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From: I

Sent: Mon, 16 Oct 2017 20:06:38 +0000

To: |

Subject: FW: Submission Details for margaret carter (comments)
Attachments: 228219 Margaret Carter EIS submission_20170ct16_1659.pdf

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf Ofmargaret carter
Sent: Monday, 16 October 2017 5:01:15 PM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney
To: I

Subject: Submission Details for margaret carter (comments)
Confidentiality Requested: no
Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: maria ret carter

Address:

Rozelle, NSW
2039

Content:
As well as my PDF attached comments, | have one more re the proposed 'unfiltered' stacks.

A road tunnel in Japan built by Leightons (CIMIC) has shown that the use of 'in tunnel filtration - capable
of removing 98% of carcinogenic particulate matter - is actually cheaper than running the unfiltered
system that WestConnex propose.

Surely this should be considered!

Submission: Online Submission from margaret carter (comments)
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view activity&id=228219

Submission for Job: #7485 WestConnex M4-M5 Link
hitps://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_job&id=7485

Site: #3247 M4-M5 Link
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view site&id=3247




Margaret Carter
48 Callan

Street,
RozelleNSW, 2039

Submission to:

Planning Services

Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW 2001

15 October, 2017
Attention: Director — Transport Assessments

Application Number: SSI 7485 Application

Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link

My family has lived in Rozelle for over 141 years at our home at 48 Callan Street. Rozelle represents
the best of Australian communities: people care and support each other and are passionate about
protecting the unique qualities of a vibrant village. The proposal identified in the EIS threatens the
very fabric of our community and puts the health and safety of thousands of people at risk.

The introduction of the EIS clearly states that the information in the EIS is “ indicative of the final
design only. The reality of this statement means that the project may be completely different to
stated plans in the EIS. Furthermore although the EIS indicates what is to be expected when
construction begins, it also states that only after Construction Contractors have been engaged would
project designs and methodologies be finally worked out and agreed upon. This may result in

major changes to the project design and construction methodologies. The community would

have no say in this process.

Therefore | am writing to express my objection to the proposed WestConnex M4-M5 Link in the EIS
for the following reasons and call on the Minister of Planning not to approve it.

1. The proposed changes at the top of Callan Street where it meets Victoria road creates a safety
issue as the westbound traffic on Victoria Road will be in a 60kmh zone and will enter into Callan
Street, which is a 10kmh zone. The EIS does not address how cars will be able to make this extreme
change in speed as they enter Callan Street. The proposal will not provide a safe condition for drivers
on Victoria Road as they approach Callan Street or pedestrians who walk on Callan Street. In
addition, Callan Street is a shared zone with cars parked partially on the foot path. This creates
limited area for pedestrians to walk and further exacerbates the safety issue mentioned above,
putting pedestrians at risk of being hit by drivers entering into Callan Street at high speed. This is
totally unacceptable.

2. The proposed substation and ventilation facility at the corner of Callan Street and Victoria road
have not been adequately described in the EIS. There is no detail regarding the decibel level of noise
emanating from the substation or the ventilation facility, which is likely to exceed allowable

levels for a residential area. This is unacceptable and must be addressed.

3. The EIS states that in 2016 extending a tunnel link to the South side of the Gladesville Bridge was
seriously considered rather than to the Iron Cove Bridge but this was shelved due to costs. This
clearly identifies a major flaw in the design where massive amounts of traffic will be emptied onto
the Iron Cove Bridge, which is already above capacity. The resulting bottleneck will back up

traffic well within the tunnels and add to the intensity of pollution spewing out of the proposed
unfiltered exhaust stacks, especially the one proposed for Victoria Road between Springside and
Callan Streets. The link to the Iron Cove Bridge is neither viable, nor necessary in achieving the
objectives of this flawed project and should be scrapped.

4. Should this project proceed and prior to any construction, thorough dilapidation reports must be
carried out on all houses and buildings in the Rozelle area by independent dilapidation engineers



and paid for by the State Government. Ongoing vibration monitoring must be carried out during
construction project period and beyond. The proposal will cause significant vibrations during the
construction period and likely will cause damage to my house and other dwellings and buildings in
Rozelle. Compensation for damage caused and rectification and repairs to my property is to be
guaranteed. | would like guarantees that future traffic usage of the tunnels will not cause vibration
and noise; and if so | should be adequately compensated.

5. The EIS states that the Rozelle interchange and the surrounds of the Anzac Bridge are currently
close to capacity. With the proposed project construction the area is going to be subjected to a
huge increase in vehicle movements throughout the area for 5 years. Even the ‘with project’
scenario states that this area will experience no improvement and if anything the current situation
will be worse. This is totally unacceptable and proves that the whole project fails to deliver on its
objectives. Indeed it is stated in the EIS that the only way to mitigate for this situation by 2033 is for
the working population to adjust their work hours. “Due to forecast congestion, some of this traffic
is predicted not to be able to start or finish their journey within the peak period. Some drivers will
therefore choose to make their journey either earlier or later in the peak period to avoid delay. This
behaviour is called ‘peak spreading’. . .” This is a categorical admission of failure of this complete
project.

6. Rozelle Rail Yards and Rozelle Civil Site. It is clear that the most highly affected area of Stage 3 will
be the Rozelle area and the massive and hugely complex Rozelle interchange. The suggestion

that WestConnex is capable of building this is highly questionable. Nothing like this has been built
anywhere else in the world. Considering the simple problems of dust management, noxious gasses
and the handling of toxic materials like asbestos that have been so inappropriately dealt with on
Stages 1 and 2 by WestConnex this intersection of Stage 3 is a disaster waiting to happen and should
definitely not be allowed to proceed without a massive investigation. What has been shown in the
EIS is totally inadequate for this project to be allowed to proceed.

7. In the EIS there are indications of what is to be expected in the Rozelle Rail Yards construction site
and the Crescent Civil site. But the EIS states that only after construction contractors have been
engaged would project designs and methodologies be finally worked out and agreed. This may
result in major changes to the project design and construction methodologies. The community will
have no input into this process, so the community is totally powerless to be able to comment on
what will actually be proposed, how it will be carried out and what will finally be built. This is not
acceptable.

8. In the EIS the Rozelle Rail Yards will have 400 car parking spaces for workers. There will be no car
parking spaces at the Crescent Civil site. The daily workforce for these sites is stated to be
approximately 550. This means that there will be approximately 150 additional vehicles that will not
be able to park in the Construction sites on a daily basis. The EIS suggests workers use public
transport. If not, they will have to park on local streets in the area. Parking is already at a premium
in the surrounding suburbs and is worsening all the time with the success of the Light Rail and out of
area commuters daily leaving their cars at the light rail stops. It is totally unacceptable that the

local streets accommodate constructors extra vehicles on a daily basis for the construction period of
5 years in an area where parking is already at a premium.

9. There will be 5 entrances/exits to the Rozelle Yards site off Lilyfield Road for light vehicles and 2
entrances/exits for Heavy vehicles off the City West Link. The 2 entrances on the City West Link, one
opposite the exit of the Crescent and one 400 metres further West on the City West Link will have to
have traffic controls set up to allow trucks to access and exit. This will lead to a big increase in
congestion in this area, the main route to Anzac Bridge and Victoria Rd.

10. The proposed work hours for the Rozelle Rail Yards are tunnelling and spoil handling 24 hours a
day seven days a week. Civil construction Mon - Fri 7.00am — 6.00pm, Sat 8.00am -1.00 pm. There
will be no night work at The Crescent Civil Site and the daytime hours are stated to be the same as at
the Rozelle Rail Yards. However as has been experienced by those at Haberfield and St Peters these
hours and especially late and night work have been extended and implemented when the schedule



has fallen behind and this has lead to physical and mental stress for many residents through
interrupted sleep and loss of sleep especially with children. The roads and sites at night in the area
will see a marked increase in noise from truck movements, truck reversing alarms and running
machinery. It will also see a marked increase in light during the night hours with site illumination
and vehicle head lights as has been experienced in other areas. These problems have not been
properly addressed and are not adequately dealt with in the EIS.

11. Many homes around the Iron Cove Link, Rozelle Rail Yards and the Crescent Civil site will be noise
affected, some will be highly noise affected. The expected duration of the cumulative works is 120
weeks, almost 3 years, when noise impact will be significant so it is essential that maximum noise
mitigation measures are put in place. However the EIS contains only vague details of how mitigation
will be carried out. There is no requirement that measures will in fact be carried out to address
noise impacts. The approval conditions need to contain specific noise mitigation measures that can
be mandated and enforced.

12. There are two areas in the Rozelle Rail Yards site where construction will be by cut and cover.
These are the Portals for the Western Harbour Tunnel and the Portals for the M4/M5 link. This is of
particular concern in the light of residents experiences in areas of Haberfield and St Peters where
highly contaminated land areas were being disturbed. There was totally inadequate control of dust
in these areas, where the dust would have been loaded with toxic chemical particulates. The old Rail
Yards are highly contaminated land from their past use. The EIS gives no specific details of how this
highly toxic threat is going to be securely managed. It is not acceptable for this to be decided only
when the Construction Contracts have been issued, when the community will have no say or control
over the methodology to be employed for removing vast amounts of contaminated spoil.

13. The Rozelle Rail Yards site is the location of 3 Unfiltered Pollution Stacks. There is a

fourth unfiltered stack between Callan and Springside Streets on Victoria Rd. If the Western Harbour
Tunnel is built there will also be a total of 7 Tunnel Portals. Tunnel Portals are also areas of high
levels of pollution. It is totally unacceptable that the Pollution Stacks are unfiltered. In 2008

Gladys Berejiklian said of Labor “It’s not too late, the Government can still ensure that filtration is a
possibility. World’s best practice is to filter tunnels. Why won’t Labor allow people to sleep at night,
knowing their children aren’t inhaling toxins that could jeopardize their health now or in

the future?” It is totally unacceptable that the tunnels will not be filtered. Recently built tunnels in
Tokyo successfully filter 98% of all pollutants. Motor vehicles account for 14% of Particulate
Pollution of 2.5 microns and less in Australia. There is no safe level to exposure to particulate matter
of 2.5 microns and less. Particulate matter is linked with Asthma, Lung Disease, Cancer and

Stroke. Paul Torzillo, Head of Respiratory medicine at Royal Prince Albert Hospital has stated that
heart disease will skyrocket due to air pollution caused by WestConnex bringing more cars into the
Inner West.

14. The Health costs of outdoor Air Pollution in Australia are up to $8.4 Billion a year. The Health
costs of Particulate Pollution in the Sydney Greater Metropolitan area is around $4.7 Billion a year.
With no filtration on the WestConnex tunnels these Health costs will rise substantially.

15. The EIS shows a diagrammatic explanation of the way the polluted air will be expelled from

the WestConnex tunnels. This method will work on straight tunnels of short distance providing
there is no traffic congestion. There are already signs in tunnel locations in Sydney advising
motorists to roll up their windows and put on their ‘in vehicle circulating’ air conditioning. This type
of straight line pollution expulsion doesn’t work if the tunnels go around corners, which is the case
with the tunnels from the Rozelle Rail Yards site.

16. The tunnels under Rozelle/Lilyfield are going to be in three levels. The EIS does not explain what
safety procedures are being built into the project to deal with situations like serious congestion,
accidents or fire. With a serious hold up on the deepest of these tunnels it is clear that the air
quality will very quickly become toxic unless substantial air conditioning is a major part of the
design. There is no in depth detail about how these issues are going to be addressed. This is not
acceptable.



17. The three Pollution Stacks in the Rozelle Rail yards are shown to be 38 meters high. Thisis a
totally inappropriate location for these Pollution Stacks. The Rozelle Rail Yards are located in a
valley. The Stacks will be on land that is approximately 3.5 meters above sea level. Balmain Road
between Wharf Rd and Victoria Road is at an elevation of on average 37 meters. Orange Grove
Primary School is at an elevation of 33.4 meters. Areas of Hornsey Rd Rozelle are at 28 meters.
Around the junction of Annandale St and Weynton St in Annandale the height above sea level is
29meters. All these areas are in close proximity to these stacks. All the pollution being exhausted
from these stacks will almost be on the same level as these locations and so will be blowing almost
directly into these properties, especially in summer when many windows are open. This is not
acceptable. In situations of no wind the pollution will accumulate in this valley area and make the
surrounding area highly polluted. This is not acceptable. There are also at least 4 schools of Primary
age children well within one kilometer of these Stacks. Young children are the most vulnerable to
pollution related disease.

18. The Rozelle Rail Yards are a totally inappropriate area to create a new recreational area because
the area will be highly polluted by unfiltered Pollution Stacks and Tunnel Portals. In the EIS it is
referred to as an idealized area. “It is envisaged that the quantum of active recreation within the
Rozelle Rail Yards would be further developed by others as projects such as The Bays Precinct are
developed. The concept plan provides spaces that could include an array of active recreation
opportunities and even community facilities such as gardens or a school.” The suggestion that this
would be a suitable location for a School is totally inappropriate and demonstrates that those who
have put these plans together are not in touch with reality! At a time when major World cities are
doing all they can to address the dire problems of pollution this is an appalling suggestion.

19. The management of water in the Rozelle Yards is of great concern as the site is highly
contaminated and the construction work that will be carried out will cause a great deal of
disturbance especially once vegetation has been removed. There will be potential impacts from
contaminated soils, leakage/spills of hydrocarbons and other chemicals from machinery, vehicles
transporting spoil adjacent to roads and stormwaters, rinse water from plant washing and

concrete slurries. Water from tunnelling activity and other works will also introduce contaminants.
The EIS says that much of this water will be treated in temporary treatment facilities and sediment
tanks before being released to Whites Creek and Rozelle Bay. The EIS does not disclose what levels
of pollution controls will be implemented to make sure that contaminated water is not released into
White’s Creek or Rozelle Bay. This is not acceptable.

20. Generally the risk of settlement is lessened where tunnelling is more than 35m. In the Rozelle
area the tunnel will be at 30m in the Brockley St & Cheltenham St area, and it will be less than that in
the Denison St area. Also it is planned to have another layer of tunnels above that in the Denison St
area. From the cross section diagram Vol 2B appendix E part 2 the suggestion is that this higher level
of tunnels will be at no more than 12m. This is of major concern. Numbers of people in the ongoing
construction of Stage 1 and 2 have suffered extensive damage to their homes costing thousands of
dollars to rectify caused by vibration and tunnelling activities and although they followed all the
elected procedures their claims have not been settled. This is totally unacceptable. There is nothing
addressing these major concerns in the EIS.

21. The EIS was released just 12 days after the closing date for submissions to the Concept Design.
This categorically proves that all the Community Consultations and Submissions to the Concept
Design were a total sham. There were at least 800 posts on the interactive map. These were limited
as the community only had 140 characters available to make their point which was woefully
inadequate. But there were at least 1500 written submissions, some of which were highly detailed
and of considerable length. There is no way that all these submissions could have been read,
considered, their arguments integrated into the EIS and then for the EIS of 7200 pages to be put
together, printed and released 12 days after the closing date for submissions to the Concept Design.
There needs to be a major investigation into this flagrant abuse of the way NSW planning laws have
been flouted for the whole of WestConnex and particularly Stage 3.



