object to the total inadequacy of the M4 East biodiversity assessment. This 'analysis' is based on insufficient 
studies. No attempt is made to assess cumulative impacts of the entire WestConnex project on loss of open space, 
gardens and other vegetation. 

I object to the huge impact that the flow of cars and trucks out of tunnel exits will have on local roads through out 
the Inner West. 

I object to hundreds of residents being forced from their homes and businesses for the M4 East, and the failure of 
the EIS to assess the social impacts of this. Forcibly acquiring and destroying over 200 homes and businesses will 
result in massive social disruption in communities. There have been numerous reports of homeowners and tenants 
being inadequately compensated for the loss of their properties. These acquisitions were in motion before the EIS 
was even completed. Yet the EIS Social Impact study failed to do any direct research on the impact of forced 
acquisitions on residents. 

I object to the health risk and air quality analysis, which fails to assess the true impact of the M4 East. The claim is 
even made that WestConnex will improve local air quality- which will surely make it the first motorway in history to 
do so! 

I object to the wholesale destruction of heritage homes and precincts. This is not acceptable, particularly for a 
project that will not resolve but add to Sydney's traffic congestions. 

I object to the failure of WestConnex consultants to directly consult with business owners. Local business owners 
were not approached by WestConnex about the impact the M4 East would have on their livelihoods, despite the 
fact that many stand to see their businesses destroyed as thriving streets precincts are drowned in traffic. 

Global experience and research has shown conclusively that these kinds of toll road mega-projects are hugely 
expensive and counterproductive. WestConnex will increase air pollution and traffic, and expose NSW taxpayers to 
unacceptably high levels of financial risk. It is not a long-term solution to Sydney's congestion problem. 
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The fact that the State Government has already signed multi-billion dollar contracts for WestConnex before this EIS 
was even placed on public exhibition undermines community confidence that this is a genuine consultation process. 

I recognise there is pressure on several NSW Departments, including Planning and the Environment, to approve this 
project. I remind public servants of their obligation to the public and to the potential social, health and economic 
costs of spending $15.4 billion on WestConnex when it provides no solution to Sydney's transport needs. 

I therefore call on the Minister for Planning to reject this proposal. 

Yours sincerely, 

David Hilton 

Sydney NSW 2206, Australia 
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Brent Devine 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Robyn Prince <campaigns@good.do> 
Tuesday, 27 October 2015 5:38 PM 
information-Planning 
Submission to SSI 6307 WestConnex M4 East EIS 

Attn: The Secretary, Dept of Planning & Environment 

I am writing to register my strong objection to the WestConnex M4 East proposal. 
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I object to the EIS's failure to consider total negative impacts against the total claimed positive aspects. While the 
M4 East EIS repeatedly refers to the positive impact of the entire WestConnex when arguing for the project, it fails 
to consider the negative impacts of the whole project, including loss of housing, heritage and biodiversity. 

I object to a process in which each section of WestConnex is assessed separately. Vague rationales for the whole 
project are used to justify the serious negative impacts of each stage. Projects such as the Southern motorway F8, 
which are not even at a planning stage, are included in the argument for the project without explanation. 

I object to the lack of transparency in the entire WestConnex process. Billions of dollars of contracts have been let 
without a full business case having been released or the project being subjected to independent Gateway reviews. 

I object to $15.4 billion being spent on WestConnex for small savings that will not benefit most commuters. Instead 
of spending this amount of money to benefit a very small percentage of drivers in Sydney, and cut just one minute 
off overall road network traffic speeds, the NSW Government should be investing in public transport, traffic 
management solutions, and regional city centres to address traffic congestion and boost NSW's economic prosperity 
in the long term. 

I object to the poor analysis of alternatives undertaken in the M4 East EIS. This section of the EIS is superficial and 
amounts to nothing more than a roundabout way of saying that the M4East tunnel project is preferred by 
WestConnex. 

I object to the short 55-day timeframe in which members of the community have been given to respond to the EIS 
for the M4 East. This document runs to nearly 5,000 pages, but the public was only given 55 days to respond, even 
though hundreds of people have called and emailed the Minister for Planning to say this is not long enough. 

I object to AECOM being paid millions of dollars of public funds to play the key role in the EIS for the M4 East. 
AECOM has been awarded other WestConnex contracts that give it a huge vested interest in the project going 
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ahead, and this is demonstrated by the lack of independence and superficial analyses that characterise this EIS. In 
addition, AECOM has been sued for being negligent in relation to its past traffic studies, and has already paid more 
than $250 in settlement costs. 

I object to the EIS's failure to provide enough data to allow independent experts to verify its traffic analysis. For 
example, a detailed study undertaken by SGS Economics & Planning for the City of Sydney concluded that 
WestConnex would make traffic worse on Parramatta Rd, Victoria St and many local roads. The M4 East EIS cla ims it 
will improve traffic, but offers very little data that would allow experts to objectively assess this analysis. 

I object to the total inadequacy of the M4 East biodiversity assessment. This 'analysis' is based on insufficient 
studies. No attempt is made to assess cumulative impacts of the entire WestConnex project on loss of open space, 
gardens and other vegetation. 

I object to the huge impact that the flow of cars and trucks out of tunnel exits will have on local roads through out 
the Inner West. 

I object to hundreds of residents being forced from their homes and businesses for the M4 East, and the failure of 
the EIS to assess the social impacts of this. Forcibly acquiring and destroying over 200 homes and businesses will 
result in massive social disruption in communities. There have been numerous reports of homeowners and tenants 
being inadequately compensated for the loss of their properties. These acquisitions were in motion before the EIS 
was even completed. Yet the EIS Social Impact study failed to do any direct research on the impact of forced 
acquisitions on residents. 

I object to the health risk and air quality analysis, which fails to assess the true impact of the M4 East. The claim is 
even made that WestConnex will improve local air quality- which will surely make it the first motorway in history to 
do so! 

I object to the wholesale destruction of heritage homes and precincts. This is not acceptable, particularly for a 
project that will not resolve but add to Sydney's traffic congestions. 

I object to the failure of WestConnex consultants to directly consult with business owners. Local business owners 
were not approached by WestConnex about the impact the M4 East would have on their livelihoods, despite the 
fact that many stand to see their businesses destroyed as thriving streets precincts are drowned in traffic. 

Global experience and research has shown conclusively that these kinds of toll road mega-projects are hugely 
expensive and counterproductive. WestConnex will increase air pollution and traffic, and expose NSW taxpayers to 
unacceptably high levels of financial risk. It is not a long-term solution to Sydney's congestion problem. 
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The fact that the State Government has already signed multi-billion dollar contracts for WestConnex before this EIS 
was even placed on public exhibition undermines community confidence that this is a genuine consultation process. 

I recognise there is pressure on several NSW Departments, including Planning and the Environment, to approve this 
project. I remind public servants of their obligation to the public and to the potential social, health and economic 
costs of spending $15.4 billion on WestConnex when it provides no solution to Sydney's transport needs. 

I therefore call on the Minister for Planning to reject this proposal. 

Yours sincerely, 

Robyn Prince 

Australia 
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Brent Devine 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Sandra Alessio <campaigns@good.do> 
Tuesday, 27 October 2015 5:41 PM 
information-Planning 
Submission to SSI 6307 WestConnex M4 East EIS 

Attn: The Secretary, Dept of Planning & Environment 

I am writing to register my strong objection to the WestConnex M4 East proposal. 

I object to the EIS's failure to consider total negative impacts against the total claimed positive aspects. While the 
M4 East EIS repeatedly refers to the positive impact of the entire WestConnex when arguing for the project, it fails 
to consider the negative impacts of the whole project, including loss of housing, heritage and biodiversity. 

I object to a process in which each section of WestConnex is assessed separately. Vague rationales for the whole 
project are used to justify the serious negative impacts of each stage. Projects such as the Southern motorway F8, 
which are not even at a planning stage, are included in the argument for the project without explanation. 

I object to the lack of transparency in the entire WestConnex process. Billions of dollars of contracts have been let 
without a full business case having been released or the project being subjected to independent Gateway reviews. 

I object to $15.4 billion being spent on WestConnex for small savings that will not benefit most commuters. Instead 
of spending this amount of money to benefit a very small percentage of drivers in Sydney, and cut just one minute 
off overall road network traffic speeds, the NSW Government should be investing in public transport, traffic 
management solutions, and regional city centres to address traffic congestion and boost NSW's economic prosperity 
in the long term. 

I object to the poor analysis of alternatives undertaken in the M4 East EIS. This section of the EIS is superficial and 
amounts to nothing more than a roundabout way of saying that the M4East tunnel project is preferred by 
WestConnex. 

I object to the short 55-day timeframe in which members of the community have been given to respond to the EIS 
for the M4 East. This document runs to nearly 5,000 pages, but the public was only given 55 days to respond, even 
though hundreds of people have called and emailed the Minister for Planning to say this is not long enough. 

I object to AECOM being paid millions of dollars of public funds to play the key role in the EIS for the M4 East. 
AECOM has been awarded other WestConnex contracts that give it a huge vested interest in the project going 
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ahead, and this is demonstrated by the lack of independence and superficial analyses that characterise this EIS. In 
addition, AECOM has been sued for being negligent in relation to its past traffic studies, and has already paid more 
than $250 in settlement costs. 

I object to the EIS's failure to provide enough data to allow independent experts to verify its traffic analysis. For 
example, a detailed study undertaken by SGS Economics & Planning for the City of Sydney concluded that 
WestConnex would make traffic worse on Parramatta Rd, Victoria St and many local roads. The M4 East EIS claims it 
will improve traffic, but offers very little data that would allow experts to objectively assess this analysis. 

I object to the total inadequacy of the M4 East biodiversity assessment. This 'analysis' is based on insufficient 
studies. No attempt is made to assess cumulative impacts of the entire WestConnex project on loss of open space, 
gardens and other vegetation. 

I object to the huge impact that the flow of cars and trucks out of tunnel exits will have on local roads through out 
the Inner West. 

I object to hundreds of residents being forced from their homes and businesses for the M4 East, and the failure of 
the EIS to assess the social impacts ofthis. Forcibly acquiring and destroying over 200 homes and businesses will 
result in massive social disruption in communities. There have been numerous reports of homeowners and tenants 
being inadequately compensated for the loss of their properties. These acquisitions were in motion before the EIS 
was even completed. Yet the EIS Social Impact study failed to do any direct research on the impact of forced 
acquisitions on residents. 

I object to the health risk and air quality analysis, which fails to assess the true impact of the M4 East. The claim is 
even made that WestConnex will improve local air quality- which will surely make it the first motorway in history to 
do so! 

I object to the wholesale destruction of heritage homes and precincts. This is not acceptable, particularly for a 
project that will not resolve but add to Sydney's traffic congestions. 