In summary my key Issues are:
| am completely opposed to the Stage 3 WestConnex M4-M5 proposal.
| completely oppose the Iron Cove Tunnel Link below Rozelle.
| completely oppose the unfiltered exhaust stacks each side of Rozelle.
| completely oppose the Rozelle interchange and the tunnels below my houses.
| completely oppose the destruction of our suburbs; particularly Rozelle.
| demand an independently prepared detailed professional dilapidation report be carried out
on my houses prior to any construction progressing.
| demand compensation should my houses be damaged by this proposal.
| demand the State government compensate me for the loss of value of my properties, stress
and anxiety caused by this proposal, inconvenience and disruption to me and my family’s
lives, noise, vibration, 24 hour construction activity and loss of wellbeing and quality of our
lives.

I implore the minister to refuse consent for the Stage 3 WestConnex M4-M5 proposals.

Sincerely,

Margaret Carter

Page Break

27. Land Subsidence in the areas of all tunnel routes is of great concern to all residents. This is of
especial concern in the Rozelle /Lilyfield area where there are layers of tunnels. There is likely to be
ongoing and considerable subsidence even when the tunnels are built due to the ongoing necessity
to remove ground water from the tunnels. This will lead to a slow drying out of the sandstone and
hence settlement.
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1 submit my strongest objections to the UestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as Submission to:
contained in the EIS application # SSI 7485, for the reasons set out below,

Planning Services,

: lﬂ ex.! C R Department of Planning and Environment
Name:......H. Z‘(‘ai & ‘ . | GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

Attn: Director — Transport Assessments

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website Application Number: SSI 7485
Declaration : | HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the lost 2 years.
' . Application Name:
Address: ..... 4 g Ca\\ﬁ«‘/\‘ M e et WestConnex M4-M5 Link

Suburb: eo Z e'\(l € Postcode.ZQg.Fi

% The project fails to address its most fundamental objective of connecting to Port Botany, the genesis of the entire enterprise

%* Noise impacts - Pyrmont Bridge Road site - The EIS indicates that residents will be subjected to severe noise impacts for up .
to 4 months, caused by the long-term construction work proposed for this site which includes 8 weeks to demolish
buildings, followed by 6 weeks to establish construction facilities, with pavement and infrastructure works required (EIS, 10-

112) The EIS contains limited mitigation proposed to manage such impacts.
%* Volumes on the main links (the trunks) cannot be as high as what is claimed in the EIS. It is physically untenable.

] object to this stage of WestConnex which doesn’t benefit western Sydney in any way because it doesn’t even include the

links to Port Botany or Sydney Airport which were the main justification for the whole project

¢ Because the strategic model does not limit the volume on road links and at intersection to their ceiling capacity; it cannot
(and was not designed to) be used precisely as it is. A mesoscopic model, which can provide more a far greater level of detail

than the strategic model used would have ensured a more thorough analysis of the networks’ ability to cope with the traffic

predicted.

% The EIS focusses on the impact of construction traffic during commuter peak-hours. Given the EIS notes that construction-
related vehicles will be limited during peak-hours, information should be provided on the impact of constructionl-related
vehicles when both traffic volumes are higher - in particular during weekday lunch peak and Saturday lunch peak for sites
like the Pyrmont Bridge Road Tunnel Site where operations are broposed 24/7. (Tables 8-46, 8-47, 8-48, 8-51, 8-52, 8-53).

The EIS does not require an acoustic shed and states that ‘Acoustic barriers and devices at the access tunnel entrances would

K/
L X4

be considered and implemented where reasonable and feasible to minimise potential noise impacts associated with out-of-

hours works within the tunnels.’

#* SMC have made it extremely difficult for the community to access hard copies of the EIS. The local Glebe library only has

one copy and this is the situation at other local libraries. There are very limited hours of access to these locations outside

R .
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| object to the WestConnex M4-MS Link proposals as contained in the EIS application # SSI  Submission to:
7485, for the reasons set out below.

Name-..... M\W

I

Signatore:........ W,... &.....

Planning Services,

7Jek&/{’@( ...................................................... Department of Planning and Environment

GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

Attn: Director — Transport Assessments

Please inclode my personal information when publishing this submission to your website

Declaration : | HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. Application Number: SSI 7485

Address:......ff..g.. ..... CZ“Z.‘/\S“ ........................................................................ Application Name: WestConnex M4-MS5 Link

Suburb: ............ ‘2@2@,\\6 .................................................... Postcode..Z.Q.g...ﬁ.

= The Darley Road site will not be ' Amongst its services it offers property

returned after the project, with a valuation services and promotes
substantial portion permanently property development in what are
housing a Motorways Operations perceived to be strategic locations.
fa,éi]ity which involves a substation and HillPDA were heavily involved in work
water treatment plant. This means that leading to the development of Urban
the residents will not be able to directly Growth NSW and the heavily criticised
access the North Light rail Station from Parramatta Rd Study. It is not in the
Darley Road but will have to traverse public interest to use public funds on an
Canal Road and use the narrow path EIS done by a company that has such a
from the side. In addition the presence heavy stake in property development
of this facility reduces the utility of this opportunities along the Parramatta Rd
vital land which could be turned into a corridor. One of the advantages of’
community facility. Over the past 12 property development along
months community representatives Parramatta Rd that Hill PDA promotes
were repeatedly told that the land on its website is the 33 kilometre
would be returned and this has not WestCONnex.
occurred. We also object to the location

There is a higher than average number
of shift workers in the Inner West. The
EIS acknowledges that even allowing
for mitigation measures such as
acoustic sheds and noise walls, shift
workers will be more vulnerable to
impacts of years of construction work
and will consequently be at risk of a
loss of quality of life, loss of
productivity and chronic mental and
physical illness.

of this type of infrastructure in a =
neighbourhood setting.

= I am concerned that SMC has selected
one of Sydney’s most dangerous traffic
spots, Darley Rd in Leichhardt for a
construction site that will bring
hundreds of extra trucks and cars into
the area on a daily basis for years.

= The consultants for the Social and
Economic Impact study is HillPDA. This
company has a conflict of interest and
is not an appropriate choice todo a
social impact study of WestCONnex.
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i Attention Director

o ) L Name: ;
Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, \{)2 @2(@5’ (WQL(:\—Q(
Department of Planning and Environment
Address —
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 "(g @*2\ an Freel

Application Number: SSI 7485 o | Suburb: Q Postcode -
| azelle P 2029
Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link Signature: @J\j&

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website
‘ . Declaration : | HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years.

| object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS -
application, for the followmg reasons:

1. I further object to the proposal to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site for the reasons set out in this
" submission.

2. The EIS should not be approved on the basis that it does not provide a reliable basis on which to base the
approval documents. It does not provide the community with a genuine opportunity to provide meaningful
feedback in accordance with the legislative obligation of the Government to provide a consultation process
because the designs are ‘indicative’ only and subject to change. Because of this the EIS has many caveats and
depends upon further steps (such as traffic management plans), the detail of which is not provided. The
community has no certainty that any of the impacts from construction will be managed to an acceptable level.

3. There are overlaps in the construction periods of the New M5 and M4 of up to one year. This will significantly
worsen impacts for residents close to construction areas. No additional mitig.ation or any compensation is
offered for residents for these periods (Executive Summary xxvii). It is unacceptable that residents should have
these prolonged periods of exposure to more than one project. The EIS makes no attempt to measure or
mitigate the cumulative impact of these prolonged periods of construction noise exposure.

4. The EIS states that there may be a ‘small increase in pollutant concentrations’ near surface roads. The EIS
states that potential health impacts associated with changes in air quality (specifically nitrogen dioxide and
particulates) within the local community have been assessed and are considered to be ‘acceptable.’ We
disagree that the impacts on human health are acceptable and object to the project in its entirety because of
these impacts. (Executive Summary xvi)

5. The EIS is misleading because it discusses the creation of 14,350 direct jobs during construction. It omits the
fact that jobs have also been lost because of acquisition of businesses, many of which were long-standing and
employed hundreds of workers. (Executlve Summary xviii)

6. There are 36 homes identified as having severe noise impacts during construction in Leichhardt and Lilyfield.
No noise barriers have been identified so residents are unable to comment as to whether this impact will be
reduced. No proposal for alternative accommodation is provided. This is unacceptable and all of the proposed
noise mitigation options should be detailed in the EIS so that residents have an opportunity to comment on
what is proposed. (Executive Summary xvii)

7. There is no plan to manage traffic on Darley Road proposed in the EIS. This critical arterial road is regularly
congested at peak periods. Reference in the EIS to developing a traffic management plan in the future is not
acceptable. The detail of what is proposed needs to be contained in the EIS so that residents can assess whether
the impact of 170 light and heavy vehicle movements a day in and out of the site can be acceptably managed.

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is quged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties

Name : A ] Email . < Mobile
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Attention Director

Name: | 2 '
Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, ame MZ(RQ(?,\' C@fjré(’
Department of Planning and Environment : .

Address: CR
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 ress: AL zn Srveak
Application Number: SSI 7485 ’ Suburb: EDZQ“& Postcode ZO gq
‘Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link Signature: m@j&

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website
Declaration : | HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years.

| object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS
application, for the following reasons:

1. I object to the planned acquisition of the Dan Murphys site on Darley Road for the creation of a civil and tunnel
works site.

2. The Darley Road site has many issues which make tunneling at this point an unacceptable risk, including that itis in
a flood zone. This proposal will worsen the existing flooding risk. The mitigation suggested in the EIS is not
adequate. ‘ ’

3. TheEIS states that property damage willoccur due to ground movement may occur. The EIS states that ‘settlement,
induced by tunnel excavation, and groundwater drawdown, may occur in some areas along the tunnel alignment’.
The proposed tunnelalignmentcreatesan unacceptable risk of ground movement. We object to the projectin its '
entirety on this basis. The risk of ground movement is lessened where tunnellingis more than 35 metres. However,
sometunnellingisatlessthan 10 metres.

4. The EIS states that ‘a preferred noise mitigation option’ would be determined during ‘detailed design’. This
approach deprives residents of any ability to comment on the detailed designs. (Executive Summary xvi)

5. The EIS does not mention the impact of aircraft noise and its cumulative impact. Therefore, noise levelsidentified inthe
ElSare misleading. The EIS states there will be at least 10 weeks of severe noise impacts dufing the time that Dan
Murphys is demolished and the road prepared. | object to the selection of the Darley Road site because of the

'unacceptable noise impacts it will have on surrounding homesand businesses, with at least 36 homes identified as
suffering extreme noise interference for this initial 10-week period.

6. TheElSstates thatall vegetation will be removed on the DarleyRoad site which includes several mature trees. | object to
the removal of these trees which create a visual and noise barrier for residents from the City West Link. If the trees
are removed they must be replaced with mature trees as soon as the remediation of the site commences.

7. There is no evidence provided in the EIS that the ventilation outlets will be safe. The EIS simply states that ‘the
ventilation outlets would be designed to effectively disperse the emissions from the tunnel and are predictedto have
‘negligible effect on local air quality (xiv, Executive Summary). This is inadequate and details of the impacts.on air
quality need to be provided so that the residents and experts can meaningfully comment on the impact.

8. The proposalfor a permanent water treatment plantand substation to the south of the site on Darley Road will prevent
direct pedestrian access to the light rail station. It will affectthe future uses of the site once the project is completed.
The facility is out of step with the area which is comprised of low rise homes and detracts from the visual amenity of the’
area. This site is a pedestrian hub and will be a visual blight for pedestrians, bike users and the homesthat have direct
line of sight to the facility. It should not be permitted to belocated on this site.

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties

Name Email Mobile
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Attention Director

Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services,
Department of Planning and Environment-
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

Name: ma\@z;rp‘y Czec

i 49 Czllan Shreed

Application Number: SSI 7485

»Sub.urb: Q@Ze\\'& Postcode Q@gq

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link

Signature: \‘@%&

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website
Declaration : | HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years.

| object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS

application, for the following reasons:

1. | object to the planned acquisition of the Dan Murphys site on Darley Road for the creation of a civil and tunnel
works site as it will create unacceptable noise impacts for the community and lead to traffic chaos, along with
creating an increased risk of accidents to pedestrians and cycle users.

2. The substation and water treatment plant proposed for Darley Road should be rho,\_/ed to the north end of the site v
near the City West link so that it is less visible to residents. There are no homes that will have direct line of site of the
facility if it is moved. This will also enable direct pedestrian access to the light rail without the need to use the
winding path at the rear of the site which creates safety issues and adds to the time required to access the light ra|I

stop.

3. The EIS permits trucks to access local roads in ‘exceptional circumstances’, which includes queuing at the site. Given
the acknowledged constraints of the Darley Rd site (and based on experience with cars accessing the site for Dan
Murphy's), queuing will be the norm and not the exception. The EIS, as pertains to the Darley Road site, needs to be

amended to rule out queuing as an exceptional circumstance which allows trucks to use local roads.

At the conclusion of the construction period, the Darley Road site should be returned to the community as
compensation for the imposition of this construction site in our neighbourhood for a 5-year period. If the substation
and water treatment plant is moved to the north of the site, then the lower half of the site (which is the most
accessible end) could be converted into open space with mature trees planted. As this site is immediately adjacent
to the bay run, bicycle parking and other facilities that support active transport could be included. This would result
increase the green space for residents and result in a pleasant green environment for pedestrians, rather than a
fenced facility. The approval conditions need to mandate that the Darley Rd site is to be preserved as green space
or other community purposes at the conclusion of the construction period.

No trucks (heavy or light) should be permitted on any streets adjacent to Darley Road identified as NCA 13 (James
Street to Falls Street). A blanket prohibition should be in force with respect to any worker vehicles from the
construction site parking on these local streets. These homes will already suffer the. worst construction impacts
and should be spared the further imposition of lack of parking and the additional noise impacts of additional cars
on their street. These local streets are not designed to handle heavy vehicle movements. Therefore, any approval
conditions need to prohibit outright truck movements (including parking) and worker parking on all local streets
adjacent to Darley Road.

Any approval conditions and the relevant construction contracts must require that all workers to the Darley Rd site
are bussed in or use public transport such as the light rail, with no parking whatsoever permi{ted on local roads
adjacent to the Darley Road site. The site currently provides only 11 car spacers for an estimated 100 workers a day
on site. The project cannot be approved on this basis without a strict requirement on workers to use public
transport or project provided transport and a prohibition negds to be in place against parking on local streets.

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties

Name Email

Mobile
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Attention Director
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Department of Planning and Environment

GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 ‘ Address: ‘F% Cﬁ“&ﬂ 8‘\‘(€€\’
Application Number: SS! 7485 Suburb: Yzoze\\e Postcode 26%q

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link Signature: \Q@@J\*Qk

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website
Declaration : | HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years.

| object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-MS5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS
application, for the following reasons:

1. 1object to the selection of Darley Road as a civil and construction site on the followi-ng grounds.

2. The period of construction proposed is unacceptably long. Leichhardt residents were repeatedly told by SMC that
the Darley Road site would be operational for three years while the EIS states that it will be operational for 5
years. This period creates an unacceptable impact for residents. The works on the site should be restricted to a
three-year program as was promised.

The noise impacts of construction are not able to be mitigated to an acceptable level and the EIS should not be
approved on this basis. The EIS states that 36 homes will have unacceptable noise impacts for extended periods at
the Darley road construction site. The EIS does not mention the cumulative impact of aircraft noise in the
Leichhardt or St Peters area, and therefore does not reflect the true impact of construction noise on the amenity of
nearby residents and businesses.

w

4. No truck movements should be permitted on Darley Rd or any local roads in Leichhardt or adjoining suburbs. The
EIS should not be approved on its current basis which provides for 170 heavy and light vehicles accessing Darley
Road on a daily basis. This will create unacceptable safety issues and noise impacts for adjacent homes while also
compromising pedestrian and bicycle access to the light rail and bay run. It will also lead to truck chaos on this
critical arterial road providing access to and across the City West Link. The EIS states that an alternative truck
movement is proposed which involves use of the City West Link and no need for spoil trucks to access Darley Road.
I object to the selection of the Darley Rd site altogether, but propose this alternative, which appears to represent
the least worst impact, should be chosen if this site is to beused.

5. lobject to the number of truck movements proposed at the Darley Road site. The EIS states that there will be daily
movements of 170 heavy and light vehicles accessing Darley Road. This creates an unacceptable risk to the safety of
pedestrians accessing the North Leichhardt light rail stop as well as bicycle users accessing the bicycle route on
Darley Road and entering Canal road to join the dedicated bike paths on the bay run. Many school children cross at
this point to walk to Orange Grove and Leichhardt Secondary College. The EIS states that an alternative truck
movement is proposed which involves use of the City West Link with no trucks to access Darley Road. The selection
of Darley Road should not be approved if it involves any truck movements on Darley Road, as is currently provided.

6. No workers associated with the WestConnex project should be permitted to park on local streets. Parking is at a
premium in this area and many residents do not have off-street parking. The removal of 20 car spaces for five
years as is proposed on Darley Road will worsen this situation as will the removal of ‘kiss and ride facilities’ at the
light'rail. There is also a pre-DA application for 120 units on William Street which is not taken into account in the
EIS. This will place further stress on parking. The EIS needs to outright prohibit any worker parking on local streets
and provide a plan for enforcement (to be paid for my SMC and not by the Inner West Council).

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties

Name Email Mobile
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Attentién Director
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Department of Planning and Environment

&
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Application Number: SSI 7485 Suburb: Q@Ze\le Postcode Qegq

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link Signature: Q‘) e

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website
Declaration : | HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years.

1 object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-MS5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS
application, for the following reasons:

1. 1 object to the selection of Darley Road as a civil and construction site on the following grounds.

2. lobject to the proposal that 170 heavy and light vehicle movements a day will occur at this site. This will create an

" unacceptable risk to pedestrians and bicycle users. The EIS should not permit any truck movements near the Darley
Road site. The alternative proposal which provides that all spoil trucks enter and leave from the City West link is the
only proposal that should be considered. The EIS does not mention that many students walk or ride to Orange Grove
and Leichhardt Secondary College schools via Darley Road. There are also a number of childcare centres very close
to the Darley Road site. '

3. lobject to the location of a permanent substation and water treatment plant folldwing the completion of the project
on the Darley Road site. This will limit the future uses of the land and the commimity has been continually assured
that the land, which is Government-owned, would be available for community purposes. The presence of this
facility will forever prevent the ability for safe and direct pedestrian access to the light rail stop, with users
required to walk down a dark and windihg path. It will also limit the future use of the site. If a permanent facility is
to be located then it should be moved to the north of the site so that it is out of sight of homes and has less visual
impact on.residents. ‘

4. Tunnel depths the tunnel depths for the Leichhardt area as low as 35 metres. This creates and unacceptable risk of
damage to homes due to settlement (ground movement). The EIS acknowledges that at tunnelling at 35 metres and
less this is a real risk. There is no mitigation provided for this risk. Instead, it states that prc;perties will be repaired
at the Government’s expense. However, no details or assurance as to how this will occur are provided. The project
should not be approved with such tunnelling depths permitted and with no detail as to the extent of damage and
how and when it will be repaired. It will lead to the situation where residents and businesses are forced to engage
structural engineers and lawyers to prove that the damage was linked to WestConnex works, with no assurance that
this property damage will be promptly and satisfactorily fixed.

.5. The EIS states that, if the current proposal for ventilation facilities do not manage to achieve satisfactory -
environmental and health impacts, that further ventilation facilities may be proposed. This is unacceptable and the
EIS does not provide the alternative locations for any such facilities and therefore the community is deprived of any
opportunity to comment on their impacts. The EIS should not be approved on the basis that there may be additional
ventilation facilities that are not disclosed in the EIS. .

6. All of the streets abutting Darley Road identified as NCA 13 (James Street to Falls Street) should have a strict
prohibition on any truck movements and worker contractor parking. These homes are already suffering the worst
construction impacts of the work on the site and should be spared the further imposition of lack of parking and
additional noise impacts. The EIS needs to prohibit outright truck movements (including parking) and worker
parking on all of these streets.

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or'be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties

“Name ___Email ' " Mobile
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S/ .
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Application Number: SSI 7485 Suburb: QC)ZQ\ \& Postcode Q@gq

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link Signature: \@Q ! ’\‘Q)&

Please include my personal information when publishiné this submission to your website
Declaration : | HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years.

| object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-MS5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS
application, for the following reasons: -

I. | object to the proposal to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site for the reasons set out in this submission.

2. | object because of the unacceptable risk it will create to the safety of our community. Darley Road is a known
accident and traffic blackspot and the movements of hundreds of trucks a day will create an unacceptable risk of
accidents. On Transport.for NSW’s own figures, the intersection at the City West Link and James Street is the
third most dangerous in the inner west.

3. TheEIS pérmits trucks to access local roads in exceptional circumstances which includes queuing at the site.

Given the constraints of the Darley Road site queuing will be the usual situation. The EIS needs to be amended to
remove queuing as an exceptional circumstance. The truck movements should properly managed by the contractor
so that there is no queuing. This exception will make it easier for contractors to neglect their obligation to monitor
and manage truck movements in and out of the site and needs to be re‘moved. The EIS needs to specifically provide
that all local streets abutting Darley Road and expressly prohibited truck movements (including parking) on these
streets. This should include all streets from the north (James St) to the south (Falls Road), which are near the
project footprint. ’ '

4. Leichhardt residents were repeatedly told by SMC that the Darley Road site would be operational for three years.
The EIS states that it will be operational for 5 years. This creates an unacceptable impact for residents. The works
on the site should be restricted to a three-year program as was promised.

5. The EIS states.that construction noise levels would exceed the relevant goals without additional mitigation. The
additional mitigation is mentioned but not proposed or any detail provided. All possible mitigation should be
included as a condition of approval. The EIS acknowledges that substantial above ground invasive works will be
required to demolish the  Dan Murphys building and establish the road. The EIS noise projections indicate that for
| 0 weeks residents will suffer unacceptable noise impacts. The EIS does not contain a plan to manage or mitigate
this terrible impact. There is no detail as to which homes will be offered (if at all) temporary relocation; there are
no details of any noise walls or what treatments will be provided to individual homes that are badly affected. The
approval needs to contain detail as to how this unacceptable impact will be managed and minimised during the
construction period and, in particular, during site establishment. | object to the selection of the Darley Road site on
the basis that the works required (demolition and surface works) will create unacceptable and unbearable noise and
vibration impacts for extended periods. The EIS indicates that at least 36 homes will basically be unlivable during this
period. In addition, the planned 170 heavy and light vehicles will considerably worsen the impact of construction
noise. . I

6. The EIS does not even mention the impact of.aircraft noise and its cumulative impact. As such, the noise levels
identified are misleading. | object to the selection of the Darley Road site because of the unacceptable noise impacts
it will have on surrounding homes and businesses. . '

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties

Name : Email A Mobile
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Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services,
Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001
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Application Number: SSI 7485

Suburb: %@@/\k)’ Postcode Q@ m

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link

Signature: QOZ%

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website
Declaration : | HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years.

i object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-MS5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS

application, for the following reasons:

1. | further object to the proposal to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site for the reasons set out in this

submission.

2. The EIS should not be approved as it does not contain any certainty for residents as to what is proposed and does
not provide a basis on which the project can be approved. The EIS states ‘the detail of the design and construction
approach is indicative only based on a concept design and is subject to detailed design and construction planning to
be undertaken by the successful contractors.’ The EIS should not be approved on the basis that it does not provide a
reliable basis on which to base the approval documents. It does not provide the community with a genuine
opportunity to provide meaningful feedback in accordance with the legislative obligation of the Government to
provide a consultation process because the designs are ‘indicative’ only and subject to change. Because of this the

EIS is riddled with caveats and lacks clear obligations and requirements of project delivery. The additional effect of
this is that the community and other stakeholders such as the Council will be unable to undertake compliance
activities as the conditions are simply too broad and lack any substantial detail.

’

The impacts in the EIS are misleading because they do not include any detail of the cumulative impact caused by

the overlaps in the construction periods of the New M5 and M4 (of up to one year). No additional mitigation or any
compensation is offered for residents for these periods (Exeéutive Summary xxvii). It is unacceptable that residents
should have these prolonged periods of exposure to multiple WestConnex projects. The EIS makes no attempt to
measure or mitigate the cumulative impact of these prolonged periods of construction noise exposure. Nor does the
EIS provide for any traffic managemént to prevent rat running during the period of construction, when Stages 1 and

2 have opened. The EIS should not be approved without this detail and adequate plans to manage this impact.

4. The EIS is misleading because it discusses the creation of 14,350 direct jobs during construction. It omits the fact
that jobs have also been lost because of acquisition of businesses, many of which were long-standing and
employed hundreds of workers. (Executive Summary xviii) \ '

. 5. The EIS states that all vegetation on the Darley Road site will be removed. This includes a mature large tree
which provides a visual and noise barrier from the City West Link. The tree should not be permitted to be

removed.

6. Despite the fact the EIS identifies over 30 homes with severe noise impacts, no mitigation is mandated. While the
possibility of noise walls is flagged, along with in-home treatments, none of this is a requirement. Nor is any detail
provided on which residents or business owners can comment. No noise barriers have been proposed. This is

xvii)

unacceptable and appropriate noise barriers should be included in the EIS for consideration. (Executive Summary

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties

Name Email

Mobile
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From: I

Sent: Mon, 16 Oct 2017 06:03:03 +0000

To: I

Subject: FW: Submission Details for margaret carter (comments)

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf Ofmargaret carter
Sent: Monday, 16 October 2017 5:02:00 PM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney
To: I

Subject: Submission Details for margaret carter (comments)
Confidentiality Requested: no

Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: marc';a ret carter

Address:

Rozelle, NSW
2039

Content:
As well as my PDF attached comments, | have one more re the proposed 'unfiltered' stacks.

A road tunnel in Japan built by Leightons (CIMIC) has shown that the use of 'in tunnel filtration - capable
of removing 98% of carcinogenic particulate matter - is actually cheaper than running the unfiltered
system that WestConnex propose.

Surely this should be considered!

Submission: Online Submission from margaret carter (comments)
hitps://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_activity&id=228228

Submission for Job: #7485 WestConnex M4-M5 Link
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_job&id=7485

Site: #3247 M4-M5 Link
hitps://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_site&id=3247




From:

Sent:

To:

Subject: FW: Submission Details

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf O

Sent: Monday, 16 October 2017 5:01:13 PM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney
To:
Subject: Submission Details

Confidentiality Requested: yes
Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: [

Organisation: n/a ()
Email:

Address:

Content:
| wish to lodge my concerns about the Environmental Impact Statement for the M4-M5 link:

The EIS shows that the M4-M5 link fails to improve the congestion which the areas surrounding the St
Peters Interchange already experiences.

| also object to a project which will add to congestion on local roads in the Alexandria, Newtown, Enmore
and Erskineville areas. The EIS does not adequately model the impact on local roads of Stage 3.

The St Peters Interchange is a crucial component of the entire WestConnex project. If it does not work,
the M4-M5 link will not work. The EIS indicates that the M4-M5 Link will not work. The EIS shows that the
M4-M5 link project alone cannot meet the project objectives, and may not even advance the project
objectives.

Average speed with the M4-M5 Link is forecast to be no better than without the M4-M5 Link which results
in a great number of drivers using local streets as “rat runs'. The results are that it makes it more
dangerous for young children in the area and adds more unhealthy pollutants to streets where young
children live.

The EIS states: "the network is forecast not to be able to accommodate the forecast traffic demand'.
Indeed even earlier reports by WestConnex have stated that the travel time saving is unlikely to continue
for more than a year or so!

Even with the project, the EIS concedes the need for ‘"demand management', “capacity constraints', and
local road upgrades (which are discussed in the EIS but unfunded).

Noise and air quality studies are completely dependent on the accuracy of the traffic analysis and

003502



assumptions. If the traffic analysis is flawed, so too are the air and noise studies and local road traffic
impacts. City of Sydney experts and other academic experts have already rejected the traffic analysis on
which WestConnex bases its case. Only last week Citi financial analysts in a report to their large investors
were of the view that the traffic predictions contained were unlikely to be achievable. They are arguing
that due to toll avoidance and the opening of Badgery's Creek airport, the actual traffic figures will be
lower than predicted. Of course any losses in tolls, we know, are made up from the Public through
taxation, etc. It is extremely negligent for NSW Planning to forget this aspect and approve this project.

The EIS does not provide evidence that the alternatives to WestConnex have been properly considered.
Each alternative to WestConnex is dismissed on the grounds that, alone, it will not work. But the EIS has
given no consideration to whether a combination of some or all of the alternatives would be better value

than WestConnex. No comprehensive analysis is supported.

For these reasons and many more, including loss of valuable heritage and resulting loss of residential
amenity plus loss of homes AND business | | strongly object to this proposal and urge the Secretary of
Planning to advise the Minister to refuse the application. NSW Planning must require the Proponent to
properly and adequately address the impacts not adequately addressed in the EIS.

IP Address: ﬁ
Submission:; Online Submission from of n/a (object)

https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view activity&id=228221

Submission for Job: #7485 WestConnex M4-M5 Link
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view job&id=7485

Site: #3247 M4-M5 Link
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_site&id=3247
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October 17, 2017

Attention: Director

Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services
Department of Planning and Environment
Application number SS| 7485

GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2001.