I object to the failure of WestConnex consultants to directly consult with business owners. Local business owners 
were not approached by WestConnex about the impact the M4 East would have on their livelihoods, despite the 
fact that many stand to see their businesses destroyed as thriving streets precincts are drowned in traffic. 

Global experience and research has shown conclusively that these kinds of toll road mega-projects are hugely 
expensive and counterproductive. WestConnex will increase air pollution and traffic, and expose NSW taxpayers to 
unacceptably high levels of financial risk. It is not a long-term solution to Sydney's congestion problem. 
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The fact that the State Government has already signed multi-billion dollar contracts for WestConnex before this EIS 
was even placed on public exhibition undermines community confidence that this is a genuine consultation process. 

I recognise there is pressure on several NSW Departments, including Planning and the Environment, to approve this 
project. I remind public servants of their obligation to the public and to the potential social, health and economic 
costs of spending $15.4 billion on WestConnex when it provides no solution to Sydney's transport needs. 

I therefore call on the Minister for Planning to reject this proposal. 

Yours sincerely, 

Sandra Alessio 

3 



Brent Devine 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Maria Soria <campaigns@good.do> 
Tuesday, 27 October 2015 5:41 PM 
information-Planning 
Submission to SSI 6307 WestConnex M4 East EIS 

Attn: The Secretary, Dept of Planning & Environment 

I am writing to register my strong objection to the WestConnex M4 East proposal. 
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I object to the EIS's failure to consider total negative impacts against the total claimed positive aspects. While the 
M4 East EIS repeatedly refers to the positive impact of the entire WestConnex when arguing for the project, it fails 
to consider the negative impacts of the whole project, including loss of housing, heritage and biodiversity. 

I object to a process in which each section of WestConnex is assessed separately. Vague rationales for the whole 
project are used to justify the serious negative impacts of each stage. Projects such as the Southern motorway F8, 
which are not even at a planning stage, are included in the argument for the project without explanation. 

I object to the lack of transparency in the entire WestConnex process. Billions of dollars of contracts have been let 
without a full business case having been released or the project being subjected to independent Gateway reviews. 

I object to $15.4 billion being spent on WestConnex for small savings that will not benefit most commuters. Instead 
of spending this amount of money to benefit a very small percentage of drivers in Sydney, and cut just one minute 
off overall road network traffic speeds, the NSW Government should be investing in public transport, traffic 
management solutions, and regional city centres to address traffic congestion and boost NSW's economic prosperity 
in the long term. 

I object to the poor analysis of alternatives undertaken in the M4 East EIS. This section of the EIS is superficial and 
amounts to nothing more than a roundabout way of saying that the M4East tunnel project is preferred by 
WestConnex. 

I object to the short 55-day timeframe in which members of the community have been given to respond to the EIS 
for the M4 East. This document runs to nearly 5,000 pages, but the public was only given SS days to respond, even 
though hundreds of people have called and emailed the Minister for Planning to say this is not long enough. 

I object to AECOM being paid millions of dollars of public funds to play the key role in the EIS for the M4 East. 
AECOM has been awarded other WestConnex contracts that give it a huge vested interest in the project going 
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ahead, and this is demonstrated by the lack of independence and superficial analyses that characterise this EIS. In 
addition, AECOM has been sued for being negligent in relation to its past traffic studies, and has already paid more 
than $250 in settlement costs. 

I object to the EIS's failure to provide enough data to allow independent experts to verify its traffic analysis. For 
example, a detailed study undertaken by SGS Economics & Planning for the City of Sydney concluded that 
WestConnex would make traffic worse on Parramatta Rd, Victoria St and many local roads. The M4 East EIS claims it 
will improve traffic, but offers very little data that would allow experts to objectively assess this analysis. 

I object to the total inadequacy of the M4 East biodiversity assessment. This 'analysis' is based on insufficient 
studies. No attempt is made to assess cumulative impacts of the entire WestConnex project on loss of open space, 
gardens and other vegetation. 

I object to the huge impact that the flow of cars and trucks out of tunnel exits will have on local roads through out 
the Inner West. 

I object to hundreds of residents being forced from their homes and businesses for the M4 East, and the failure of 
the EIS to assess the social impacts of this. Forcibly acquiring and destroying over 200 homes and businesses will 
result in massive social disruption in communities. There have been numerous reports of homeowners and tenants 
being inadequately compensated for the loss of their properties. These acquisitions were in motion before the EIS 
was even completed. Yet the EIS Social Impact study failed to do any direct research on the impact of forced 
acquisitions on residents. 

I object to the health risk and air quality analysis, which fails to assess the true impact of the M4 East. The claim is 
even made that WestConnex will improve local air quality- which will surely make it the first motorway in history to 
do so! 

I object to the wholesale destruction of heritage homes and precincts. This is not acceptable, particularly for a 
project that will not resolve but add to Sydney's traffic congestions. 

I object to the failure of WestConnex consultants to directly consult with business owners. Local business owners 
were not approached by WestConnex about the impact the M4 East would have on their livelihoods, despite the 
fact that many stand to see their businesses destroyed as thriving streets precincts are drowned in traffic. 

Global experience and research has shown conclusively that these kinds of toll road mega-projects are hugely 
expensive and counterproductive. WestConnex will increase air pollution and traffic, and expose NSW taxpayers to 
unacceptably high levels of financial risk. It is not a long-term solution to Sydney's congestion problem. 

2 



The fact that the State Government has already signed multi-billion dollar contracts for WestConnex before this EIS 
was even placed on public exhibition undermines community confidence that this is a genuine consultation process. 

I recognise there is pressure on several NSW Departments, including Planning and the Environment, to approve this 
project. I remind public servants of their obligation to the public and to the potential social, health and economic 
costs of spending $15.4 billion on WestConnex when it provides no solution to Sydney's transport needs. 

I therefore call on the Minister for Planning to reject this proposal. 

Yours sincerely, 

Maria Soria 

Sydney NSW 2040, Australia 
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Brent Devine 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Kim Hillard <campaigns@good.do> 
Tuesday, 27 October 2015 5:41 PM 
information-Planning 
Submission to SSI 6307 WestConnex M4 East EIS 

Attn: The Secretary, Dept of Planning & Environment 

I am writing to register my strong objection to the WestConnex M4 East proposal. 
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Firstly, I object to the EIS's failure to consider total negative impacts against the total claimed positive aspects. While 
the M4 East EIS repeatedly refers to the positive impact of the entire WestConnex when arguing for the project, it 
fails to consider the negative impacts of the whole project, including loss of housing, heritage and biodiversity. 

I object to a process in which each section of WestConnex is assessed separately. Vague rationales for the whole 
project are used to justify the serious negative impacts of each stage. Projects such as the Southern motorway F8, 
which are not even at a planning stage, are included in the argument for the project without explanation. 

I object to the lack of transparency in the entire WestConnex process. Billions of dollars of contracts have been let 
without a full business case having been released or the project being subjected to independent Gateway reviews. 

I object to $15.4 billion being spent on WestConnex for small savings that will not benefit most commuters. Instead 
of spending this amount of money to benefit a very small percentage of drivers in Sydney, and cut just one minute 
off overall road network traffic speeds, the NSW Government should be investing in public transport, traffic 
management solutions, and regional city centres to address traffic congestion and boost NSW's economic prosperity 
in the long term. 

I object to the poor analysis of alternatives undertaken in the M4 East EIS. This section of the EIS is superficial and 
amounts to nothing more than a roundabout way of saying that the M4East tunnel project is preferred by 
WestConnex. 

I object to the short 55-day timeframe in which members of the community have been given to respond to the EIS 
for the M4 East. This document runs to nearly 5,000 pages, but the public was only given 55 days to respond, even 
though hundreds of people have called and emailed the Minister for Planning to say this is not long enough. 

I object to AECOM being paid millions of dollars of public funds to play the key role in the EIS for the M4 East. 
AECOM has been awarded other WestConnex contracts that give it a huge vested interest in the project going 



ahead, and this is demonstrated by the lack of independence and superficial analyses that characterise this EIS. In 
addition, AECOM has been sued for being negligent in relation to its past traffic studies, and has already paid more 
than $250 in settlement costs. 

I object to the EIS's failure to provide enough data to allow independent experts to verify its traffic analysis. For 
example, a detailed study undertaken by SGS Economics & Planning for the City of Sydney concluded that 
WestConnex would make traffic worse on Parramatta Rd, Victoria St and many local roads. The M4 East EIS claims it 
will improve traffic, but offers very little data that would allow experts to objectively assess this analysis. 

I object to the total inadequacy of the M4 East biodiversity assessment. This 'analysis' is based on insufficient 
studies. No attempt is made to assess cumulative impacts of the entire WestConnex project on loss of open space, 
gardens and other vegetation. 

I object to the huge impact that the flow of cars and trucks out of tunnel exits will have on local roads through out 
the Inner West. 

I object to hundreds of residents being forced from their homes and businesses for the M4 East, and the failure of 
the EIS to assess the social impacts of this. Forcibly acquiring and destroying over 200 homes and businesses will 
result in massive social disruption in communities. There have been numerous reports of homeowners and tenants 
being inadequately compensated for the loss of their properties. These acquisitions were in motion before the EIS 
was even completed. Yet the EIS Social Impact study failed to do any direct research on the impact of forced 
acquisitions on residents. 

I object to the health risk and air quality analysis, which fails to assess the true impact of the M4 East. The claim is 
even made that WestConnex will improve local air quality - which will surely make it the first motorway in history to 
do so! 

I object to the wholesale destruction of heritage homes and precincts. This is not acceptable, particularly for a 
project that will not resolve but add to Sydney's traffic congestions. 

I object to the failure of WestConnex consultants to directly consult with business owners. Local business owners 
were not approached by WestConnex about the impact the M4 East would have on their livelihoods, despite the 
fact that many stand to see their businesses destroyed as thriving streets precincts are drowned in traffic. 

Global experience and research has shown conclusively that these kinds of toll road mega-projects are hugely 
expensive and counterproductive. WestConnex will increase air pollution and traffic, and expose NSW taxpayers to 
unacceptably high levels of financial risk. It is not a long-term solution to Sydney's congestion problem. 
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The fact that the State Government has already signed multi-billion dollar contracts for WestConnex before this EIS 
was even placed on public exhibition undermines community confidence that this is a genuine consultation process. 

I recognise there is pressure on several NSW Departments, including Planning and the Environment, to approve this 
project. I remind public servants of their obligation to the public and to the potential social, health and economic 
costs of spending $15.4 billion on WestConnex when it provides no solution to Sydney's transport needs. 

Finally, I therefore call on the Minister for Planning to reject this proposal. 