Dear Madam/Sir;

re: M4-M5 Link Environmental Impact Statement

On October 16, 2017 at ~5pm (1700 hrs), the final day for submissions regarding the EIS, | forwarded a letter
listing my objections and tried to email it to the Major Projects email address. | was unable to do so because of
difficulty through the Major Projects site.

| submitted the attached letter on a format provided under the Planning Department. | received the following
reply: “The Department will consider all issues raised in submissions as part of the assessment of the proposal. Your
submission will also be provided to the applicant for their consideration.

If you would like to track the status of the proposal, please go to http://www.majorprojects.planning.nsw.gov.au.

It is the Department's standard practice to publish all submissions on development applications on its website. This
includes full publication of any personal information you have included in your submission unless you have requested
otherwise.”

| am concerned that my submission may not have reached the Major Projects section dealing with this EIS, as it is
obviously not a development application. | wish to know if my personal submission has been received and forms part of
the submissions being considered.

Yours truly




COPY October 16, 2017
original sent by email 16/10/17 at ~1700 hours.
Attention: Director
Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services
Department of Planning and Environment
Application number SSI 7485
GPO Box 39
SYDNEY NSW 2001.

Dear Madam/Sir:

[ wish to lodge my concerns about the Environmental Impact Statement for the M4-M5 link:

The EIS shows that the M4-M5 link fails to improve the congestion which the areas surrounding the St Peters
Interchange already experiences.

| also object to a project which will add to congestion on local roads in the Alexandria, Newtown, Enmore and
Erskineville areas. The EIS does not adequately model the impact on local roads of Stage 3.

The St Peters Interchange is a crucial component of the entire WestConnex project. If it does not work, the M4-M5 link
will not work. The EIS indicates that the M4-M5 Link will not work. The EIS shows that the M4-M5 link project alone
cannot meet the project objectives, and may not even advance the project objectives.

Average speed with the M4-M5 Link is forecast to be no better than without the M4-M>5 Link which results in a great
number of drivers using local streets as rat runs’. The results are that it makes it more dangerous for young children in
the area and adds more unhealthy pollutants to streets where young children live.

The EIS states: 'the network is forecast not to be able to accommodate the forecast traffic demand’. Indeed even
earlier reports by WestConnex have stated that the travel time saving is unlikely to continue for more than a year or so!

Even with the project, the EIS concedes the need for ‘demand management', ‘capacity constraints’, and local road
upgrades (which are discussed in the EIS but unfunded).

Noise and air quality studies are completely dependent on the accuracy of the traffic analysis and assumptions. If the
traffic analysis is flawed, so too are the air and noise studies and local road traffic impacts. City of Sydney experts and
other academic experts have already rejected the traffic analysis on which WestConnex bases its case. Only last week
Citi financial analysts in a report to their large investors were of the view that the traffic predictions contained were
unlikely to be achievable. They are arguing that due to toll avoidance and the opening of Badgerys Creek airport, the
actual traffic figures will be lower than predicted. Of course any losses in tolls, we know, are made up from the Public
through taxation, etc. It is extremely negligent for NSW Planning to forget this aspect and approve this project.

The EIS does not provide evidence that the alternatives to WestConnex have been properly considered. Each
alternative to WestConnex is dismissed on the grounds that, alone, it will not work. But the EIS has given no
consideration to whether a combination of some or all of the alternatives would be better value than WestConnex. No
comprehensive analysis is supported.

For these reasons and many more, including loss of valuable heritage and resulting loss of residential amenity plus loss
of homes AND business | strongly object to this proposal and urge the Secretary of Planning to advise the Minister to
refuse the application. NSW Planning must require the Proponent to properly and adequately address the impacts
not adgguately addressed in the EIS.
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Attention Director Name: \\\\(\L %\Wb

Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, <
Department of Planning and Environment Address; ?f\fj‘;‘éﬁ/lﬁ g:‘f,ze/’(‘

GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 l/—?/\(}/\

Application Number: SSI 7485 suburb: et cdbrce Al Postcode ‘2 ¢ =

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link | Signature: //

Please INCLUDE my personal information when publish?r(g@s submission to your website
Declaration : | HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years.

object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as

contained in the EIS application, for the following reasons:

1.

Traffic diversions — Leichhardt. The EIS states that ‘temporary diversions along Darley Road may be
required during construction’ (8-65). No detail is provided as to when these diversions would occur;
there is no provision for consultation with the community; no detail as to how long the diversions will be
in place and no comment on the impact of diversions on local roads or the amenity of residents. Will
diversions occur at night? If so, down what streets? Diverting the arterial traffic from Darley Road down
local streets (which are not designed for heavy vehicle volumes) will result in damage to streets, sleep
disturbances for residents and create safety issues. There is also childcare centre and a school near
the William Street/Elswick Street intersection which will be impacted by diverting vehicles onto local
roads. It is unacceptable for proposed road diversions not to be detailed whatsoever in the EIS. The
EIS should not be approved without setting out the impacts of road diversions on residents and
" businesses.
Permanent water treatment plant and substation — Leichhardt The proposal to locate this permanent
structure in a residential setting is opposed. The site will have a negative visual impact on the area and is in
direct line of sight of a number of homes. If approved, the facility should be moved to the north of the site
further from homes. '
Discharge of water into storm water at Blackmore Oval — Leichhardt The permanent substation and
water treatment plant proposed for the Darley Road site facility should not be approved as part of the EIS., It
proposes discharging water from the tunnels into the storm water canal near Blackmore Oval. This will
devastate our waterways and impact negatively on the amenity of the bay which has four rowing clubs in
close proximity. In addition, the environmental impacts of this discharge are not properly set out in the EIS.
Impacts not provided — Permanent water treatment plant and substation — The EIS states that
there will be an office, worker parking and buildings to accommodate this facility on a permanent basis.
- It does not provide any detail as to — noise impacts, numbers of workers on site, any health risks
associated with the facility. This is simply inadequate and the decision to locate this facility should be
subject to a thorough assessment and approval process. It should not be approved as part of this EIS
as there is simply no detail provided about the impact of this facility on the amenity of the area.
Removal of vegetation — Leichhardt. The EIS states that all vegetation will be removed on the Darley
Road site. There are several mature trees located on the north of the site. None of these trees should be
removed as they provide precious greenery. They also act as a visual and noise screen for residents from
the City West Link traffic. All efforts should be taken to retain the trees and the EIS should not simply permit
these trees to be removed without proper investigations being undertaken as to how they can be retained. If
they are removed 9followign a proper investigation and consideration of all options) then the approval needs
to specify that all streets are replaced with mature, native trees at the conclusion of the construction at the
site.

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must
be removed before this submission is fodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other
parties

Name Email ) Mobile




- ‘\'2

__\ 003504
Name: T (a0 D
Submission to: Planning Services, Dept of :

Planning and Environment. GPO Box 39, Signature: . W

Sydney, NSW 2001 : _ Please mclude/delete (cro

' personal information when pu ||sh|ng this submission
Attention: Director - Transport Assessments to your website. Declaration: | have not made any
reportable donations in the last two years.

Address: \6 gb\‘/\‘\) %\%ET
Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link | \E\U/\M S,: <

Suburb: " Postcode: &:ﬂb

| wish to register my strong objections to Stage 3 (M4-M5 Link) for the following reasons -

Application Number: SSI 7485

WESTCONNEX OBJECTIVES
The main reason given for the construction of the WestConnex motorway is to connect to Sydney Airport and Port
Botany. The project has failed to meet both of these objectives. -

TRAVEL TIME SAVED?

if stage 3 of the Westconnex project is completed, it is predicted that by 2033, reductlons in peak travel times from
Western Sydney to the airport and to the Botany Port area will be miniscule. Parramatta to Sydney airport will save 10
minutes, between Burwood and Sydney Airport the time saved will be 5 minutes and between Silverwater and Port
Bbtany the time saved will be 10 minutes. These are only the best predictions put forward and time savings may in fact
be much less. The whole rationale for building this wasteful 18 billion dollar polluting project was precisely for that
reason... to reduce travel times and to connect with Port Botany and the Airport.

SUBSIDENCE AND HOUSE DAMAGE

The EIS states that property damage due to ground movement "may occur, further stating that “settlement induced by
tunnel excavation and groundwater drawdown may occur in some areas along the tunnel alignment". The risk of
ground movement and subsidence is lessened where tunnelling is more than 35 metres underground. (Vol 2B
Appendix E p 1) The planned Inner West Interchange at Leichhardt, Lilyfield and Annandale proposes tunnels which
are astonishingly shallow eg John St at 22m, Hill St at 28m, Moore St 27m (Vol 2B Appendix E Part 2), Catherine
St at 28m (Vol 2B Appendix E Part 1). At these shallow depths, the homes above would indisputably sustain serious
structural damage and cracking. Without provision for full compensation for damage there would be no incentive for
contractors or Roads and Maritime Services to minimise this damage.

DEPTHS OF TUNNELS AND INCOMPLETE EIS DIAGRAMS

In response to enquiries made to the Westconnex Info line it was confirmed that the depths are measured from the

excavation to the surface. Diagrams of the tunnel dimensions in the EIS only give 5.3m as a minimum height. When

further clarification was sought of the total height ie from the tunnel floor to the crown (top of the tunnel), Westconnex

Infoline confirmed that 5.3m is the ‘minimum height’, and when pressed further that there is an extra 2.2m above this to

allow for signage and jet fans, giving a total height of 7.5m.

This is in contrast to information from staff at the Westconnex Information Balmain session who claimed the extra

section above the minimum height of 5.3m would be between 1 to 1.5m.

it throws into confusion what the total height of the tunnels are and therefore the depths of tunnels below homes, which
_again the information Session staff stated could be changed by the contractors. What are residents expected to -

believe? Yet Westconnex is asking residents to provide feedback on inadequate, conflicting information.

Significantly, there is nothing in the EIS to ensure that tunnelling would be at a sufficient depth so as not to

endanger the integrity of homes, including vibration, and noise impacts.

Recent experience tells us that residents in the ongoing construction of Stages 1 and 2 have suffered extensive

damage to their homes caused by vibration, tunnelling activities, and changed soil moisture content costing thousands

of dollars to rectify, with their claims still not settled. Insurance policies will not cover this type of damage. The onus has

been on residents to prove that damage to their homes was caused by Westconnex. Furthermore, the EIS actually

concedes there will be moisture drawdown caused by tunnelling. There is nothing addressing these major concerns in

the EIS. This is what residents living in the path of WestConnex are facing and it is totally unacceptable.

In view of the above no tunnelling less than 35m in depth from the surface to the crown of a tunnel (ie the top)

under residences should be undertaken. And of course no tunnelling should be undertaken under sensitive
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sites.

UNFILTERED STACKS

It is clear that Annandale, Glebe, Rozelle, Leichhardt and Lilyfield will be exposed to unacceptable health risks. With
massive number of extra truck four unfiltered emissions stacks in the area plus a large number of exit portals, the
residents of this area will suffer greatly from poisonous diesel particulates. This is negligent when you consider that,
the World Health Organisation in 2012 declared diesel particulates carcinogenic. " As you are no doubt aware there
are at least 5 schools that will be in the orbit of these poisonous fumes and children and the elderly are most at risk to
lung ailments. Your Education Minister Rob Stokes declared in 2017, "No ventilation shafts will be built near any
school."

AIR AND NOISE POLLUTION

~ Rozelle Interchange and surrounds will expenence increased trafflc with associated noise and air pollution— most
particularly at The Crescent, Johnson St Annandale and Catherine St Leichhardt and Ross Street Glebe. These streets
are already highly congested at peak times and with a massive number of extra truck movements and traffic
associated with construction, these streets will become gridlocked during peak times. Also, the widening of The

- Crescent between the city West Link and Johnston Street with an extra lane being constructed will lead to heavy
traffic congestion on a road that has 3 Primary/infants schools.
Furthermore, the EIS states that the current Rozelle Interchange and surrounds of Anzac Bridge are presently close to
full capacity. In fact, Anzac Bridge is currently at maximum capacity during peak hours. With the proposed
construction, the area is going to be subjected toa huge increase in vehicle movements throughout the 5 year
construction period.

TRUCK MOVEMENTS

The removal of spoil from the Rozelle Rail Yards will lead to the largest number of spoil truck movements on the
entire Stage 3 project: 517 Heavy truck movements a day, of which 46 are stated to take place during peak hours.
This will lead to extra noise and air pollution in this area. '

The unacceptable noise levels which will accompany the construction of this massive interchange will further add to
the discomfort of the residents. No analysis has been provided of the magnitude of increased noise pollution which will
adversely affect residents. The EIS actually states that local residents may have to keep their windows and doors
closed to keep out the noise and dust. The proposed work hours for construction in the Goods Yard for the tunneling
and spoil removal are 24 hours a day seven days a week. This could lead to loss of sleep for local residents as well as
loss of lifestyle.

There will also be disturbance of soil in the old Rozelle Goods Yard which may be thick with toxic contaminants such as
lead and asbestos (as was the case in St Peters.) You made no provision for the safe removal of these toxic

. substances in St Peters and | do not see any provision in the EIS for their safe removal in this area. ‘

PROPOSED ‘PARK’ ‘

The proposed building of a park in the area of the Goods Yard right in the middle of a large number of exit portals and
poisonous smoke stacks borders on being criminally negligent. This new ‘recreational area’ will be subject to the |
dangerous invisible particulates of 2.5 microns and smaller so many residents and children will be unaware that they ‘
are being poisoned. All evidence shows that these particulates are linked with increased cases of asthma, lung |
. disease, cancer and stroke placing further pressure on our already overloaded health system.

RESIDENT CONSULTATION

Although the EIS indicates what is to be expected when construction begins, it also states that that only after
Construction Contractors have been engaged would project designs and methodologies be finally worked out and
agreed upon. This may result in major changes to the project des:gn and construction methodologies. The
community would have no say m this process!