Regards 

Kim Hillard 
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Brent Devine 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

suzanna szabo <campaigns@good.do> 
Tuesday, 27 October 2015 5:39 PM 
information-Planning 
Submission to SSI 6307 WestConnex M4 East EIS 

Attn: The Secretary, Dept of Planning & Environment 

I am writing to register my strong objection to the WestConnex M4 East proposal. 
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I object to the EIS's failure to consider total negative impacts against the total claimed positive aspects. While the 
M4 East EIS repeatedly refers to the positive impact of the entire WestConnex when arguing for the project, it fails 
to consider the negative impacts of the whole project, including loss of housing, heritage and biodiversity. 

I object to a process in which each section of WestConnex is assessed separately. Vague rationales for the whole 
project are used to justify the serious negative impacts of each stage. Projects such as the Southern motorway F8, 
which are not even at a planning stage, are included in the argument for the project without explanation. 

I object to the lack of transparency in the entire WestConnex process. Billions of dollars of contracts have been let 
without a full business case having been released or the project being subjected to independent Gateway reviews. 

I object to $15.4 billion being spent on WestConnex for small savings that will not benefit most commuters. Instead 
of spending this amount of money to benefit a very small percentage of drivers in Sydney, and cut just one minute 
off overall road network traffic speeds, the NSW Government should be investing in public transport, traffic 
management solutions, and regional city centres to address traffic congestion and boost NSW's economic prosperity 
in the long term. 

I object to the poor analysis of alternatives undertaken in the M4 East EIS. This section of the EIS is superficial and 
amounts to nothing more than a roundabout way of saying that the M4East tunnel project is preferred by 
WestConnex. 

I object to the short 55-day timeframe in which members of the community have been given to respond to the EIS 
for the M4 East. This document runs to nearly 5,000 pages, but the public was only given 55 days to respond, even 
though hundreds of people have called and emailed the Minister for Planning to say this is not long enough. 

I object to AECOM being paid millions of dollars of public funds to play the key role in the EIS for the M4 East. 
AECOM has been awarded other WestConnex contracts that give it a huge vested interest in the project going 



ahead, and this is demonstrated by the lack of independence and superficial analyses that characterise this EIS. In 
addition, AECOM has been sued for being negligent in relation to its past traffic studies, and has already paid more 
than $250 in settlement costs. 

I object to the EIS's failure to provide enough data to allow independent experts to verify its traffic analysis. For 
example, a detailed study undertaken by SGS Economics & Planning for the City of Sydney concluded that 
WestConnex would make traffic worse on Parramatta Rd, Victoria St and many local roads. The M4 East EIS claims it 
will improve traffic, but offers very little data that would allow experts to objectively assess this analysis. 

I object to the total inadequacy of the M4 East biodiversity assessment. This 'analysis' is based on insufficient 
studies. No attempt is made to assess cumulative impacts of the entire WestConnex project on loss of open space, 
gardens and other vegetation. 

I object to the huge impact that the flow of cars and trucks out of tunnel exits will have on local roads through out 
the Inner West. 

I object to hundreds of residents being forced from their homes and businesses for the M4 East, and the failure of 
the EIS to assess the social impacts of this. Forcibly acquiring and destroying over 200 homes and businesses will 
result in massive social disruption in communities. There have been numerous reports of homeowners and tenants 
being inadequately compensated for the loss of their properties. These acquisitions were in motion before the EIS 
was even completed. Yet the EIS Social Impact study failed to do any direct research on the impact of forced 
acquisitions on residents. 

I object to the health risk and air quality analysis, which fails to assess the true impact of the M4 East. The claim is 
even made that WestConnex will improve local air quality - which will surely make it the first motorway in history to 
do so! 

I object to the wholesale destruction of heritage homes and precincts. This is not acceptable, particularly for a 
project that will not resolve but add to Sydney's traffic congestions. 

I object to the failure of WestConnex consultants to directly consult with business owners. Local business owners 
were not approached by WestConnex about the impact the M4 East would have on their livelihoods, despite the 
fact that many stand to see their businesses destroyed as thriving streets precincts are drowned in traffic. 

Global experience and research has shown conclusively that these kinds of toll road mega-projects are hugely 
expensive and counterproductive. WestConnex will increase air pollution and traffic, and expose NSW taxpayers to 
unacceptably high levels of financial risk. It is not a long-term solution to Sydney's congestion problem. 
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The fact that the State Government has already signed multi-billion dollar contracts for WestConnex before this EIS 
was even placed on public exhibition undermines community confidence that this is a genuine consultation process. 

I recognise there is pressure on several NSW Departments, including Planning and the Environment, to approve this 
project. I remind public servants of their obligation to the public and to the potential social, health and economic 
costs of spending $15.4 billion on WestConnex when it provides no solution to Sydney's transport needs. 

West Connex makes us a laughing stock of a city, the pollution and degradation of neighbourhoods and businesses is 
appalling. As a long term inner west resident I am aware that culturally and socially this area makes a major 
contribution to the vibrance and appeal of Sydney. 

We are already choking with the increase in vehicles, lack of public space, poor public transport and West Connex 
makes the inner west all the less liveable and takes us off the map for health and well being. When will Sydneysiders 
have a say in making this city more liveable and accessible with adequate public transport infrastructure? 

I therefore call on the Minister for Planning to reject this proposal. 
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Brent Devine 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Kathryn Tuckwell <campaigns@good.do> 
Tuesday, 27 October 2015 5:37 PM 
information-Planning 
Submission to SSI 6307 WestConnex M4 East EIS 

Attn: The Secretary, Dept of Planning & Environment 

I am writing to register my strong objection to the WestConnex M4 East proposal. 
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I object to the EIS's failure to consider total negative impacts against the total claimed positive aspects. While the 
M4 East EIS repeatedly refers to the positive impact of the entire WestConnex when arguing for the project, it fails 
to consider the negative impacts of the whole project, including loss of housing, heritage and biodiversity. 

I object to a process in which each section of WestConnex is assessed separately. Vague rationales for the whole 
project are used to justify the serious negative impacts of each stage. Projects such as the Southern motorway F8, 
which are not even at a planning stage, are included in the argument for the project without explanation. 

I object to the lack of transparency in the entire WestConnex process. Billions of dollars of contracts have been let 
without a full business case having been released or the project being subjected to independent Gateway reviews. 

I object to $15.4 billion being spent on WestConnex for small savings that will not benefit most commuters. Instead 
of spending this amount of money to benefit a very small percentage of drivers in Sydney, and cut just one minute 
off overall road network traffic speeds, the NSW Government should be investing in public transport, traffic 
management solutions, and regional city centres to address traffic congestion and boost NSW's economic prosperity 
in the long term. 

I object to the poor analysis of alternatives undertaken in the M4 East EIS. This section of the EIS is superficial and 
amounts to nothing more than a roundabout way of saying that the M4East tunnel project is preferred by 
WestConnex. 

I object to the short 55-day timeframe in which members of the community have been given to respond to the EIS 
for the M4 East. This document runs to nearly 5,000 pages, but the public was only given 55 days to respond, even 
though hundreds of people have called and emailed the Minister for Planning to say this is not long enough. 

I object to AECOM being paid millions of dollars of public funds to play the key role in the EIS for the M4 East. 
AECOM has been awarded other WestConnex contracts that give it a huge vested interest in the project going 
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ahead, and this is demonstrated by the lack of independence and superficial analyses that characterise this EIS. In 
addition, AECOM has been sued for being negligent in relation to its past traffic studies, and has already paid more 
than $250 in settlement costs. 

I object to the EIS's failure to provide enough data to allow independent experts to verify its traffic analysis. For 
example, a detailed study undertaken by SGS Economics & Planning for the City of Sydney concluded that 
WestConnex would make traffic worse on Parramatta Rd, Victoria St and many local roads. The M4 East EIS claims it 
will improve traffic, but offers very little data that would allow experts to objectively assess this analysis. 

I object to the total inadequacy of the M4 East biodiversity assessment. This 'analysis' is based on insufficient 
studies. No attempt is made to assess cumulative impacts of the entire WestConnex project on loss of open space, 
gardens and other vegetation. 

I object to the huge impact that the flow of cars and trucks out of tunnel exits will have on local roads through out 
the Inner West. 

I object to hundreds of residents being forced from their homes and businesses for the M4 East, and the failure of 
the EIS to assess the social impacts of this. Forcibly acquiring and destroying over 200 homes and businesses will 
result in massive social disruption in communities. There have been numerous reports of homeowners and tenants 
being inadequately compensated for the loss of their properties. These acquisitions were in motion before the EIS 
was even completed. Yet the EIS Social Impact study failed to do any direct research on the impact of forced 
acquisitions on residents. 

I object to the health risk and air quality analysis, which fails to assess the true impact of the M4 East. The claim is 
even made that WestConnex will improve local air quality- which will surely make it the first motorway in history to 
do so! 

I object to the wholesale destruction of heritage homes and precincts. This is not acceptable, particularly for a 
project that will not resolve but add to Sydney's traffic congestions. 

I object to the failure of WestConnex consultants to directly consult with business owners. Local business owners 
were not approached by WestConnex about the impact the M4 East would have on their livelihoods, despite the 
fact that many stand to see their businesses destroyed as thriving streets precincts are drowned in traffic. 

Global experience and research has shown conclusively that these kinds of toll road mega-projects are hugely 
expensive and counterproductive. WestConnex will increase air pollution and traffic, and expose NSW taxpayers to 
unacceptably high levels of financial risk. It is not a long-term solution to Sydney's congestion problem. 
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The fact that the State Government has already signed multi-billion dollar contracts for WestConnex before this EIS 
was even placed on public exhibition undermines community confidence that this is a genuine consultation process. 

I recognise there is pressure on several NSW Departments, including Planning and the Environment, to approve this 
project. I remind public servants of their obligation to the public and to the potential social, health and economic 
costs of spending $15.4 billion on WestConnex when it provides no solution to Sydney's transport needs. 

I therefore call on the Minister for Planning to reject this proposal. 
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Brent Devine 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

paul jeffery <campaigns@good.do> 
Tuesday, 27 October 2015 5:37 PM 
information-Planning 
Submission to SSI 6307 WestConnex M4 East EIS 

Attn: The Secretary, Dept of Planning & Environment 

I am writing to register my strong objection to the WestConnex M4 East proposal. 
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I object to the EIS's failure to consider total negative impacts against the total claimed positive aspects. While the 
M4 East EIS repeatedly refers to the positive impact of the entire WestConnex when arguing for the project, it fails 
to consider the negative impacts of the whole project, including loss of housing, heritage and biodiversity. 

I object to a process in which each section of WestConnex is assessed separately. Vague rationales for the whole 
project are used to justify the serious negative impacts of each stage. Projects such as the Southern motorway F8, 
which are not even at a planning stage, are included in the argument for the project without explanation. 

I object to the lack of transparency in the entire WestConnex process. Billions of dollars of contracts have been let 
without a full business case having been released or the project being subjected to independent Gateway reviews. 