Further, in the introduction of the EIS it clearly states that the information in the EIS is ‘indicative of the final design’
only. The reality of this statement means that the project may be completely different to stated plans in the EIS and
shows the process is a sham.
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I object.to the WestConnex M4-MS5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS . Submission to:
application # SSI 7485, for the reasons set out below. '

"Planning Services, )
Department of Planning and Enyironment
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

Attn: Director — Transport Assessments

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website : Application Number: SSI 7485

Declaration:: | : .
A Application Name: WestConnex M4-MS5
. < oA h
AIESS: vrvoornsrrreerse P B.ooMm . J\+f9,d ....................................... Link
A (£ )’e/ : 9
T U 2 \ ) A A T, Postcode. 2S5
e The EIS states that property damage due to ground design’. This is unacceptable and residents have no
movement may occur. We object to the projectinits opportunity to comment on the detailed designs.
entirety on this basis. The EIS states that ‘settlement, ’ The failure to include this detail means that residents
induced by tunnel excavation, and groundwater have no idea as to what is planned and cannot
drawdown, may occur in some areas along the tunnel comment or input into those plans. (Executive
alignment’. The risk of ground movement is lessened Summary xvi)
where tunneliing is more than 35 metres. However, '
some tunnelling is at less than 10 metres. This O TheElSstatesthatallvegetation will be removedon
proposed tunnel alignment creates an unacceptable the site which includes a mature tree. | object to the
risk of ground movement. In addition, the EIS states removal of the tree which creates avisual and noise

that there are a number of discrete areas to the north barrier for residents from the City West Link. If the

and northwest of the Rozelle Rail Yards, to the north tree is removed it must be replaced with a mature

of Campbell Road at St Peters and in the vicinity of tree as soon as the remediation of the site

Lord Street at Newtown where ground water commences.

movement above 20 milliliters is predicted ‘strict
Lo . 0 The proposalforapermanent watertreatment plant
limits on the degree of settlement permitted would - ] o

& — . , and substation to the south of the site on Darley Road
be imposed on the project” and ‘damage’ would be o . o ) )
. A . will prevent direct pedestrian access to the light rail
rectified at no cost to the owner. would be placed

. station. It will affect the future uses of the site once

the project is completed. The facility is out of ste
be permitted to be delivered in such a way that there . pro] . P ] . y ) P
. . with the area which is comprised of low rise homes
is a known risk to property damage that cannot be . . .
o . and detracts from the visual amenity of the area. This
mitigated to an acceptable level of risk. L 4 . ) ) i
i site is a pedestrian hub and will be a visual blight for

pedestrians, bike users and the homes that have
direct line of sight to the facility. It should not be
permitted on this site.

e “There is no evidence provided in the EIS that the
ventilation outlets will be date. The EIS simply states
that ‘the ventilation outlets would be designed to

effectively disperse the emissions from the tunnel . . o .
) o . 0 TheElSdoesnotmentiontheimpact of aircraft noise
and are predicted to have negligible effect onlocal air . o . )
] . . Lo and its cumulative impact. As such, the noiselevels
quality (xiv, Executive Summary). This is inadequate - . . . . . .
. . . . identified are misleading. | object to the selection of
and details of the impacts on air quality need to be ‘ .
- o the Darley Road site because of the unacceptable
provided so that the residents and experts can o o : .
] ) : noise impacts it will have on surrounding homes and
meaningfully comment ontheimpact. .
. businesses.

e TheEISstates that ‘a preferred noise mitigation
option’ would be determined during ‘detailed

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties

Name Email Mobile
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Attention Director

Name: ‘
Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, MQ{‘WM MW f

Department of Planning and Environment . »
: Address: -
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 %‘( ~-ancss Ra

Applicétion Number: SSI 7485 Suburb: (_Cf(/{/\‘/\"\rd/f Postcode ! ’ @\['O

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link SiAgnature: MM\

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website
Declaration : | HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years.

| object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS
application, for the following reasons:

1. 1 object to the selection of Darley Road as a civil and construction site on the following grounds.

2. The period of construction proposed is unacceptably long. Leichhardt residents were repeatedly told-by SMC that
the Darley Road site would be operational for three years while the EIS states that it will be operational for 5
years. This period creates an unacceptable impact for residents. The works on the site should be restricted to a
three-year program as was promised. ‘

3. The noise impacts of construction are not able to be mitigated to an acceptable level and the EIS should not be
approved on this basis. The EIS states that 36 homes will have unacceptable noise impacts for extended periods at
the Darley road construction site. The EIS does not mention the cumulative impact of aircraft noise in the
Leichhardt or St Peters area, and therefore does not reflect the true impact of construction noise on the amenity of
nearby residents and businesses.

4. No truck movements should be permitted on Darley Rd or any local roads in Leichhardt or adjoining suburbs. The
EIS should not be approved on its current basis which provides for 170 heavy and light vehicles accessing Darley
Road on a daily basis. This will create unacceptable safety issues and noise impacts for adjacent homes while also
compromising pedestrian and bicycle access to the light rail and bay run. It will also lead to truck chaos on this
critical arterial road providing access to and across the City West Link. The EIS states that an alternative truck
movement is proposed which involves use of the City West Link and no need for spoil trucks to access Darley Road.
1 object to the selection of the Darley Rd site altogether, but propose this alternative, which appears to represent
the least worst impact, should be chosen if this site is to beused.

5. [ object to the number of truck movements proposed at the Darley Road site. The EIS states that there will be daily
movements of 170 heavy and light vehicles accessing Darley Road. This creates an unacceptable risk to the safety of
pedestrians accessing the North Leichhardt light rail stop as well as bicycle users accessing the bicycle route on
Darley Road and entering Canal road to join the dedicated bike paths on the bay run. Many school children cross at
this point to walk to Orange Grove and Leichhardt Secondary College. The EIS states that an alternative truck
movement is proposed which involves use of the City West Link with no-trucks to access Darley Road. The selection
of Darley Road should not be approved if it involves any truck movements on Darley Road, as is currently provided.

6. No workers associated with the WestConnex project should be permitted to park on local streets. Parking is at a
premium in this area and many residents do not have off-street parking. The removal of 20 car spaces for five
years as is proposed on Darley Road will worsen this situation as will the removal of ‘kiss and ride facilities’ at the
light rail. There is also a pre-DA application for 120 units on William Street which is not taken into account in the
EIS. This will place further stress on parking. The EIS needs to outright prohibit any worker parking on local streets
and provide a plan for enforcement (to be paid for my SMC and not by the Inner West Council).

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties

Name Email : Mobile
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I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application ~ Submission to:
# SSI 7485, for the reasons set out beloyy. -
Planning Services,
N
y Department of Planning and
Environment

. J GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001
SIBNALPR .o sl S e T T T T T T et e s e s .
. - \ Attn: Director - Transport Assessments
Plefise include my/personal information when publishing this submission to your website :
JAVE NOT mage any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. Application Number: SSI 7485
/C(.//ﬂ./ : C§;’- . Application
ZG’?WQ@ 7 22 Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5' -

SUBUID: covcvvorcie et ovs s casereeneenn AT Postcode.......... S/ O Link :

~

Property acquisitions

10. The construction and operation of the project will result in 51 property acquisitions. We object to the project
in its entirety because of this impact. We note that a number of long-standing businesses have been
acquired and that many families and businesses in earlier stages have been forced to go to court to seek
fair compensation. We object to the acquisition in particular of the Dan Murphys site. The business was
substantially renovated and a new business opened with full knowledge of the likely acquisition. We object
to it being acquired and compensated in this circumstances and call on the Government to investigate the
circumstances which led to this occurring (Executive Summary xvii)

Noise barriers

11. No noise barriers have been proposed. This is unacceptable and appropriate noise barriers should be
included in the EIS for consideration. (Executive Summary xvii)

Risk of settlement (ground movemént)

12. The EIS states that property damage due to ground movement may occur. We object to the project in its
entirety on this basis. The EIS states that ‘settlement, induced by tunnel excavation, and groundwater
drawdown, may occur in some areas along the tunnel alignment’. The risk of ground movement is
lessened where'tunnelling is more than 35 metres. However, some tunnelling is at less than 10 metres.
This proposed tunnel alignment creates an unacceptable risk of ground movement. In addition, the EIS
states that there are a number of discrete areas to the north and northwest of the Rozelle Rail Yards, to
the north of Campbell Road at St Peters and in the vicinity of Lord Street at Newtown where ground water
movement above 20 milliliters is predicted ‘strict limits on the degree of settlement permitted would be
imposed on the project” and ‘damage’ would be rectified at no cost to the owner. would be placed
(Executive Summary, xvii -iii). The project should not be permitted to be delivered in such a way that there
is a known risk to property damage that cannot be mitigated to an acceptable level of risk.

Ambient air quality

13. There is no evidence provided in the EIS that the ventilation outlets will be date. The EIS simply states that
‘the ventilation outlets would be designed to effectively disperse the emissions from the tunnel and are
predicted to have negligible effect on local air quality (xiv, Executive Summary). This is inadequate and
details of the impacts on air quality need to be provided so that the residents and experts can meaningfully

- comment on the impact. :

Campaign Mailing Lists : ! would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission:is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties

Name . Email A Mobile
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Attention Director : ; ' v

. Name: [/ 10 A ) i’\)
Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, . {Z{ZSW M (/ﬂ'%o
Department of Planning and Environment !

GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 Address: lﬂ | H(/E‘@Q/(/ 3'7 :
Application Number: SSI 7485 Suburb:lé/é}///ﬂﬂgar?ostcode ;20%’0

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link Signature: M/] .@

Please include my personal information when puéllshm his ubmlssmn to your website
Declaration : | HAVE NOT made any reportable politic I nhations in the last 2 years.

| object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-MS5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS
application, for the following reasons:

. 1 object to the proposal to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site for the reasons set out in this submission.

2. | object because of the unaccéptab|e risk it will create to the safety of our community. Darley Road is a known
accident and traffic blackspot and the movements of hundreds of trucks a day will create an unacceptable risk of
accidents. On Transport for NSW’s own figures, the intersection at the City West Link and James Street is the
third most dangerous in the inner west.

3. The EIS permits trucks to access local roads in exceptional circumstances which includes queuing at the site.

Given the constraints of the Darley Road site queuing will be the usual situation. The EIS needs to be amended to
remove queuing as an exceptional circumstance. The truck movements should properly managed by the contractor
_so that there is no queuing. This exception will make it easier for contractors to neglect their obligation to monitor
and manage truck movements in and out of the site and needs to be removed. The EIS needs to specifically provide
that all local streets abutting Darley Road and expressly prohibited truck movements (including parking) on these
streets. This should include all streets from the north (James St) to the south (Falls Road), which are near the
project footprint. ' '

4. Leichhardt re_sidénts were repeatedly told by SMC that the Darley Road site would be operational for three years.
The EIS states that it will be operational for 5 years. This creates an unacceptable impact for residents. The works
on the site should be restricted to a three-year program as was promised.

5. The EIS states that construction noise levels would exceed the relevant goals without additional mitigation. The
additional mitigation is mentioned but not proposed or any detail provided. All possible mitigation should be
included as a condition of approval. The EIS acknowledges that substantial above ground invasive works will be
required to demolish the Dan Murphys building and establish the road. The EIS noise projections indicate that for
|0 weeks residents will suffer unacceptable noise impacts. The EIS does not contain a plan to manage or mitigate
this terrible impact. There is no detail as to which homes will be offered (if at all) temporary relocation; there are
no details of any noise walls or what treatments will be provided to individual homes that are badly affected. The
approval needs to contain detail as to how this unacceptable impact will be managed and minimised during the
construction period and, in particular, during site establishment. | object to the selection of the Darley Road site on
the basis that the works required (demolition and surface works) will create unacceptable and unbearable noise and
vibration impacts for extended periods. The EIS indicates that at least 36 homes will basically be unlivable during this
period. In. addition, the planned 170 heavy and light vehicles will considerably worsen the impact of construction
noise. ’ . i

6. The EIS does not even mention the impact of aircraft noise and its cumulative impact. As such, the noise levels
identified are misleading. | object to the selection of the Darley Road site because of the unacceptable noise impacts
it will have on surrounding homes and businesses.

~ Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties

Name Email . Mobile
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Attention Director

Infrastructure Projects, PlanningvServices, Name: %(KS‘T (/ ,/l/ cﬂ/ﬁ HOM
‘ f i

Department of Planning and Environment

GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 4 Address: H | H URECT ST -
T 7 L
Application Number: SSI 7485 $uburb:[6,WHm Posti:ode (Q@@

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link | Signature: //MC: 2 Q

LA ) ~ B
Please include my personal information when publt g thi Sion to your website

Declaration : | HAVE NOT made any reportablé political donations in the last 2 years.

| object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-MS5 Link proposails as contained in the EIS
application, for the following reasons: ’

1. | further object to the proposal to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site for the reasons set out in this
submission. ‘

2.” The EIS should not be approved as it does not contain any certainty for residents as to what is proposed and does
not provide a basis on which the project can be approved. The EIS states ‘the detail of the design and construction
approach is indicative only based on a concept design and is subje‘ct to detailed design and construction planning to
be undertaken by the successful contractors.” The EIS should not be approved on the basis that it does not provide a
reliable basis on which to base the approval documents. It does not provide the community with a genuine
opportunity to provide meaningful feedback in accordance with the legislative obligation of the Government to
provide a consultation process because the designs are ‘indicative’ only and subject to change. Because of this the
EIS is riddled with caveats and lacks clear obligations and requirements of project delivery. The additional effect of
this is that the community and other stakeholders such as the Council will be unable to-undertake compliance
activities as the conditions are simply too broad and lack any substantial detail.

3. The impacts in the EIS are misleading because they do not include any detail of the cumulative impact caused by
the overlaps in the construction periods of the New M5 and M4 (of up to one year). No.additional mitigation or any
compensation-is offered for residents for these periods (Executive Summary xxvii). It is unacceptable that residents
should have these prolonged periods of exposure to multiple WestConnex projects. The EIS makes no attempt to
" measure or mitigate the cumulative impact of these prolonged periods of construction noise exposure. Nor does the
EIS provide for any traffic management to prevent rat running during the period of construction, when Stages 1 and
2 have opened. The EIS should not be approved without this detail and adequate plans to manage this impact.

4. The EIS is misleading because it discusses the creation of 14,350 direct jobs during construction. It omits the fact
that jobs have also been lost because of acquisition of businesses, many of which were long-standing and
employed hundreds of workers. (Executive Summary xviii) . '

5. The EIS states that all vegetation on the Darley Road site will be removed. This includes a mature large tree
_ which provides a visual and noise barrier from the City West Link. The tree should not be permitted to be
removed.

6. Despite the fact the EIS identifies over 30 homes with severe noise impacts, no mitigation is mandated. While the
possibility of noise walls is flagged, along with in-home treatments, none of this is a requirement. Nor is any detail
provided on which residents or business owners can comment. No noise barriers have been proposed. This is
unacceptable and appropriate noise barriers should be included in the EIS for consideration. (Executive Summary
xvii)

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties

Name A ~_Email Mobile
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Attention Director
Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services,
Department of Planning and Environment

Name: Vf)’l{-(/ i nq

Address: ' vl o -/—(‘J '
51 Ch 6. lulﬁvfdl‘fu/

GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001
Application Number: SSI 7485

‘| Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link

. vy o
Suburb: ) ﬁq , Postcode
1 ~, 7 .
Signature:

———————
Please INCLUDE my personal information when publishing this submission to your website
Declaration : | HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. .

| object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as
contained in the EIS application, for the following reasons:

1.