I object to $1S.4 billion being spent on WestConnex for small savings that will not benefit most commuters. Instead 
of spending this amount of money to benefit a very small percentage of drivers in Sydney, and cut just one minute 
off overall road network traffic speeds, the NSW Government should be investing in public transport, traffic 
management solutions, and regional city centres to address traffic congestion and boost NSW's economic prosperity 
in the long term. 

I object to the poor analysis of alternatives undertaken in the M4 East EIS. This section of the EIS is superficial and 
amounts to nothing more than a roundabout way of saying that the M4East tunnel project is preferred by 
WestConnex. 

I object to the short SS-day timeframe in which members of the community have been given to respond to the EIS 
for the M4 East. This document runs to nearly S,000 pages, but the public was only given SS days to respond, even 
though hundreds of people have called and emailed the Minister for Planning to say this is not long enough. 

I object to AECOM being paid millions of dollars of public funds to play the key role in the EIS for the M4 East. 
AECOM has been awarded other WestConnex contracts that give it a huge vested interest in the project going 
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ahead, and this is demonstrated by the lack of independence and superficial analyses that characterise this EIS. In 
addition, AECOM has been sued for being negligent in relation to its past traffic studies, and has already paid more 
than $250 in settlement costs. 

I object to the EIS's failure to provide enough data to allow independent experts to verify its traffic analysis. For 
example, a detailed study undertaken by SGS Economics & Planning for the City of Sydney concluded that 
WestConnex would make traffic worse on Parramatta Rd, Victoria St and many local roads. The M4 East EIS claims it 
will improve traffic, but offers very little data that would allow experts to objectively assess this analysis. 

I object to the total inadequacy of the M4 East biodiversity assessment. This 'analysis' is based on insufficient 
studies. No attempt is made to assess cumulative impacts of the entire WestConnex project on loss of open space, 
gardens and other vegetation. 

I object to the huge impact that the flow of cars and trucks out of tunnel exits will have on local roads through out 
the Inner West. 

I object to hundreds of residents being forced from their homes and businesses for the M4 East, and the failure of 
the EIS to assess the social impacts of this. Forcibly acquiring and destroying over 200 homes and businesses will 
result in massive social disruption in communities. There have been numerous reports of homeowners and tenants 
being inadequately compensated for the loss of their properties. These acquisitions were in motion before the EIS 
was even completed. Yet the EIS Social Impact study failed to do any direct research on the impact of forced 
acquisitions on residents. 

I object to the health risk and air quality analysis, which fails to assess the true impact of the M4 East. The claim is 
even made that WestConnex will improve local air quality-which will surely make it the first motorway in history to 
do so! 

I object to the wholesale destruction of heritage homes and precincts. This is not acceptable, particularly for a 
project that will not reso lve but add to Sydney's traffic congestions. 

I object to the failure of WestConnex consultants to directly consult with business owners. Local business owners 
were not approached by WestConnex about the impact the M4 East would have on their livelihoods, despite the 
fact that many stand to see their businesses destroyed as thriving streets precincts are drowned in traffic. 

Global experience and research has shown conclusively that these kinds of toll road mega-projects are hugely 
expensive and counterproductive. WestConnex will increase air pollution and traffic, and expose NSW taxpayers to 
unacceptably high levels of financial risk. It is not a long-term solution to Sydney's congestion problem. 
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The fact that the State Government has already signed multi-billion dollar contracts for WestConnex before this EIS 
was even placed on public exhibition undermines community confidence that this is a genuine consultation process. 

I recognise there is pressure on several NSW Departments, including Planning and the Environment, to approve this 
project. I remind public servants of their obligation to the public and to the potential social, health and economic 
costs of spending $15.4 billion on WestConnex when it provides no solution to Sydney's transport needs. 

I therefore call on the Minister for Planning to reject this proposal. 

I have made many requests to the WDA to provide me with information to be able to make a submission that 
reflects my personal concerns about the road tunnel project. I have been given misleading information by Terry 
Chapman of WDA and this has been reported to the WDA without either adequate response or acknowledgement. I 
consider the whole of the community information exercise from WDA to be totally inadequate and misleading. From 
my perspective it seems that it was done to satisfy a legal requirement rather than any real attempt to inform the 
public. I attended several information sessions conducted by WDA and a constant theme trotted out was "I am very 
sorry but we do not have the relevant expert with us tonight" 

This has been an appalling waste of time and money. Hiring PR juniors masquerading as experts is not a serious 
attempt to inform anyone. 

Yours sincerely, 

paul jeffery 

Sydney NSW 2040, Australia 
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Brent Devine 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Trevor Keown <campaigns@good.do> 
Tuesday, 27 October 2015 5:35 PM 
information-Planning 
Submission to SSI 6307 WestConnex M4 East EIS 

Attn: The Secretary, Dept of Planning & Environment 

I am writing to register my strong objection to the WestConnex M4 East proposal. 
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I object to the EIS's failure to consider total negative impacts against the total claimed positive aspects. White the 
M4 East EIS repeatedly refers to the positive impact of the entire WestConnex when arguing for the project, it fails 
to consider the negative impacts of the whole project, including loss of housing, heritage and biodiversity. 

I object to a process in which each section of WestConnex is assessed separately. Vague rationales for the whole 
project are used to justify the serious negative impacts of each stage. Projects such as the Southern motorway F8, 
which are not even at a planning stage, are included in the argument for the project without explanation. 

I object to the lack of transparency in the entire WestConnex process. Billions of dollars of contracts have been let 
without a full business case having been released or the project being subjected to independent Gateway reviews. 

I object to $15.4 billion being spent on WestConnex for small savings that will not benefit most commuters. Instead 
of spending this amount of money to benefit a very small percentage of drivers in Sydney, and cut just one minute 
off overall road network traffic speeds, the NSW Government should be investing in public transport, traffic 
management solutions, and regional city centres to address traffic congestion and boost NSW's economic prosperity 
in the long term. 

I object to the poor analysis of alternatives undertaken in the M4 East EIS. This section of the EIS is superficial and 
amounts to nothing more than a roundabout way of saying that the M4East tunnel project is preferred by 
WestConnex. 

I object to the short SS-day timeframe in which members of the community have been given to respond to the EIS 
for the M4 East. This document runs to nearly S,000 pages, but the public was only given SS days to respond, even 
though hundreds of people have called and emailed the Minister for Planning to say this is not long enough. 

I object to AECOM being paid millions of dollars of public funds to play the key role in the EIS for the M4 East. 
AECOM has been awarded other WestConnex contracts that give it a huge vested interest in the project going 
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ahead, and this is demonstrated by the lack of independence and superficial analyses that characterise this EIS. In 
addition, AECOM has been sued for being negligent in relation to its past traffic studies, and has already paid more 
than $250 in settlement costs. 

I object to the EIS's failure to provide enough data to allow independent experts to verify its traffic analysis. For 
example, a detailed study undertaken by SGS Economics & Planning for the City of Sydney concluded that 
WestConnex would make traffic worse on Parramatta Rd, Victoria St and many local roads. The M4 East EIS claims it 
will improve traffic, but offers very little data that would allow experts to objectively assess this analysis. 

I object to the total inadequacy of the M4 East biodiversity assessment. This 'analysis' is based on insufficient 
studies. No attempt is made to assess cumulative impacts of the entire WestConnex project on loss of open space, 
gardens and other vegetation. 

I object to the huge impact that the flow of cars and trucks out of tunnel exits will have on local roads through out 
the Inner West. 

I object to hundreds of residents being forced from their homes and businesses for the M4 East, and the failure of 
the EIS to assess the social impacts of this. Forcibly acquiring and destroying over 200 homes and businesses will 
result in massive social disruption in communities. There have been numerous reports of homeowners and tenants 
being inadequately compensated for the loss of their properties. These acquisitions were in motion before the EIS 
was even completed. Yet the EIS Social Impact study failed to do any direct research on the impact of forced 
acquisitions on residents. 

I object to the health risk and air quality analysis, which fails to assess the true impact of the M4 East. The claim is 
even made that WestConnex will improve local air quality- which will surely make it the first motorway in history to 
do so! 

I object to the wholesale destruction of heritage homes and precincts. This is not acceptable, particularly for a 
project that will not resolve but add to Sydney's traffic congestions. 

I object to the failure of WestConnex consultants to directly consult with business owners. Local business owners 
were not approached by WestConnex about the impact the M4 East would have on their livelihoods, despite the 
fact that many stand to see their businesses destroyed as thriving streets precincts are drowned in traffic. 

Global experience and research has shown conclusively that these kinds of toll road mega-projects are hugely 
expensive and counterproductive. WestConnex will increase air pollution and traffic, and expose NSW taxpayers to 
unacceptably high levels of financial risk. It is not a tong-term solution to Sydney's congestion problem. 
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The fact that the State Government has already signed multi-billion dollar contracts for WestConnex before this EIS 
was even placed on public exhibition undermines community confidence that this is a genuine consultation process. 

I recognise there is pressure on several NSW Departments, including Planning and the Environment, to approve this 
project. I remind public servants of their obligation to the public and to the potential social, health and economic 
costs of spending $15.4 billion on WestConnex when it provides no solution to Sydney's transport needs. 

I therefore call on the Minister for Planning to reject this proposal. 

Yours sincerely, 

Trevor Keown 

Sydney NSW 2042, Australia 
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Brent Devine 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Ben C <campaigns@good.do> 
Tuesday, 27 October 2015 5:35 PM 
information-Planning 
Submission to SSI 6307 WestConnex M4 East EIS 

Attn: The Secretary, Dept of Planning & Environment 

I am writing to register my strong objection to the WestConnex M4 East proposal. 

I object to the EIS's failure to consider total negative impacts against the total claimed positive aspects. While the 
M4 East EIS repeatedly refers to the positive impact of the entire WestConnex when arguing for the project, it fails 
to consider the negative impacts of the whole project, including loss of housing, heritage and biodiversity. 

I object to a process in which each section of WestConnex is assessed separately. Vague rationales for the whole 
project are used to justify the serious negative impacts of each stage. Projects such as the Southern motorway F8, 
which are not even at a planning stage, are included in the argument for the project without explanation. 

I object to the lack of transparency in the entire WestConnex process. Billions of dollars of contracts have been let 
without a full business case having been released or the project being subjected to independent Gateway reviews. 

I object to $15.4 billion being spent on WestConnex for small savings that will not benefit most commuters. Instead 
of spending this amount of money to benefit a very small percentage of drivers in Sydney, and cut just one minute 
off overall road network traffic speeds, the NSW Government should be investing in public transport, traffic 
management solutions, and regional city centres to address traffic congestion and boost NSW's economic prosperity 
in the long term. 

I object to the poor analysis of alternatives undertaken in the M4 East EIS. This section of the EIS is superficial and 
amounts to nothing more than a roundabout way of saying that the M4East tunnel project is preferred by 
WestConnex. 