Traffic diversions — Leichhardt. The EIS states that ‘temporary diversions along Darley Road may be
required during construction’ (8-65). No detail is provided as to when these diversions would occur;
there is no provision for consultation with the community; no detail as to how long the diversions will be
in place and no comment on the impact of diversions on local roads or the amenity of residents.. Will
diversions occur at night? If so, down what streets? Diverting the arterial traffic from Darley Road down
local streets (which are not designed for heavy vehicle volumes) will result in damage to streets, sleep
disturbances for residents and create safety issues. There is also childcare centre and a school near
the William Street/Elswick Street intersection which will be impacted by diverting vehicles onto local
roads. It is unacceptable for proposed road diversions not to be detailed whatsoever in the EIS. The
EIS should not be approved without setting out the impacts of road diversions on residents and
businesses.
Permanent water treatment plant and substation — Leichhardt The proposal to locate this permanent
structure in a residential setting is opposed. The site will have a negative visual impact on the area and is in
direct line of sight of a number of homes. If approved, the facility should be moved to the north of the site
further from homes.
Discharge of water into storm water at Blackmore Oval - Leichhardt The permanent substation and
water treatment plant proposed for the Darley Road site facility should not be approved as part of the EIS. It
proposes discharging water from the tunnels into the storm water canal near Blackmore Oval. This will
devastate our waterways and impact negatively on the amenity of the bay which has four rowing clubs in
" close proximity. In addition, the environmental impacts of this discharge are not properly set out in the EIS.
Impacts not provided — Permanent water treatment plant and substation — The EIS states that
there will be an office, worker parking and buildings to accommodate this facility on a permanent basis.
It does not provide any detail as to — noise impacts, numbers of workers on site, any health risks
associated with the facility. This is simply inadequate and the decision to locate this facility should be
subject to a thorough assessment and approval process. It should not be approved as part of this EIS
as there is simply no detail provided about the impact of this facility on the amenity of the area.
Removal of vegetation — Leichhardt. The EIS states that all vegetation will be removed on the Darley
Road site. There are several mature trees located on the north of the site. None of these trees should be
removed as they provide precious greenery. They also act as a visual and noise screen for residents from

the City West Link traffic. All efforts should be taken to retain the trees and the EIS should not simply permit

these trees to be removed without proper investigations being undertaken as to how they can be retained. If
they are removed 9followign a proper investigation and consideration of all options) then the approval needs
to specify that all streets are replaced with mature, native trees at the conclusion of the construction at the
site.

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must
be removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other
parties '

Name Email i - _Mobile
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Attention Director

Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, Name: L OL( ﬁlﬂ/é«: QIC”@ (/4
Department of Planning and Environment ' ’ :
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 Address: = / 75 é(/ y -/4’ J%
v/
Application Number: SSI 7485 Suburb: L, /V7CL/ Postcode : 70%
Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link Signature: O( . Jj '
~ Ut

Please include my personal information when publishing thisLsubm;‘ssion to your website
Declaration : | HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years.

| object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS
application, for the following reasons: '

1.l object to the planned acquisition of the Dan Murphys site on Darley Road for the creation of a civil and tunnel
works site. ’

2. The Darley Road site has many issues which make tunneling at this point an unacceptable risk, including thatitisin
a flood zone. This proposal will worsen the existing flooding risk. The mitigation suggested in the EIS is not
adequate.

3. TheEIS states that property damage willoccur due to ground movement may occur. The EIS states that ‘settlement,
induced by tunnel excavation, and groundwater drawdown, may occur in some areas along the tunnelalignment’.
The proposed tunnelalignmentcreatesan unacceptable risk of ground movement. We object to the projectinits
entirety on this basis. The risk of ground movement s lessened where tunnellingis more than 35 metres. However,
sometunnellingis at lessthan 10 metres.

4. The EIS states that ‘a preferred noise mitigation option” would be determined during ‘detailed design’. This
_ approach deprives residents of any ability to comment onthe detailed designs. (Executive Summary xvi)

5. ThekElS do'es not mention theimpact ofaircraff noise and its cumulative impact. Therefore, noise levelsidentified inthe
ElSare misleading. The EIS states there will be at least 10 weeks of severe noise impacts during the time that Dan
Murphys is demolished and the road prepared. | object to the selection of the Darley Road site because of the
unacceptable noise impacts it will have on surrounding homesandbusinesses, with at least 36 homes identified as
suffering extreme noise interference for this initial 10-week period.

6. TheEISstates thatall vegetation will be removed on the DarleyRoad site which includes several maturetrees. | objectto
the removal of these trees which create a visual and noise barrier for residents from the City West Link. If the trees
are removed they must be replaced with mature trees as soon as the remediation of the site commences.

7. There is no evidence provided in the EIS that the ventilation outlets will be safe. The EIS simply states that ‘the
ventilation outlets would be designed to effectively disperse the emissions from the tunnelandare predicted to have
negligible effect on local air qu‘ality (xiv, Executive Summary). This is inadequate and details of the impacts on air
quality need to be provided so that the residents and experts can meaningfully commenton the impact.

8. - The proposal for a permanent water treatment plant and substation to the south of the site on Darley Road will prevent
direct pedestrianaccess to the light rail station. It will affect the future uses of the site once the projectis completed.
The facility is out of step with the area which is comprised of low rise homes and detracts from the visual amenity of the
area. This site is a pedestrian hub and will be avisual blight for pedestrians, bike users and the homes that have direct
line of sight to the facility. It should not be pérmitted tobelocated on this site.

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer'and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaig‘ns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties
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| object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS
application, for the following reasons:

1. | object to the selection of Darley Road as a civil and construction site on the following grounds.

2. 1 object to the proposal that 170 heavy and light vehicle movements a day will occur at this site. This will create an
unacceptable risk to pedestrians and bicycle users. The EIS should not permit any truck movements near the Darley
Road site. The alternative proposal which provides that all spoil trucks enter and leave from the City West link is the
only proposal that should be considered. The EIS does not mention that many students walk or ride to Orange Grove
and Leichhardt Secondary College schools via Darley Road. There are also a number of childcare centres very close
to the Darley Road site.

3. lobject to thelocation of a permanent substation and water treatment plant following the completion of the project
on the Darley Road site. This will limit the future uses of the land and the community has been continually assured
that the land, which is Government-owned, would be available for community purposes. The presence of this
facility will forever prevent the ability for safe and direct pedestrian access to the light rail stop, with users
required to walk down a dark and winding path. It will also limit the future use of the site. If a permanent facility is
to be located then it should be moved to the north of the site so that it is out of sight of homes and has less visual
impact on residents. :

4. Tunnel depths the tunnel depths for the Leichhardt area as low as 35 metres. This creates and unacceptable risk of
damage to homes due to settlement (ground movement). The EIS acknowledges that at tunnelling at 35 metres and
less this is a real risk. There is no mitigation provided for this risk. Instead, it states that properties will be repairéd
at the Government’s expense. However, no détails or assurance as to how this will occur are provided. The project

. should not be approved with such tunnelling depths permitted and with no detail as to the extent of damage and
how and when it will be repaired. It will lead to the situation where residents and businesses are forced to engage
structural engineers and lawyers to prove that the damage was linked to WestConnex works, with no assurance that
this property damage will be promptly and satisfactorily fixed.

5. The EIS states that, if the current proposal for ventilation facilities do not manage to achieve satisfactory
environmental and health impacts, that further ventilation facilities may be proposed. This is unacceptable and the
" EIS does not provide the alternative locations for any such facilities and therefore the community is deprived of any
opportunity to comment on their impacts. The EIS should not be approved on the basis that there may be additional
ventilation facilities that are not disclosed in the EIS.

6. All of the streets abutting Darley Road identified as NCA 13 (James Street to Falls Street) should have a strict
prohibition on any truck movements and worker contractor parking. These homes are already suffering the worst
construction impacts of the work on the site and should be spared the further imposition of lack of parking and
additional noise impacts. The EIS needs to prohibit outright truck movements (including parking) and worker
parking on all of these streets.

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties
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| object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS
application, for the following reasons:

| object to the proposal to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site for the reasons set out in this submission.

| object because of the unacceptable risk it will create to the safety of our community. Darley Road is a known
accident and traffic blackspot and the movements of hundreds of trucks a day will create an unacceptable risk of -
accidents. On Transport for NSW’s own figures, the intersection at the City West Link and James Street is the

third most dangerous in the inner west.

The EIS permits trucks to access local roads in exceptional circumstances which includes queuing at the site.

Given the constraints of the Darley Road site queuing will be the usual situation. The EIS needs to be amended to .
remove queuing as an exceptional circumstance. The truck movements should properly managed by the contractor
so that there is no queuing. This exception will make it easier for contractors to neglect their obligation to monitor
and manage truck movements in and out of the site and needs to be removed. The EIS needs to specifically provide
that all local streets abutting Darley Road and expressly prohibited truck movements (including parking) on these
streets. This should include all streets from the north (James St) to the south (Falls Road), which are near the
project footprint.

Leichhardt residents were repeatedly told by SMC that the Darley Road site would be operational for three years.
The EIS states that it will be operational for 5 years. This creates an unacceptable impact for residents. The works
on the site should be restricted to a three-year program as was promised.

The EIS states that construction noise levels would exceed the relevant goals without additional mitigation. The
additional mitigation is mentioned but not proposed or any detail provided. All possible mitigation should be
included as a condition of approval. The EIS acknowledges that substantial above ground invasive works will be

~ required to demolish the Dan Murphys building and establish the road. The EIS noise projections indicate that for

10 weeks residents will suffer unacceptable noise impacts. The EIS does not contain a plan to manage or mitigate
this terrible impact. There is no detail as to which homes will be offered (if at all) temporary relocation; there are
no details of any noise walls or what treatments will be provided to individual homes that are badly affected. The
approval needs to contain detail as to how this unacceptable impact will be managed and minimised during the
construction period and, in particular, during site establishment. | object to the selection of the Darley Road site on
the basis that the works required (demolition and surface works) will create unacceptable and unbearable noise and
vibration impacts for extended periods. The EIS indicates that at least 36 homes will basically be unlivable during this
period. In addition, the planned 170 heavy and light vehicles will considerably worsen the impact of construction
noise.

The EIS does not even mention the impact of aircraft noise and its cumulative impact. As such, the noise levels
identified are misleading. | object to the selection of the Darley Road site because of the unacceptable noise impacts
it will have on surrounding homes and businesses.

Name Email . Mobile
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| object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-MS Link proposals as contained in the EIS
application, for the following reasons:

1. | object to the planned acquisition of the Dan Murphys site on Darley Road for the creation of a civil and tunnel
works site' as it will create unacceptable noise impacts for the community and lead to traffnc chaos, along with
creatlng an increased risk of accidents to pedestrians and cycle users.

2. The substation and water treatment plant proposed for Darley Road should be moved to the north end of the site
near the City West link so that it is less visible to residents. There are no homes that will have direct line of site of the
facility if it is moved. This will also enable direct pedestrian access to the light rail without the need to use the
winding path at the rear of the site which creates safety issues and adds to the time required to access the light rail
stop.

3. The EIS permits trucks to access local roads in ‘exceptional circumstances’, which includes queuing at the site. Given
the acknowledged constraints of the Darley Rd site {and based on experience with cars accessing the site for Dan
Murphy's), queuing will be the norm and not the exception. The EIS, as pertains to the Darley Road site, needs to be
amended to rule out queuing as an exceptional circumstance which allows trucks to use local roads.

4. At the conclusion of the construction period, the Darley Road site should be returned to the community as
compensation for the imposition of this construction site in our neighbourhood for a 5-year period. If the substation
and water treatment plant is moved to the north of the site, then the lower half of the site (which is the most
accessible end) could be converted into open space with mature trees planted. As this site is immediately adjacent
to the bay run, bicycle parking and other facilities that support active transport could be included. This would result
increase the green space for residents and result in a pleasant green environment for pedestrians, rather than a
fenced facility. The approval conditions need to mandate that the Darley Rd site is to be preserved as green space
or other community purposes at the conclusion of the construction period.

5. No trucks (heavy or light) should be permitted on any streets adjacent to Darley Road identified as NCA 13 (James
Street to Falls Street). A blanket prohibition should be in force with respect to any worker vehicles from the
construction site parking on these local streets. These homes will already suffer the worst construction impacts
and should be spared the further imposition of lack of parking and the additional noise impacts of additional cars
on their street. These local streets are not designed to handle heavy vehicle movements. Therefore, any approval
conditions need to prohibit outright truck movements (including parking) and worker parking on all local streets
adjacent to Darley Road.

6. Any approval conditions and the relevant construction contracts must requiré that all workers to the Darley Rd site
are bussed in or use public transport such as the light rail, with no parking whatsoever permitted on local roads
adjacent to the Darley Road site. The site currently provides only 11 car spacers for an estimated 100 workers a day
on site. The project cannot be approved on this basis without a strict requirement on workers to use public
transport or project provided transport and a prohibition needs to be in place against parking on local streets.

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties
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| object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS
application, for the following reasons:

1. | further object to the proposal to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site for the reasons set out in this
submission.

2. The EIS should not be approved as it does not contain any certainty for residents as to what is prdposed and does
' not provide a basis on which the project can be approved. The EIS states ‘the detail of the design and construction
approach is indicative only based on a concept design and is subject to detailed design and construction planning to ~
be undertaken by the successful contractors.’ The EIS should not be approved on the basis that it does not provide a
reliable basis on which to base the approval documents. It does not provide the community with a genuine
opportunity to provide meaningful feedback in accordance with the legislative obligatibn of the Government to
provide a consultation process because the designs are ‘indicative’ only and subject to change. Because of this the
EIS is riddled with caveats and lacks clear obligations and requirements of project delivery. The additional effect of
this is that the community and other stakeholders such as the Council will be unable to undertake compliance
activities as the conditions are simply too broad and lack any substantial detail.

3. The impacts in the EIS are misleading because they do not include any detail of the cumulative impact caused by
the overlaps in the construction periods of the New M5 and M4 (of up to one year). No additional mitigation or any
compensation is offered for residents for these periods (Executive Summary xxvii). It is unacceptable that residents
should have these prolonged periods of exposure to multiple WestConnex projects. The EIS makes no attempt to *
measure or mitigate the cumulative impact of these prolonged periods of construction noise exposure. Nor does the
EIS provide for any traffic management to prevent rat running during the period of construction, when Stages 1 and
2 have opened. The EIS should not be approved without this detail and adequate plans to manage this impact.

4. The EIS is misleading because it discusses the creation of 14,350 direct jobs during construction. It omits the fact
that jobs have also been lost because of acquisition of businesses, many of which were long-standing and
employed hundreds of workers. (Executive Summary xviii)

5. The EIS states that all vegetation on the Darley Road site will be removed. This includes a mature large tree
which provides a visual and noise barrier from the City West Link. The tree should not be permitted to be
removed.

6. Despite the fact the EIS identifies over 30 homes with severe noise impacts, no mitigation is mandated. While the
possibility of noise walls is flagged, along with in-home treatments, none of this is a requirement. Nor is any detail
provided on which residents or business owners can comment. No noise barriers have been proposed. This is
unacceptable and appropriate noise barriers should be included in the EIS for consideration. (Executive Summary
xvii)
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| object to the whole of the West(gonnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS
application, for the following reasons:

1. 1object to the selection of Darley Road as a civil and construction site on the following grounds.