I object to the short 55-day timeframe in which members of the community have been given to respond to the EIS 
for the M4 East. This document runs to nearly 5,000 pages, but the public was only given 55 days to respond, even 
though hundreds of people have called and emailed the Minister for Planning to say this is not long enough. 

I object to AECOM being paid millions of dollars of public funds to play the key role in the EIS for the M4 East. 
AECOM has been awarded other WestConnex contracts that give it a huge vested interest in the project going 
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ahead, and this is demonstrated by the lack of independence and superficial analyses that characterise this EIS. In 
addition, AECOM has been sued for being negligent in relation to its past traffic studies, and has already paid more 
than $250 in settlement costs. 

I object to the EIS's failure to provide enough data to allow independent experts to verify its traffic analysis. For 
example, a detailed study undertaken by SGS Economics & Planning for the City of Sydney concluded that 
WestConnex would make traffic worse on Parramatta Rd, Victoria St and many local roads. The M4 East EIS claims it 
will improve traffic, but offers very little data that would allow experts to objectively assess this analysis. 

I object to the total inadequacy of the M4 East biodiversity assessment. This 'analysis' is based on insufficient 
studies. No attempt is made to assess cumulative impacts of the entire WestConnex project on loss of open space, 
gardens and other vegetation. 

I object to the huge impact that the flow of cars and trucks out of tunnel exits will have on local roads through out 
the Inner West. 

I object to hundreds of residents being forced from their homes and businesses for the M4 East, and the failure of 
the EIS to assess the social impacts of this. Forcibly acquiring and destroying over 200 homes and businesses will 
result in massive social disruption in communities. There have been numerous reports of homeowners and tenants 
being inadequately compensated for the loss of their properties. These acquisitions were in motion before the EIS 
was even completed. Yet the EIS Social Impact study failed to do any direct research on the impact of forced 
acquisitions on residents. 

I object to the health risk and air quality analysis, which fails to assess the true impact of the M4 East. The claim is 
even made that WestConnex will improve local air quality -which will surely make it the first motorway in history to 
do so! 

I object to the wholesale destruction of heritage homes and precincts. This is not acceptable, particularly for a 
project that will not resolve but add to Sydney's traffic congestions. 

I object to the failure of WestConnex consultants to directly consult with business owners. Local business owners 
were not approached by WestConnex about the impact the M4 East would have on their livelihoods, despite the 
fact that many stand to see their businesses destroyed as thriving streets precincts are drowned in traffic. 

Global experience and research has shown conclusively that these kinds of toll road mega-projects are hugely 
expensive and counterproductive. WestConnex will increase air pollution and traffic, and expose NSW taxpayers to 
unacceptably high levels of financial risk. It is not a long-term solution to Sydney's congestion problem. 

2 



The fact that the State Government has already signed multi-billion dollar contracts for WestConnex before this EIS 
was even placed on public exhibition undermines community confidence that this is a genuine consultation process. 

I recognise there is pressure on several NSW Departments, including Planning and the Environment, to approve this 
project. I remind public servants of their obligation to the public and to the potential social, health and economic 
costs of spending $15.4 billion on WestConnex when it provides no solution to Sydney's transport needs. 

I therefore call on the Minister for Planning to reject this proposal. 

Yours sincerely, 

Ben C 

Sydney NSW 2042, Australia 
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Brent Devine 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Peter Boskovski <campaigns@good.do> 
Tuesday, 27 October 2015 5:32 PM 
information-Planning 
WestConnex M4 East: Submission to EIS (Ref: SSI 6307) 

Attn: The Secretary, Dept of Planning & Environment 

I wish to register my strong objection to the WestConnex M4 East proposal. 

Global experience and research has shown conclusively that these kinds of toll road mega-projects are hugely 
expensive and counterproductive. WestConnex will increase air pollution and traffic, and expose NSW taxpayers to 
unacceptably high levels of financial risk. It is not a long-term solution to Sydney's congestion problem. 

The fact that the State Government has already signed multi-billion dollar contracts for WestConnex before this EIS 
was even placed on public exhibition undermines community confidence that this is a genuine consultation process. 

I recognise there is pressure on several NSW Departments, including Planning and the Environment, to approve this 
project. I remind public servants of their obligation to the public and to the potential social, health and economic 
costs of spending $15.4 billion on WestConnex when it provides no solution to Sydney's transport needs. 

In regards to the M4 East EIS, I also object to: 

•The late change of M4 East tunnel plans despite government initial assurances that the tunnel would run directly 
under Parramatta Rd . 

•The impacts of those tunnel plan changes on affected residents and the likely damage to historic and heritage 
protected houses. 

•The lack of transparency of why the tunnel plans have been changed. We believe this is to protect and enhance 
property development opportunities along Parramatta Rd at the expense of all other residents. A definitive 
statement of intent would help clarify this situation. 

• The inevitable "rat running" through local streets during construction and after commissioning of the toll road and 
the lack of plans to mitigate this neighborhood danger. 
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• The incredible construction inconvenience that will be unfairly burdened on local residents without compensation 
or disruption mitigation plans being publicly discussed. 

•The lack of transparency in the entire WestConnex process. Billions of dollars of contracts have been let without a 
full business case having been released or the project being subjected to independent Gateway reviews. 

• The short 55-day timeframe in which members of the community have been given to respond to the EIS for the 
M4 East. This document runs to nearly 5,000 pages, but the public was only given 55 days to respond - despite 
hundreds of people calling and emailing the Minister for Planning to explain why this was not enough time. 

• AECOM being paid millions of dollars of public funds to play the key role in the EIS for the M4 East. AECOM has 
been awarded other WestConnex contracts that give it a huge vested interest in the project going ahead, and this is 
demonstrated by the lack of independence and superficial analyses that characterise this EIS. In addition, AECOM 
has been sued for being negligent in relation to its past traffic studies, and has already paid more than $250 million 
in settlement costs. 

• Having each section of the Westconnex assessed separately. Vague rationales for the whole project are used to 
justify the serious negative impacts of each stage. Projects such as the Southern motorway F8, which are not even at 
a planning stage, are included in the argument for the project without explanation. 

• The failure to consider total negative impacts against the total claimed positive aspects. While the M4 East EIS 
repeatedly makes references to the positive impact of the entire WestConnex when arguing for the project, it fails 
to consider the negative impacts of the whole project - such as loss of housing, heritage and biodiversity. 

•The failure to provide enough data to allow independent experts to verify the M4 East EIS's traffic analysis. For 
example, a detailed study undertaken by SGS Economics & Planning for the City of Sydney concluded that 
WestConnex would make traffic worse on Parramatta Rd, Victoria St and many local roads. The M4 East EIS claims it 
will improve traffic, but offers very little data that would allow experts to objectively assess this analysis. 

• Spending $15.4 billion for small savings that will not benefit most commuters. Instead of spending this amount of 
money to benefit a very small percentage of drivers in Sydney, and cut just one minute off overall road network 
traffic speeds, the NSW Government should be investing in public transport, traffic management solutions, and 
regional city centres to address traffic congestion and boost NSW's economic prosperity in the long term. 

• The poor analysis of alternatives undertaken in the M4 East EIS. This section of the EIS is superficial and amounts 
to nothing more than a roundabout way of saying that the M4East tunnel project is preferred by WestConnex. 
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• The huge impact that the flow of cars and trucks out of tunnel exits will have on local roads through out the Inner 
West. 

• Hundreds of residents being forced from their homes and businesses for the M4 East, and the failure of the EIS to 
assess the social impacts of this. Forcibly acquiring and destroying over 200 homes and businesses will result in 
massive social disruption in communities. There have been numerous reports of homeowners and tenants being 
inadequately compensated for the loss of their properties. These acquisitions were in motion before the EIS was 
even completed. Yet the EIS Social Impact study failed to do any direct research on the impact of forced acquisitions 
on residents. 

•The health risk and air quality analysis, which fails to assess the true impact of the M4 East. The claim is even made 
that WestConnex will improve local air quality- which will surely make it the first motorway in history to do so! 

• The concentrated exhaust stacks being planned in just 2 locations along the M4 East with unfair burdens again on 
those local residents that live beside these proposed exhaust plans. We can propose to spend $15 billion on a tunnel 
and yet cannot find several million to properly and evenly share and filtrate the exponential air pollution local 
residents will expect with this toll road commissioning. 

•The total inadequacy of the M4 East biodiversity assessment. This 'analysis' is based on insufficient studies. No 
attempt is made to assess cumulative impacts of the entire WestConnex project on loss of open space, gardens and 
other vegetation. 

• The wholesale destruction of heritage homes and precincts. This is not acceptable, particularly for a project that 
will not resolve but add to Sydney's traffic congestion. 

• The failure of WestConnex consultants to directly consult with business owners. Local business owners were not 
approached by WestConnex about the impact the M4 East would have on their livelihoods, despite the fact that 
many stand to see their businesses destroyed as thriving streets precincts are drowned in traffic. We understand the 
only businesses that will benefit from this construction will be the large or multinational fast food corporations. 

I therefore call on the Minister for Planning to reject this proposal on the grounds that: 

• Even the M4 East's inadequate traffic analysis shows that WestConnex will be at capacity by 2031. 

• AECOM has not even met the basic Planning Secretary's requirements in its assessment. 

• This is an outdated project that is not consistent with current trends in thinking about public transport, urban 
planning and liveability of cities. 
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Brent Devine 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Bianca Swain <campaigns@good.do> 
Tuesday, 27 October 2015 5:48 PM 
information-Planning 
Submission to SSI 6307 WestConnex M4 East EIS 

Attn: The Secretary, Dept of Planning & Environment 

I am writing to register my strong objection to the WestConnex M4 East proposal. 
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I object to the EIS's failure to consider total negative impacts against the total claimed positive aspects. While the 
M4 East EIS repeatedly refers to the positive impact of the entire WestConnex when arguing for the project, it fails 
to consider the negative impacts of the whole project, including loss of housing, heritage and biodiversity. 

I object to a process in which each section of WestConnex is assessed separately. Vague rationales for the whole 
project are used to justify the serious negative impacts of each stage. Projects such as the Southern motorway F8, 
which are not even at a planning stage, are included in the argument for the project without explanation. 

I object to the lack of transparency in the entire WestConnex process. Billions of dollars of contracts have been let 
without a full business case having been released or the project being subjected to independent Gateway reviews. 

I object to $15.4 billion being spent on WestConnex for small savings that will not benefit most commuters. Instead 
of spending this amount of money to benefit a very small percentage of drivers in Sydney, and cut just one minute 
off overall road network traffic speeds, the NSW Government should be investing in public transport, traffic 
management solutions, and regional city centres to address traffic congestion and boost NSW's economic prosperity 
in the long term. 