2. The period of construction proposed is unacceptably long. Leichhardt residents were repeatedly told by SMC that .
the Darley Road site would be operational for three years while the EIS states that it will be operational for 5
years. This period creates an unacceptable impact for residents. The works on the site should be restricted to a
three-year program" as was promised. ) '

3. The noise impacts of construction are not able to be mitigated to an acceptable level and the EIS should not be
approved on this basis. The EIS states that 36 homes will have unacceptable noise impacts for extended periods at
the Darley road construction site. The EIS does not mention the cumulative impact of aircraft noise in the
Leichhardt or St Peters area, and therefore does not reflect the true impact of construction noise on the amemty of
nearby residents and businesses. >

4. No truck movements should be permitted on Darley Rd or any local roads in Leichhardt or adjoining suburbs. The
EIS should not be approved on its current basis which provides for 170 heavy and light vehicles accessing Darley
Road on a daily basis. This will create unacceptable safety issues and noise impacts for adjacent homes while also
compromising pedestrian and bicycle access to the light rail and bay run. It will also lead to truck chaos on this
critical arterial road providing access to and across the City West Link. The EIS states that an alternative truck
movement is proposed which involves use of the City West Link and no need for spoil trucks to access Darley Road.
I object to the selection of the Darley Rd site altogether, but propose this alternative, which appears to represent
the least worst impact, should be chosen if this site is to beused.

5. object to the number of truck movements proposed at the Darley Road site. The EIS states that there will be daily
movements of 170 heavy and light vehicles accessing Darley Road. This creates an unacceptable risk to the safety of
pedestrians accessing the North Leichhardt light rail stop as well as bicycle users accessing the bicycle route on
Darley Road and entering Canal road to join the dedicated bike paths on the bay run. Many school children cross at
this point to walk to Orange Grove and Leichhardt Secondary College. The EIS states that an alternative truck
movement is proposed which involves use of the City West Link with no trucks to access Darley Road. The selection
of Darley Road should not be a}pproved if it involves any truck mox?ements on Darley Road, as is currently provided.-

6. No workers associated with the WestConnex project should be permitted to park on local streets. Pa{rking isata
premium in this areaand many residents do not have off-street parking. The removal of 20 car spaces for five k
years as is proposed on Darley Road will worsen this situation as will the removal of ‘kiss and ride facilities’ at the
light rail. There is also a pre-DA application for 120 units on William Street which is not taken into account in the
EIS. This will place further stress on parking. The EIS needs to outright prohibit any worker parking on local streets
and provide a plan for enforcement (to be paid for my SMC and not by the Inner West Council).

/
\
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I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contalned in the EIS

application, for the following reasons:

1. I further object to the proposal to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site for the reasons set out in this

submission.

2. The EIS should not be approved on the basis that it does not provide a reliable basis on which to base the
approval documents. It does not provide the community with a genuine opportunity to provide meaningful
feedback in accordance with the legislative obligation of the Government to provide a consultation process
because the designs are ‘indicative’ only and subject to change. Because of this the EIS has many caveats and
depends upon further steps (such as traffic management plans), the detail of which is not provided. The -
community has no certainty that any of the impacts from construction will be managed to an acceptable level.

3. There are overlaps in the construction periods of the New M5 and M4 of up to one year. This will significantly
worsen impacts for residents close to construction areas. No additional mitigation or any compensation is
offered for residents for these periods (Executive Summary xxvii). It is unacceptable that residents should have

- these prolonged .periods of exposure to more than one project. The EIS makes no attempt to measure or
mitigate the cumulative impact of these prolonged periods of construction noise exposure.

4. The EIS states that there may be a ‘small increase in pollutant concentrations’ near surface roads. The EIS’
states that potential health impacts associated with changes in air quality (specifically nitrogen dioxide and
. particulates) within the local community have been assessed and are considered to be ‘acceptable.’ We.
disagree that the impacts on human health are acceptable and object t to the project in its entirety because of -

these impacts. (Executive Summary xvi)

5. The EIS is misleading because it discusses the creation of 14,350 direct jobs during construction. It omits the
fact that jobs have also been lost because of acquisition of businesses, many of which were long-standing and
employed hundreds of workers. (Executive Summary xviii)

6. There are 36 homes identified as having severe noise impacts during construction in Leichhardt and Lilyfield.
No noise-barriers have been identified so residents are unable to comment as to whether this impact will be
reduced. No proposal for alternative accommodation is provided. This is unacceptable and all of the proposed
noise mitigation options should be detailed in the EIS so that residents have an opportunity to comment on

what is proposed. (Executlve Summary xvu)

7. There is no plan to manage traffic on Darley Road proposed in the EIS. This critical arterial road is regularly

congested at peak periods. Reference in the EIS to developing a traffic management plan in the future is not
acceptable. The detail of what is proposed needs to be contained in the EIS so that residents can assess whether
the impact ‘of 170 light and heavy vehicle movements a day in and out of the site can be acceptably managed.

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties
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| object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-MS5 Link proposals as
contained in the EIS application, for the following reasons:

1.

Heavy vehicle movements during peak hours — Leichhardt. The EIS states that ‘reasonable and practical
management strategies would be investigated to minimize the volume of heavy vehicle movements during
peak hours.’ (8-53). This is also not acceptable as it is not known what will actually be done to manage this
impact. It is not good enough for the EIS, which forms the basis of the approval of this project, to simply
mention ‘investigations’ and not detail a proper plan (on which residents can comment) on management of
heavy vehicle movements during peak hours. In addition, Darley Road is very congested from 7am until
9.30am and then from 4pm-6.30pm, well outside the ‘peak’ periods identified in the EIS. And the impact on
traffic will be caused by ‘light vehicles and not simply heavy vehicles. It is clear that there is no plan for
managing these vehicle movements. The EIS should not be approved as drafted. It is unacceptable for this
volume of vehicles to be proposed for this critical arterial road with no plan for management.

Light construction vehicle routes — the EIS acknowledges that these vehicles will use ‘dispersed’
routes (8-62). In other words, construction vehicles will use and park on local roads. The EIS does not
propose any management as to which roads they use. The addition of 70-100 light vehicle movements
day in Leichhardt will result in our small, congested streets, which are already at capacity and sufferingj
parking shortages, will have the added impact of workers travelling to and from the site and parking in

“local streets. There will be rat running. The EIS should provide an agreed route (using arterial roads

only) that can be used by all vehicles associated with the project.

EIS is Indicative only - The EIS should not be approved as it does not contain any certainty for
residents as to what is proposed and does not provide a basis on which the project can be approved.
The EIS states ‘the detail of the design and construction approach is indicative only based on a concept
design and is subject to detailed design and construction planning to be undertaken by the successful
contractors.” The community will have no opportunity to comment on the Preferred Infrastructure Report
which forms the basis of the approval conditions. This means the community will have limited say in the
management of the impacts identified in the EIS. The EIS needs to provide an opportunity for the
community to meaningfully input into this report and approval conditions.

Intersection of James St and City West Link — The EIS (8-630 indicates that there will be an increase
in traffic volume during construction of nearly 400 vehicles during peak hour. The only strategy to manage
this is allowing a right-hand turn into James Street. This intersection is the third most dangerous in the inner
west (based on TINSW's own statistics). There is no analysis of crash statistics at this intersection provided
in the EIS. The EIS should not be approved in its current form. It needs to provide certainty to the community
that they will be able to reasonable access this part of the road network in a timely and safe manner.

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must
be removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other
parties A
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" ventilation outlets would be designed to effectively disperse the emissions from the tunnel and are predicted to have

The EIS states that property damage due to ground movement may occur. We object to the projectinits entirety on
this basis. The EIS states that ‘settlement, induced by tunnel excavation, and groundwater drawdown, may occur in
some areas alongthe tunnel alignment’. The risk of ground movement is lessened where tunnelling is more than 35
metres. However, some tunnellingis atless than 10 metres. This proposed tunnel alignment createsan unacceptable
risk of ground movement. In addition, the EIS states that there are a number of discrete areas to the north and
northwest of the Rozelle Rail Yards, to the north of Campbell Road at St Peters and in the vicinity of Lord Street at
Newtown where ground water movement above 20 milliliters is predicted ‘strict limits on the degree of settlement
permitted would be imposed on the project” and ‘damage’ would be rectified at no cost to the owner. would be placed

risk to property damage that cannot be mitigated to an acceptable level of risk.

There is no evidence provided in the EIS that the ventilation outlets will be date. The EIS simply states that ‘the

negligible effect on local air quality (xiv, Executive Summary). This is inadequate and details of the impacts on air
quality need to be provided so that the residents and experts can meaningfully comment on the impact.

The EIS states that ‘a preferred noise mitigation option’ would be determined during ‘detailed design’. This is
unacceptable and residents have no opportunity to comment on the detailed designs. The failure to include this detail
means that residents have no idea as to whatis planned and cannot comment or input into those plans. (Executive
Summaryxvi)

The EiS states that all vegetation will be removed on the site which includes a mature tree. | object to the removal of the
tree which creates a visual and noise barrier for residents from the City West Link. If the tree is removed it must be
replaced with a mature tree as soon as the remediation of the site commences.

The proposal for apermanent water treatment plant and substation to the south of the site on Darley Road will prevent
direct pedestrian access to the light rail station. It will affect the future uses of the site once the project is completed.
The facility is out of step with the area which is comprised of low rise homes and detracts from the visual amenity of the
area. Thissite is a pedestrian hub and will be a visual blight for pedestrians, bike users and the homes that have direct
line of sight to the facility. It should not be permitted on this site.

The EIS does not mention the impact of aircraft noise and its cumulative impact. As such, the noise levels identified are
misleading. | object to the selection of the Darley Road site because of the unacceptable noise impacts it will have on

- ]

surrounding homes and businesses.




I object to the WestConnex M4-MS Link proposals as contained in the EIS application
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The EIS at 12-57 describes possible
disruptions of water supply to a vast area of
Sydney as a result of tunnelling in the
proximity of two major Sydney Water Tunnels
in the Newtown area, stating “Detailed
surveys should be undertaken to verify the
levels and condition of these Sydney Water
Assets”. Why has an EIS been published that
infers that the tunnel alignments have been
thoroughly surveyed and researched, when
further survey work could dramatically alter
the alignments in the future ?

Permanent substation and water treatment
plant - Residents on Darley Rd opposite the
site and residents in Hubert St will have a
direct line of site to the Motorway operation
infrastructure. The resultant impact is a
permanent degradation of the visual
environment, is a loss of amenity and is
detrimental to the community. This facility
should not be permitted in this location and
the EIS needs to demonstrate why it is
required at this site. If approved, the facility
should be moved to the north of the site out of
line of site of residents. The residual land
should be returned for community purposes,
such as green space, with future commercial
uses ruled out. If the community is forced to
endure 5 years of severe disruptions due to
this toll road, the compensation should, at the
very least, result in the land being returned to
the community as green space. ‘

..........................Postcode..f&@u..(c_,.]

Planning Services,

Department of Planning and
Environment

GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

Attn: Director - Transport Assessments
Application Number: SSI 7485

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5
Link

The EIS does not provide any opportunity to
comment on the urban design and landscape
component of the project. It states that ‘a
detailed review and finalisation of the
architectural treatment of the project
operational infrastructure would be
undertaken ‘during detailed design’. The
Community should be given an opportunity to
comment upon and influence the design and
we object to the approval of the EIS on the
basis that this detail is not provided, nor is
the community (or other stakeholders) given
an opportunity to cornment or influence the
final design.

The justification for this project relies on the
completion of other projects such as the
Western Harbour Tunnel which has not yet
been planned, let alone approved.

The additional unfiltered exhaust stack on the
north-west corner of the interchange will
further increase the vehicle poliution in an
ares where the prevailing south and north-
westerly winds will send that pollution over
residences, schools and sports fields. The St
Peters Primary School in particular will be at
the apex of a triangle between the two
exhaust stacks on the south-western and
north-western corners of the interchange.
This is utterly unacceptable.
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Signature:
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Cumulative impacts of aircraft noise and construction noise

I object to the EIS because the proponent has failed to take account
of the cumulative impact of its proposed Darley Road, Leichhardt
civil and tunnel site operations and the aircraft noise which the
residents near the site already endure.

The attached extract from Webtrak shows that Darley Road,
Leichhardt and adjacent streets are directly under the flight path.

Airservices Australia reports ‘that in April to June 2017 the number
of average daily noise events over 70 dBA. In Leichhardt this is an
average of 16- 17 per hour over the peak morning period and 16
per hour in the early evening peak period.

1 object to the plan for a construction site on Darley Rd because
this will mean an additional cumulative impact of spoil truck diesel
engine, exhaust and potentially air brake noise every 4 minutes in”
peak hour based on number of truck movements per hour and in
excess of every 4 minutes per hour in non peak permitted
construction hours.

Cumulative impacts of aircraft emissions and spoil truck
emissions

I object to the EIS because the proponent has failed to take account
of the cumulative impact of emissions from spoil truck vehicles
from it proposed Darley Road, Leichhardt civil and tunnel site
operations and emissions from aircraft to which residents near the
site are already exposed. '

The attached extract from Webtrak shows that Darley Road,
Leichhardt and adjacent streets are directly under the flight path.

Airplane exhaust, like car exhaust, contains a variety of air
pollutants, including sulfur dioxide and nitrogen oxides. Many of
these particles of pollution are tiny, about a hundred millionths of
an inch wide, or smaller than the width of a human hair. So-called
particulate matter that's especially small is the main culprit in
human health effects, especially since the particulates can become
wedged deep in the lung and possibly enter the bloodstream,
scientists say.

Hourty dlsmbuﬂon‘ of noise evants above T0dBA

I object to the WestConnex M4-M35 Link proposals a&ontained in the EIS application #SSI 7485 for the reason(s) set out below.

Exposure to loud noise from 11vmg under a flight path over a long
period of time may increase the risk of developing high blood
pressure or having a stroke, a 2013 study by researches at the
University of Athens suggests.

Researchers examined data from 420 people living near busy
Athens International Airport in Greece and found living with high
noise levels from aircraft, especially at night, was assoc1ated with
-high blood pressure.

Every additional 10 decibels of night-time aircraft noise appeared
to result in a 69 per cent increased risk of high blood pressure, also
known as hypertension.

The researchers at the University of Athens found that around half

the participants (just under 45 per pent) were exposed to more than
55 decibels of daytime aircraft noise, while around one in four (just
over 27 per cent ) were exposed to more than 45 decibels of night- -

time aircraft noise.

Only around one in 10 (11 per cent) were exposed to significant
road traffic noise of more than 55 decibels.

Between 2004-6 and 2013, 71 people were newly diagnosed with
high blood pressure and 44 were diagnosed with heart flutter
(cardiac arrhythmia), while a further 18 had a heart attack, the
researchers found.