I object to the poor analysis of alternatives undertaken in the M4 East EIS. This section of the EIS is superficial and 
amounts to nothing more than a roundabout way of saying that the M4East tunnel project is preferred by 
WestConnex. 

I object to the short 55-day timeframe in which members of the community have been given to respond to the EIS 
for the M4 East. This document runs to nearly 5,000 pages, but the public was only given 55 days to respond, even 
though hundreds of people have called and emailed the Minister for Planning to say this is not long enough. 

I object to AECOM being paid millions of dollars of public funds to play the key role in the EIS for the M4 East. 
AECOM has been awarded other WestConnex contracts that give it a huge vested interest in the project going 
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ahead, and this is demonstrated by the lack of independence and superficial analyses that characterise this EIS. In 
addition, AECOM has been sued for being negligent in relation to its past traffic studies, and has already paid more 
than $250 in settlement costs. 

I object to the EIS's failure to provide enough data to allow independent experts to verify its traffic analysis. For 
example, a detailed study undertaken by SGS Economics & Planning for the City of Sydney concluded that 
WestConnex would make traffic worse on Parramatta Rd, Victoria St and many local roads. The M4 East EIS claims it 
will improve traffic, but offers very little data that would allow experts to objectively assess this analysis. 

I object to the total inadequacy of the M4 East biodiversity assessment. This 'analysis' is based on insufficient 
studies. No attempt is made to assess cumulative impacts of the entire WestConnex project on loss of open space, 
gardens and other vegetation. 

I object to the huge impact that the flow of cars and trucks out of tunnel exits will have on local roads through out 
the Inner West. 

I object to hundreds of residents being forced from their homes and businesses for the M4 East, and the failure of 
the EIS to assess the social impacts of this. Forcibly acquiring and destroying over 200 homes and businesses will 
result in massive social disruption in communities. There have been numerous reports of homeowners and tenants 
being inadequately compensated for the loss of their properties. These acquisitions were in motion before the EIS 
was even completed. Yet the EIS Social Impact study fa iled to do any direct research on the impact of forced 
acquisitions on residents. 

I object to the health risk and air quality analysis, which fails to assess the true impact of the M4 East. The claim is 
even made that WestConnex will improve local air quality- which will surely make it the first motorway in history to 
do so! 

I object to the wholesale destruction of heritage homes and precincts. This is not acceptable, particularly for a 
project that will not resolve but add to Sydney's traffic congestions. 

I object to the failure of WestConnex consultants to directly consult with business owners. Local business owners 
were not approached by WestConnex about the impact the M4 East would have on their livelihoods, despite the 
fact that many stand to see their businesses destroyed as thriving streets precincts are drowned in traffic. 

Global experience and research has shown conclusively that these kinds of toll road mega-projects are hugely 
expensive and counterproductive. WestConnex will increase air pollution and traffic, and expose NSW taxpayers to 
unacceptably high levels of financial risk. It is not a long-term solution to Sydney's congestion problem. 

2 



The fact that the State Government has already signed multi-billion dollar contracts for WestConnex before this EIS 
was even placed on public exhibition undermines community confidence that this is a genuine consultation process. 

I recognise there is pressure on several NSW Departments, including Planning and the Environment, to approve this 
project. I remind public servants of their obligation to the public and to the potential social, health and economic 
costs of spending $15.4 billion on WestConnex when it provides no solution to Sydney's transport needs. 

I therefore call on the Minister for Planning to reject this proposal. 

Yours sincerely, 

Bianca Swain 

Sydney NSW 2045, Australia 
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Brent Devine 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Joyce Buxey <campaigns@good.do> 
Tuesday, 27 October 2015 5:47 PM 
information-Planning 
Submission to SSI 6307 WestConnex M4 East EIS 

Attn: The Secretary, Dept of Planning & Environment 

I am writing to register my strong objection to the WestConnex M4 East proposal. 
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I object to the EIS's failure to consider total negative impacts against the total claimed positive aspects. While the 
M4 East EIS repeatedly refers to the positive impact of the entire WestConnex when arguing for the project, it fails 
to consider the negative impacts of the whole project, including loss of housing, heritage and biodiversity. 

I object to a process in which each section of WestConnex is assessed separately. Vague rationales for the whole 
project are used to justify the serious negative impacts of each stage. Projects such as the Southern motorway F8, 
which are not even at a planning stage, are included in the argument for the project without explanation. 

I object to the lack of transparency in the entire WestConnex process. Billions of dollars of contracts have been let 
without a full business case having been released or the project being subjected to independent Gateway reviews. 

I object to $15.4 billion being spent on WestConnex for small savings that will not benefit most commuters. Instead 
of spending this amount of money to benefit a very small percentage of drivers in Sydney, and cut just one minute 
off overall road network traffic speeds, the NSW Government should be investing in public transport, traffic 
management solutions, and regional city centres to address traffic congestion and boost NSW's economic prosperity 
in the long term. 

I object to the poor analysis of alternatives undertaken in the M4 East EIS. This section of the EIS is superficial and 
amounts to nothing more than a roundabout way of saying that the M4East tunnel project is preferred by 
WestConnex. 

I object to the short 55-day timeframe in which members of the community have been given to respond to the EIS 
for the M4 East. This document runs to nearly 5,000 pages, but the public was only given 55 days to respond, even 
though hundreds of people have called and emailed the Minister for Planning to say this is not long enough. 

I object to AECOM being paid millions of dollars of public funds to play the key role in the EIS for the M4 East. 
AECOM has been awarded other WestConnex contracts that give it a huge vested interest in the project going 
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ahead, and this is demonstrated by the lack of independence and superficial analyses that characterise this EIS. In 
addition, AECOM has been sued for being negligent in relation to its past traffic studies, and has already paid more 
than $250 in settlement costs. 

I object to the EIS's failure to provide enough data to allow independent experts to verify its traffic analysis. For 
example, a detailed study undertaken by SGS Economics & Planning for the City of Sydney concluded that 
WestConnex would make traffic worse on Parramatta Rd, Victoria St and many local roads. The M4 East EIS claims it 
will improve traffic, but offers very little data that would allow experts to objectively assess this analysis. 

I object to the total inadequacy of the M4 East biodiversity assessment. This 'analysis' is based on insufficient 
studies. No attempt is made to assess cumulative impacts of the entire WestConnex project on loss of open space, 
gardens and other vegetation. 

I object to the huge impact that the flow of cars and trucks out of tunnel exits will have on local roads through out 
the Inner West. 

I object to hundreds of residents being forced from their homes and businesses for the M4 East, and the failure of 
the EIS to assess the social impacts of this. Forcibly acquiring and destroying over 200 homes and businesses will 
result in massive social disruption in communities. There have been numerous reports of homeowners and tenants 
being inadequately compensated for the loss of their properties. These acquisitions were in motion before the EIS 
was even completed. Yet the EIS Social Impact study failed to do any direct research on the impact of forced 
acquisitions on residents. 

I object to the health risk and air quality analysis, which fails to assess the true impact of the M4 East. The claim is 
even made that WestConnex will improve local air quality- which will surely make it the first motorway in history to 
do so! 

I object to the wholesale destruction of heritage homes and precincts. This is not acceptable, particularly for a 
project that will not resolve but add to Sydney's traffic congestions. 

I object to the failure of WestConnex consultants to directly consult with business owners. local business owners 
were not approached by WestConnex about the impact the M4 East would have on their livelihoods, despite the 
fact that many stand to see their businesses destroyed as thriving streets precincts are drowned in traffic. 

Global experience and research has shown conclusively that these kinds of toll road mega-projects are hugely 
expensive and counterproductive. WestConnex will increase air pollution and traffic, and expose NSW taxpayers to 
unacceptably high levels of financial risk. It is not a long-term solution to Sydney's congestion problem. 
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The fact that the State Government has already signed multi-billion dollar contracts for WestConnex before this EIS 
was even placed on public exhibition undermines community confidence that this is a genuine consultation process. 

I recognise there is pressure on several NSW Departments, including Planning and the Environment, to approve this 
project. I remind public servants of their obligation to the public and to the potential social, health and economic 
costs of spending $15.4 billion on WestConnex when it provides no solution to Sydney's transport needs. 

I therefore call on the Minister for Planning to reject this proposal. 

Yours sincerely, 

Joyce Buxey 

Sydney NSW 2131, Australia 
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Brent Devine 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Zuzana Marciniak <campaigns@good.do> 
Tuesday, 27 October 2015 5:47 PM 
information-Planning 
Submission to SSI 6307 WestConnex M4 East EIS 

Attn: The Secretary, Dept of Planning & Environment 

I am writing to register my strong objection to the WestConnex M4 East proposal. 

I object to the EIS's failure to consider total negative impacts against the total claimed positive aspects. While the 
M4 East EIS repeatedly refers to the positive impact of the entire WestConnex when arguing for the project, it fails 
to consider the negative impacts of the whole project, including loss of housing, heritage and biodiversity. 

I object to a process in which each section of WestConnex is assessed separately. Vague rationales for the whole 
project are used to justify the serious negative impacts of each stage. Projects such as the Southern motorway F8, 
which are not even at a planning stage, are included in the argument for the project without explanation. 

I object to the lack of transparency in the entire WestConnex process. Billions of dollars of contracts have been let 
without a full business case having been released or the project being subjected to independent Gateway reviews. 

I object to $1S.4 billion being spent on WestConnex for small savings that will not benefit most commuters. Instead 
of spending this amount of money to benefit a very small percentage of drivers in Sydney, and cut just one minute 
off overall road network traffic speeds, the NSW Government should be investing in public transport, traffic 
management solutions, and regional city centres to address traffic congestion and boost NSW's economic prosperity 
in the long term. 

I object to the poor analysis of alternatives undertaken in the M4 East EIS. This section of the EIS is superficial and 
amounts to nothing more than a roundabout way of saying that the M4East tunnel project is preferred by 
WestConnex. 

I object to the short SS-day timeframe in which members of the community have been given to respond to the EIS 
for the M4 East. This document runs to nearly S,000 pages, but the public was only given SS days to respond, even 
though hundreds of people have called and emailed the Minister for Planning to say this is not long enough. 

I object to AECOM being paid millions of dollars of public funds to play the key role in the EIS for the M4 East. 
AECOM has been awarded other WestConnex contracts that give it a huge vested interest in the project going 
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ahead, and this is demonstrated by the lack of independence and superficial analyses that characterise this EIS. In 
addition, AECOM has been sued for being negligent in relation to its past traffic studies, and has already paid more 
than $250 in settlement costs. 

I object to the EIS's failure to provide enough data to allow independent experts to verify its traffic analysis. For 
example, a detailed study undertaken by SGS Economics & Planning for the City of Sydney concluded that 
WestConnex would make traffic worse on Parramatta Rd, Victoria St and many local roads. The M4 East EIS claims it 
will improve traffic, but offers very little data that would allow experts to objectively assess this analysis. 

I object to the total inadequacy of the M4 East biodiversity assessment. This 'analysis' is based on insufficient 
studies. No attempt is made to assess cumulative impacts of the entire WestConnex project on loss of open space, 
gardens and other vegetation. 

I object to the huge impact that the flow of cars and trucks out of tunnel exits will have on local roads through out 
the Inner West. 

I object to hundreds of residents being forced from their homes and businesses for the M4 East, and the failure of 
the EIS to assess the social impacts of this. Forcibly acquiring and destroying over 200 homes and businesses will 
result in massive social disruption in communities. There have been numerous reports of homeowners and tenants 
being inadequately compensated for the loss of their properties. These acquisitions were in motion before the EIS 
was even completed. Yet the EIS Social Impact study failed to do any direct research on the impact of forced 
acquisitions on residents. 

I object to the health risk and air quality analysis, which fails to assess the true impact of the M4 East. The claim is 
even made that WestConnex will improve local air quality- which will surely make it the first motorway in history to 
do so! 

I object to the wholesale destruction of heritage homes and precincts. This is not acceptable, particularly for a 
project that will not resolve but add to Sydney's traffic congestions. 

I object to the failure of WestConnex consultants to directly consult with business owners. Local business owners 
were not approached by WestConnex about the impact the M4 East would have on their livelihoods, despite the 
fact that many stand to see their businesses destroyed as thriving streets precincts are drowned in traffic. 

Global experience and research has shown conclusively that these kinds of toll road mega-projects are hugely 
expensive and counterproductive. WestConnex will increase air pollution and traffic, and expose NSW taxpayers to 
unacceptably high levels of financial risk. It is not a long-term solution to Sydney's congestion problem. 
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The fact that the State Government has already signed multi-billion dollar contracts for WestConnex before this EIS 
was even placed on public exhibition undermines community confidence that this is a genuine consultation process. 

I recognise there is pressure on several NSW Departments, including Planning and the Environment, to approve this 
project. I remind public servants of their obligation to the public and to the potential social, health and economic 
costs of spending $15.4 billion on WestConnex when it provides no solution to Sydney's transport needs. 

I therefore call on the Minister for Planning to reject this proposal. 

Yours sincerely, 

Zuzana Marciniak 

Sydney NSW 2140, Australia 
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Brent Devine 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Vanessa Swain <campaigns@good.do> 
Tuesday, 27 October 2015 5:47 PM 
information-Planning 
Submission to SSI 6307 WestConnex M4 East EIS 

Attn: The Secretary, Dept of Planning & Environment 

I am writing to register my strong objection to the WestConnex M4 East proposal. 

7~7 

I object to the EIS's failure to consider total negative impacts against the total claimed positive aspects. While the 
M4 East EIS repeatedly refers to the positive impact of the entire WestConnex when arguing for the project, it fails 
to consider the negative impacts of the whole project, including loss of housing, heritage and biodiversity. 

I object to a process in which each section of WestConnex is assessed separately. Vague rationales for the whole 
project are used to justify the serious negative impacts of each stage. Projects such as the Southern motorway F8, 
which are not even at a planning stage, are included in the argument for the project without explanation. 

I object to the lack of transparency in the entire WestConnex process. Billions of dollars of contracts have been let 
without a full business case having been released or the project being subjected to independent Gateway reviews. 

I object to $15.4 billion being spent on WestConnex for small savings that will not benefit most commuters. Instead 
of spending this amount of money to benefit a very small percentage of drivers in Sydney, and cut just one minute 
off overall road network traffic speeds, the NSW Government should be investing in public transport, traffic 
management solutions, and regional city centres to address traffic congestion and boost NSW's economic prosperity 
in the long term. 

I object to the poor analysis of alternatives undertaken in the M4 East EIS. This section of the EIS is superficial and 
amounts to nothing more than a roundabout way of saying that the M4East tunnel project is preferred by 
WestConnex. 

I object to the short 55-day timeframe in which members of the community have been given to respond to the EIS 
for the M4 East. This document runs to nearly 5,000 pages, but the public was only given 55 days to respond, even 
though hundreds of people have called and emailed the Minister for Planning to say this is not long enough. 

I object to AECOM being paid millions of dollars of public funds to play the key role in the EIS for the M4 East. 
AECOM has been awarded other WestConnex contracts that give it a huge vested interest in the project going 
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ahead, and this is demonstrated by the lack of independence and superficial analyses that characterise this EIS. In 
addition, AECOM has been sued for being negligent in relation to its past traffic studies, and has already paid more 
than $250 in settlement costs. 

I object to the EIS's failure to provide enough data to allow independent experts to verify its traffic analysis. For 
example, a detailed study undertaken by SGS Economics & Planning for the City of Sydney concluded that 
WestConnex would make traffic worse on Parramatta Rd, Victoria St and many local roads. The M4 East EIS claims it 
will improve traffic, but offers very little data that would allow experts to objectively assess this analysis. 

I object to the total inadequacy of the M4 East biodiversity assessment. This 'analysis' is based on insufficient 
studies. No attempt is made to assess cumulative impacts of the entire WestConnex project on loss of open space, 
gardens and other vegetation. 

I object to the huge impact that the flow of cars and trucks out of tunnel exits will have on local roads through out 
the Inner West. 

I object to hundreds of residents being forced from their homes and businesses for the M4 East, and the failure of 
the EIS to assess the social impacts of this. Forcibly acquiring and destroying over 200 homes and businesses will 
result in massive social disruption in communities. There have been numerous reports of homeowners and tenants 
being inadequately compensated for the loss of their properties. These acquisitions were in motion before the EIS 
was even completed. Yet the EIS Social Impact study failed to do any direct research on the impact of forced 
acquisitions on residents. 

I object to the health risk and air quality analysis, which fails to assess the true impact of the M4 East. The claim is 
even made that WestConnex will improve local air quality- which will surely make it the first motorway in history to 
do so! 

I object to the wholesale destruction of heritage homes and precincts. This is not acceptable, particularly for a 
project that will not resolve but add to Sydney's traffic congestions. 

I object to the failure of WestConnex consultants to directly consult with business owners. Local business owners 
were not approached by WestConnex about the impact the M4 East would have on their livelihoods, despite the 
fact that many stand to see their businesses destroyed as thriving streets precincts are drowned in traffic. 

Global experience and research has shown conclusively that these kinds of toll road mega-projects are hugely 
expensive and counterproductive. WestConnex will increase air pollution and traffic, and expose NSW taxpayers to 
unacceptably high levels of financial risk. It is not a long-term solution to Sydney's congestion problem. 
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The fact that the State Government has already signed multi-billion dollar contracts for WestConnex before this EIS 
was even placed on public exhibition undermines community confidence that this is a genuine consultation process. 

I recognise there is pressure on several NSW Departments, including Planning and the Environment, to approve this 
project. I remind public servants of their obligation to the public and to the potential social, health and economic 
costs of spend ing $15.4 billion on WestConnex when it provides no solution to Sydney's transport needs. 

I therefore call on the Minister for Planning to reject this proposal. 
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Brent Devine 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

v elton <campaigns@good.do> 
Tuesday, 27 October 2015 5:46 PM 
information-Planning 
Submission to SSI 6307 WestConnex M4 East EIS 

Attn: The Secretary, Dept of Planning & Environment 

I am writing to register my strong objection to the WestConnex M4 East proposal. 

748 

I object to the EIS's failure to consider total negative impacts against the total claimed positive aspects. While the 
M4 East EIS repeatedly refers to the positive impact of the entire WestConnex when arguing for the project, it fails 
to consider the negative impacts of the whole project, including loss of housing, heritage and biodiversity. 

I object to a process in which each section of WestConnex is assessed separately. Vague rationales for the whole 
project are used to justify the serious negative impacts of each stage. Projects such as the Southern motorway F8, 
which are not even at a planning stage, are included in the argument for the project without explanation. 

I object to the lack of transparency in the entire WestConnex process. Billions of dollars of contracts have been let 
without a full business case having been released or the project being subjected to independent Gateway reviews. 

I object to $15.4 billion being spent on WestConnex for small savings that will not benefit most commuters. Instead 
of spending this amount of money to benefit a very small percentage of drivers in Sydney, and cut just one minute 
off overall road network traffic speeds, the NSW Government should be investing in public transport, traffic 
management solutions, and regional city centres to address traffic congestion and boost NSW's economic prosperity 
in the long term. 

I object to the poor analysis of alternatives undertaken in the M4 East EIS. This section of the EIS is superficial and 
amounts to nothing more than a roundabout way of saying that the M4East tunnel project is preferred by 
WestConnex. 

I object to the short 55-day timeframe in which members of the community have been given to respond to the EIS 
for the M4 East. This document runs to nearly 5,000 pages, but the public was only given 55 days to respond, even 
though hundreds of people have called and emailed the Minister for Planning to say this is not long enough. 

I object to AECOM being paid millions of dollars of public funds to play the key role in the EIS for the M4 East. 
AECOM has been awarded other WestConnex contracts that give it a huge vested interest in the project going 
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ahead, and this is demonstrated by the lack of independence and superficial analyses that characterise this EIS. In 
addition, AECOM has been sued for being negligent in relation to its past traffic studies, and has already paid more 
than $250 in settlement costs. 

I object to the EIS's failure to provide enough data to allow independent experts to verify its traffic analysis. For 
example, a detailed study undertaken by SGS Economics & Planning for the City of Sydney concluded that 
WestConnex would make traffic worse on Parramatta Rd, Victoria St and many local roads. The M4 East EIS claims it 
will improve traffic, but offers very little data that would allow experts to objectively assess this analysis. 

I object to the total inadequacy of the M4 East biodiversity assessment. This 'analysis' is based on insufficient 
studies. No attempt is made to assess cumulative impacts of the entire WestConnex project on loss of open space, 
gardens and other vegetation. 

I object to the huge impact that the flow of cars and trucks out of tunnel exits will have on local roads through out 
the Inner West. 

I object to hundreds of residents being forced from their homes and businesses for the M4 East, and the failure of 
the EIS to assess the social impacts ofthis. Forcibly acquiring and destroying over 200 homes and businesses will 
result in massive social disruption in communities. There have been numerous reports of homeowners and tenants 
being inadequately compensated for the loss of their properties. These acquisitions were in motion before the EIS 
was even completed. Yet the EIS Social Impact study failed to do any direct research on the impact of forced 
acquisitions on residents. 

I object to the health risk and air quality analysis, which fails to assess the true impact of the M4 East. The claim is 
even made that WestConnex will improve local air quality- which will surely make it the first motorway in history to 
do so! 

I object to the wholesale destruction of heritage homes and precincts. This is not acceptable, particularly for a 
project that will not resolve but add to Sydney's traffic congestions. 

I object to the failure of WestConnex consultants to directly consult with business owners. Local business owners 
were not approached by WestConnex about the impact the M4 East would have on their livelihoods, despite the 
fact that many stand to see their businesses destroyed as thriving streets precincts are drowned in traffic. 

Global experience and research has shown conclusively that these kinds oftoll road mega-projects are hugely 
expensive and counterproductive. WestConnex will increase air pollution and traffic, and expose NSW taxpayers to 
unacceptably high levels of financial risk. It is not a long-term solution to Sydney's congestion problem. 
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The fact that the State Government has already signed multi-billion dollar contracts for WestConnex before this EIS 
was even placed on public exhibition undermines community confidence that this is a genuine consultation process. 

I recognise there is pressure on several NSW Departments, including Planning and the Environment, to approve this 
project. I remind public servants of their obligation to the public and to the potential social, health and economic 
costs of spending $15.4 billion on WestConnex when it provides no solution to Sydney's transport needs. 

I therefore call on the Minister for Planning to reject this proposal. 

Yours sincerely, 

vj elton 

Sydney NSW 2044, Australia 
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Brent Devine 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Jon Bryant <campaigns@good.do> 
Tuesday, 27 October 2015 5:46 PM 
information-Planning 
Submission to SSI 6307 WestConnex M4 East EIS 

Attn: The Secretary, Dept of Planning & Environment 

I am writing to register my strong objection to the WestConnex M4 East proposal. 

I object to the EIS's failure to consider total negative impacts against the total claimed positive aspects. While the 
M4 East EIS repeatedly refers to the positive impact of the entire WestConnex when arguing for the project, it fails 
to consider the negative impacts of the whole project, including loss of housing, heritage and biodiversity. 

I object to a process in which each section of WestConnex is assessed separately. Vague rationales for the whole 
project are used to justify the serious negative impacts of each stage. Projects such as the Southern motorway F8, 
which are not even at a planning stage, are included in the argument for the project without explanation. 

I object to the lack of transparency in the entire WestConnex process. Billions of dollars of contracts have been let 
without a full business case having been released or the project being subjected to independent Gateway reviews. 

I object to $15.4 billion being spent on WestConnex which will only create Induced Demand. Instead of spending this 
amount of money to benefit a very small percentage of drivers in Sydney, and cut just one minute off overall road 
network traffic speeds, the NSW Government should be investing in public transport, traffic management solutions, 
and regional city centres to address traffic congestion and boost NSW's economic prosperity in the long term. 

I object to the poor analysis of alternatives undertaken in the M4 East EIS. This section of the EIS is superficial and 
amounts to nothing more than a roundabout way of saying that the M4East tunnel project is preferred by 
WestConnex. 

I object to the short 55-day timeframe in which members of the community have been given to respond to the EIS 
for the M4 East. This document runs to nearly 5,000 pages, but the public was only given 55 days to respond, even 
though hundreds of people have called and emailed the Minister for Planning to say this is not long enough. 

I object to AECOM being paid millions of dollars of public funds to play the key role in the EIS for the M4 East. 
AECOM has been awarded other WestConnex contracts that give it a huge vested interest in the project going 
ahead, and this is demonstrated by the lack of independence and superficial analyses that characterise this EIS. In 
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addition, AECOM has been sued for being negligent in relation to its past traffic studies, and has already paid more 
than $250 in settlement costs. 

I object to the EIS's failure to provide enough data to allow independent experts to verify its traffic analysis. For 
example, a detailed study undertaken by SGS Economics & Planning for the City of Sydney concluded that 
WestConnex would make traffic worse on Parramatta Rd, Victoria St and many local roads. The M4 East EIS claims it 
will improve traffic, but offers very little data that would allow experts to objectively assess this analysis. 

I object to the total inadequacy of the M4 East biodiversity assessment. This 'analysis' is based on insufficient 
studies. No attempt is made to assess cumulative impacts of the entire WestConnex project on loss of open space, 
gardens and other vegetation. 

I object to the huge impact that the flow of cars and trucks out of tunnel exits will have on local roads through out 
the Inner West. 

I object to hundreds of residents being forced from their homes and businesses for the M4 East, and the failure of 
the EIS to assess the social impacts of this. Forcibly acquiring and destroying over 200 homes and businesses will 
result in massive social disruption in communities. There have been numerous reports of homeowners and tenants 
being inadequately compensated for the loss of their properties. These acquisitions were in motion before the EIS 
was even completed. Yet the EIS Social Impact study failed to do any direct research on the impact of forced 
acquisitions on residents. 

I object to the health risk and air quality analysis, which fails to assess the true impact of the M4 East. The claim is 
even made that WestConnex will improve local air quality - which will surely make it the first motorway in history to 
do so! 

I object to the wholesale destruction of heritage homes and precincts. This is not acceptable, particularly for a 
project that will not resolve but add to Sydney's traffic congestions. 

I object to the failure of WestConnex consultants to directly consult with business owners. Local business owners 
were not approached by WestConnex about the impact the M4 East would have on their livelihoods, despite the 
fact that many stand to see their businesses destroyed as thriving streets precincts are drowned in traffic. 

Global experience and research has shown conclusively that these kinds of toll road mega-projects are hugely 
expensive and counterproductive. WestConnex will increase air pollution and traffic, and expose NSW taxpayers to 
unacceptably high levels of financial risk. It is not a long-term solution to Sydney's congestion problem. 
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The fact that the State Government has already signed multi-billion dollar contracts for WestConnex before this EIS 
was even placed on public exhibition undermines community confidence that this is a genuine consultation process. 

I recognise there is pressure on several NSW Departments, including Planning and the Environment, to approve this 
project. I remind public servants of their obligation to the public and to the potential social, health and economic 
costs of spending $15.4 billion on WestConnex when it provides no solution to Sydney's transport needs. 

I therefore call on the Minister for Planning to reject this proposal. 

Yours sincerely, 

Jon Bryant 

Brisbane QLD 4171, Australia 
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Brent Devine 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Anthony Buxey <campaigns@good.do> 
Tuesday, 27 October 2015 5:46 PM 
information-Planning 
Submission to SSI 6307 WestConnex M4 East EIS 

Attn: The Secretary, Dept of Planning & Environment 

I am writing to register my strong objection to the WestConnex M4 East proposal. 

750 

I object to the EIS's failure to consider total negative impacts against the total claimed positive aspects. While the 
M4 East EIS repeatedly refers to the positive impact of the entire WestConnex when arguing for the project, it fails 
to consider the negative impacts of the whole project, including loss of housing, heritage and biodiversity. 

I object to a process in which each section of WestConnex is assessed separately. Vague rationales for the whole 
project are used to justify the serious negative impacts of each stage. Projects such as the Southern motorway F8, 
which are not even at a planning stage, are included in the argument for the project without explanation. 

I object to the lack of transparency in the entire WestConnex process. Billions of dollars of contracts have been let 
without a full business case having been released or the project being subjected to independent Gateway reviews. 

I object to $15.4 billion being spent on WestConnex for small savings that will not benefit most commuters. Instead 
of spending this amount of money to benefit a very small percentage of drivers in Sydney, and cut just one minute 
off overall road network traffic speeds, the NSW Government should be investing in public transport, traffic 
management solutions, and regional city centres to address traffic congestion and boost NSW's economic prosperity 
in the long term. 

I object to the poor analysis of alternatives undertaken in the M4 East EIS. This section of the EIS is superficial and 
amounts to nothing more than a roundabout way of saying that the M4East tunnel project is preferred by 
WestConnex. 

I object to the short 55-day timeframe in which members of the community have been given to respond to the EIS 
for the M4 East. This document runs to nearly 5,000 pages, but the public was only given 55 days to respond, even 
though hundreds of people have called and emailed the Minister for Planning to say this is not long enough. 

r object to AECOM being paid millions of dollars of public funds to play the key rote in the EIS for the M4 East. 
AECOM has been awarded other WestConnex contracts that give it a huge vested interest in the project going 
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ahead, and this is demonstrated by the lack of independence and superficial analyses that characterise this EIS. In 
addition, AECOM has been sued for being negligent in relation to its past traffic studies, and has already paid more 
than $250 in settlement costs. 

I object to the EIS's failure to provide enough data to allow independent experts to verify its traffic analysis. For 
example, a detailed study undertaken by SGS Economics & Planning for the City of Sydney concluded that 
WestConnex would make traffic worse on Parramatta Rd, Victoria St and many local roads. The M4 East EIS claims it 
will improve traffic, but offers very little data that would allow experts to objectively assess this analysis. 

I object to the total inadequacy of the M4 East biodiversity assessment. This 'analysis' is based on insufficient 
studies. No attempt is made to assess cumulative impacts of the entire WestConnex project on loss of open space, 
gardens and other vegetation. 

I object to the huge impact that the flow of cars and trucks out of tunnel exits will have on local roads through out 
the Inner West. 

I object to hundreds of residents being forced from their homes and businesses for the M4 East, and the failure of 
the EIS to assess the social impacts of this. Forcibly acquiring and destroying over 200 homes and businesses will 
result in massive social disruption in communities. There have been numerous reports of homeowners and tenants 
being inadequately compensated for the loss of their properties. These acquisitions were in motion before the EIS 
was even completed. Yet the EIS Social Impact study failed to do any direct research on the impact of forced 
acquisitions on residents. 

I object to the health risk and air quality analysis, which fails to assess the true impact of the M4 East. The claim is 
even made that WestConnex will improve local air quality-which will surely make it the first motorway in history to 
do so! 

I object to the wholesale destruction of heritage homes and precincts. This is not acceptable, particularly for a 
project that will not resolve but add to Sydney's traffic congestions. 

I object to the failure of WestConnex consultants to directly consult with business owners. Local business owners 
were not approached by WestConnex about the impact the M4 East would have on their livelihoods, despite the 
fact that many stand to see their businesses destroyed as thriving streets precincts are drowned in traffic. 

Global experience and research has shown conclusively that these kinds of toll road mega-projects are hugely 
expensive and counterproductive. WestConnex will increase air pollution and traffic, and expose NSW taxpayers to 
unacceptably high levels of financial risk. It is not a long-term solution to Sydney's congestion problem. 
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The fact that the State Government has already signed multi-billion dollar contracts for WestConnex before this EIS 
was even placed on public exhibition undermines community confidence that this is a genuine consultation process. 

I recognise there is pressure on several NSW Departments, including Planning and the Environment, to approve this 
project. I remind public servants of their obligation to the public and to the potential social, health and economic 
costs of spending $15.4 billion on WestConnex when it provides no solution to Sydney's transport needs. 

I therefore call on the Minister for Planning to reject this proposal. 

Yours sincerely, 

Anthony Buxey 

Sydney NSW 2131, Australia 
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