T object to the plan for a construction site on Darley Rd because in
addition to the existing aircraft emissions and noise experienced by
people living near the site, this will mean an additional cumulative
impact of spoil truck diesel exhaust emissions and noise every 4
minutes in peak hour based on number of truck movements per
hour and in excess of every 4 minutes per hour in non peak
permitted construction hours. This will give rise to increased
health risks from noise and air pollution which research suggest
will cause increased blood pressure and risk of stroke.
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Attention: Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of Planning and Environment, GPO Box 39,
Sydney, NSW, 2001

Submission in relation to:  Application Number - SSI 7485
Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link

Name:

Organisation:

Email:

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website Yes /@

Declaration: | have not made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years.

| object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #55I 7485 for the reason(s) set out below.

Pedestrian and cyclist movements

¢ | object to the EIS because it fails to describe the temporary changes to Darley Road, Leichhardt to enable access to and from the
ancillary facility that would likely be required in relation to the Darley Rd site and instead allows for the final plan to be decided by
the contractor.

The EIS states in 6.5.8 Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) that:

‘Temporary changes to Darley Road to enable access to and from the ancillary facility would likely be required. These may include
changes to line marking to provide a temporary turning lane for construction traffic and temporary diversions to the pedestrian
path on the northern side of Darley Road. These would be confirmed during detailed design following the appointment of a design
and construction contractor and in consideration of the safety and function of the road network, maintaining access to the
Leichhardt North light rail stop and providing for continued pedestrian and cyclist movement. *

It is not clear how continued access, pedestrian and cyclist movement will be preserved and | am concerned that the impacts have
not been correctly identified and assessed by the proponent.

I object to the fact that | am denied the opportunity to assess the impacts of all options. | object to the fact that | will have no
right or opportunity to have input into detailed design following the appointment of a design and construction contractor.
\

Light rail access

e | object to the EIS because it does not guarantee that the existing access to the Leichhardt North light rail stop would be
maintained at all times. Fig 6-4 indicates that only the eastern access will be maintained. This greatly disadvantages the elderly and
disabled who have to walk up a steep hill to the eastern access. If the proponent cannot guarantee access to the Leichhardt North
light rail stop from the existing entry points or from points that are accessible to all then the Darley Road, Leichhardt construction
site should be abandoned. The proponent should be directed to find a site where its operations will not impact on users of the
Light Rail.
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Attention: Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of
Planning and Environment, GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

Submission in relation to:  Application Number - SSI 7485
Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link

Address: Suburb

-Post Code

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your

website Yes /

Declaration: I havenot made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years.

Impact of MOC1 on local area

I oppose the plan for a water treatment plant and an electrical substation to remain on the site
of 7 Darley Rd Leichhardt after tunnel construction is complete.

This Motorway Operations Centre 1 (MOC1) is a completely inappropriate use of a site in a
residential area with particular characteristics. ‘

The character of Leichhardt is heavily influenced by the street pattern (predominantly
north/south extending from Parramatta Road) and built form. The wide carriageways and
regular street pattern combined with the topography and a predominance of single storey
detached housing gives Leichhardt a more open character than that of Glebe or Annandale. The
suburb is made up of several distinctive residential neighbourhoods including Excelsior Estate,
Helsarmel, Piperston and West Leichhardt. The subject site is within the Helsarmel Distinctive
Neighbourhood that is located on the northwest slope of the Leichhardt/Balmain ridge. The
Helsarmel Distinctive Neighbourhood is predominated by low scale detached and semi-
detached cottages that demonstrated a variety of architectural styles and building materials.
Many of these dwellings are Federation or post-war styles, with scattered examples of
Californian bungalows and workers cottages.

The desired future character as set out by Council is to maintain the character of the
neighbourhood by keeping ‘development complementary in architectural style, form and
materials and preserve the low scale cottage character. The suburb profile allows for
contemporary development that is complementary to the streetscape.

The MOC1 proposal for a tunnel water treatment plant and an electrical substation is
inconsistent with the character of the neighbourhood. This is a residential neighbourhood and
what is proposed will permanently degrade our neighbourhood. MOC1 will be a prominent
and unwelcome eyesore.

The proponent should be required to abandon the Darley Road civil and tunnel site
Leichhardt and the proposed Motorway Operations Centre 1. The proponent should
identify alternatives locations for water treatment and a substation including at the



alternative dive site locations. The proponent has not given an adequate explanation as
to why these alternatives have not been included in the EIS.



1 Address:
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Attention: ~ Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of
Planning and Environment, GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

Submission in relation to: Application Number - SSI 7485
Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link
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S

Please include my persqnal information when publishing this submission to your
website Yes / R

Declaration: | have-ngt made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years.

Signed: Date K [(O ( | "}

I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI
7485 for the reason(s) set out below.

Noise and disruption from construction

[ object to the proposal for the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt
because of the noise and vibration impact it will have on residents during periods of extended
construction.

The proponent has a very poor track record of managing the impacts of Stages 1 and 2 of this
project. In addition, the conditions of approval are so broad as to make enforcing compliance
with Council or EPA regulations impossible. The protections for residents are ineffectual and
the abuse of the Critical State Significant Infrastructure powers is continuous.

The reality for residents living with the Stages 1 and 2 of WestConnex is night after night of
disruption and disturbance with no respite and no way of enforcing compliance. In addition,
the policy for mitigation entitlements such as noise protection or respite accommodation is not
transparent and is discretionary. Many residents especially the most vulnerable such as those
in rental properties or in public housing are unwilling to complain about their situation.

In St Peters in mid-September 2017 the Stage 2 Joint venture’s contractors were digging up
pipes all one weekend, resulting in two burst water mains. They worked through Saturday
night until after 1am on Sunday morning when they should have finished at 6pm on Saturday.
Many of the residents were without water for much of the weekend. On Monday night at
8.30pm RMS turned up unannounced with concrete saws and jackhammers. On Tuesday night,
RMS were supposed to stop at 6pm but again the work until after midnight. A resident whose
bedroom was right next door to the work, posted a video of the deafening concrete saws in use
after midnight with the caption "It's impossible to live here at the moment”.

The Department of Planning and Environment should require the proponent to adopt the
approach taken by the Crossrail project in the UK which is to publish the noise mitigation
policy before the project begins and to identify who will be entitled to mitigation. Itis
unacceptable that all of these negative impacts have been identified, inadequate mitigation
proposed and little effort made to plan as to how these impacts will be managed throughout
the project. '




003517-M00002

Attention: Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of
Planning and Environment, GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

Submission in relation to:  Application Number - SSI 7485
Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link
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website Yes /No
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e Traffic and transport - use of local roads by heavy vehicles

1 object to the Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Darley Road Leichhardt because the
proponent has failed to comply with the SEARS which require that the Proponent must assess
construction transport and traffic (vehicle, pedestrian and cyclists) impacts in relation to
access constraints and impacts on public transport, pedestrians and cyclists.

In Note 1 to Table 8-43 ‘Indicative access routes to and from construction ancillary facilities’
the proponent states that ‘Some use of local roads by heavy vehicles delivering materials
and/or equipment may also be required, however this would be minimised as far as
practicable.

The experience of residents in local streets near other tunnel construction sites such as the
streets near the M4 East site at Northcote St Haberfield is that heavy and light vehicles use
these local streets and cause a high level of adverse impact. The complaints relate to
construction vehicles parking out local residents, idling engines, using local roads after hours
and carrying rattling loads that increase the noise impact to residents.

I object to the Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Darley Road Leichhardt because if it is
allowed to proceed then it is inevitable that residents of Charles St, Hubert St and Francis St,
which are quiet residential streets, will experience these same very adverse impacts. Once
approval is given residents will not be able to enforce a minimal level of use of local roads by
light or heavy vehicles associated with the Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Darley Road. It
is inevitable that minimal use will become standard use. The cortractor who is appointed to
the project will be allowed to use local roads and will not be able to stop sub-contractors using
local roads.

The proponent should be required to abandon the Darley Road civil and tunnel site Leichhardt.
Alternatives have been identified which would avoid or minimise the use of local streets and
the proponent has not given an adequate explanation as to why these alternatives have not
been included in the EIS.
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Attention: Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of
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Signed:

» Traffic and transport - construction worker parking

I object to the Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Darley Road Leichhardt because the
proponent has failed to comply with the SEARS which require that the Proponent must
assess construction transport and traffic (vehicle, pedestrian and cyclists) impacts in
relation to the nature of existing traffic (types and number of movements) on construction
access routes (including consideration of peak traffic times and sensitive road users and
parking arrangements). In 8.3.1 of the EIS the proponent states that ‘A car parking strategy
would be developed as part of the Construction Traffic and Access Management Plan
(CTAMP) to limit impacts on parking for the surrounding communities.’ It is unacceptable
to proceed with the Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Darley Road Leichhardt without a
parking plan in place. The proponentis already undertaking identical tunnelling activities
as part of Stages 1 and 2 of the project and should be capable of providing a detailed
worker parking strategy for the Darley Rd site based on its experience of similar sites with
similar operations.

The proponent is not able to provide a plan for the Civil and Tunnel Construction site at
Darley Road Leichhardt however, because it knows it cannot limit impacts on parking for
the surrounding communities. The local community has no confidence that an adequate
plan will ever be in place for the Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Darley Road
Leichhardt. The experience of communities impacted by WestConnex worker parking at
sites such as Northcote St Haberfield is that residents’ complaints fall on deaf ears for a long
time and that the responsible parties all refuse to take responsibility to solve the problem.
Even when residents were able to get the Joint venture/SMC to agree to secure a worker
parking site they have not taken effective action to make sure the workers actually used it.
It appears that the proponent’s plan for the Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Darley
Road Leichhardt is to do nothing about worker parking and to wait for residents to
complain and then to hold out until they get complaint fatigue and give up complaining.

[ object to the Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Darley Road Leichhardt because there is
no plan for worker parking and as a result the residents of Charles St, Hubert St, Darley Rd
and Francis St will not be able to park on their streets and will be adversely impacted by




worker parking. The proponent should be required to abandon the Darley Road civil and
tunnel site Leichhardt. Alternatives have been identified which provide adequate worker

parking and the proponent has not given an adequate explanation as to why these
alternatives have not been included in the EIS.
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Traffic and transport - spoil haulage routes

I object to the Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Darley Road Leichhardt because the
proponent has failed to comply with the SEARS which require that the Proponent must
assess construction transport and traffic (vehicle, pedestrian and cyclists) impacts in
relation to route identification and scheduling of transport movements, particularly outside
standard construction hours.

The proponent only provides details of light and heavy vehicle volumes predicted to arrive
and depart from construction ancillary facilities like the Civil and Tunnel Construction site
at Darley Road Leichhardt during a typical AM peak hour, PM peak hour and daily period.
This is an insufficient amount of information about the impacts. It does not make it clear
what the impacts will be during the course of the project. It does not make it clear what the
impacts will be during non-typical hours and during nonpeak hours.

I am concerned that the proponent is understating the impact of vehicle volumes by only
providing information on typical AM peak hour, PM peak hour and daily period. Whatis
typical is a subjective assessment. Leichhardt might end up with greater vehicle volumes
and greater impacts because the EIS has been approved on the basis of typical AM peak
hour, PM peak hour and daily period. The proponent and its agent Sydney Motorway
Corporation are already undertaking identical operations at other tunnelling locations for
Stages 1 and 2 of WestConnex and should be able to provide more detail about what the
vehicle volumes will be at each stage of the project.

The proponent should be in a position to provide more than just typical volumes and more
than just peak hour volumes. The proponent should know how many vehicles will be
arriving and departing from the site on an hourly basis at the various stages of the project.
The proponent should describe what a typical day would look like hour by hour in terms of
vehicle arrivals and departures at specific points in the project. The proponent should
describe what a non-typical day would look like and what might cause a non-typical day to
occur. [ object to the Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Darley Road Leichhardt because
the proponent has failed to provide sufficient detail about vehlcle volumes to enable a
meaningful assessment of the impacts.

The proponent should be required to abandon the Darley Road civil and tunnel site



Leichhardt. Alternatives have been identified which will allow spoil haulage directly onto
the City West Link and the proponent has not given an adequate explanation as to why
these alternatives have not been included in the EIS. :
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e Traffic and transport - construction worker parking

Signed:

I object to the Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Darley Road Leichhardt because it is
inevitable that workers will end up parking in streets near to the site and this will impact on
residents in a number of ways.

- Residents will be competing for parking with both workers and commuters who already
park in the streets near the light rail. Most houses in the streets near the site do not
have off-street parking so residents are already pressed for parking spaces. During the
renovation of the Darley Rd site for the Dan Murphys in 2016 workers parked in local
roads like Charles St, Hubert St, Darley Rd and Francis St even when there was parking
on site. This was of great inconvenience to residents especially those with young
children and the aged. Residents had to complain to Woolworths and to the contractor
Flexem on numerous occasions. '

- Residents will be disturbed by workers arriving for or leaving from shifts at anti-social
hours. Residents who work shifts and need to rest during the day will be dlsturbed by
the additional noise of vehicles coming and going.

'During the renovation of the Darley Rd site for the Dan Murphys in 20 16 there were
instances of workers parking with engines idling first thing in the morning disturbing
residents.

I object to the Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Darley Road Leichhardt because there is
no plan for worker parking and as a result the residents of Charles St, Hubert St, Darley Rd
and Francis St will not be able to park on their streets and will be adversely impacted by
worker parking.

The proponent should be required to abandon the Darley Road civil and tunnel site
Leichhardt. Alternatives have been identified which provide adequate worker parking and
the proponent has not given an adequate explanation as to why these alternatives have not
been included in the EIS.
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e Traffic and transport - construction worker parking

I object to the Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Darley Road Leichhardt because the proponent
has failed to comply with the SEARS which require that the Proponent must assess construction
transport and traffic (vehicle, pedestrian and cyclists) impacts in relation to the nature of existing
traffic (types and number of movements) on construction access routes (including consideration of
peak traffic times and sensitive road users and parking arrangements).

In 8.3.1 of the EIS the proponent states thata car parking strategy would be developed as part of
the Construction Traffic and Access Management Plan (CTAMP) to limit impacts on parking for the
surrounding communities.

‘The car parking strategy would include items such as forecasting of construction parking demand,
review of existing parking supply and use on local streets in the area, impact on existing parking,
consultation activities and proposed mitigation measures, such as management of workforce
parking and transport, alternative parking arrangements and communication and engagement. This
would include the identification of areas where there are high levels of existing parking demand
around the construction ancillary facilities and works sites and identifying alternative car parking
sites for use by the construction workforce. Processes for monitoring, reporting and corrective
actions would also be part of the strategy.’ '

The proponent has failed to comply with the SEARS because it simply has not bothered to come up
with a plan for worker parking. It is not good enough or acceptable to leave residents in the dark
about such a significant impact of the proposal for a Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Darley
Road Leichhardt. With its existing and current experience of operating similar sites for Stages 1
and 2 of the project the proponent should present its proposed Construction Traffic and Access
Management Plan (CTAMP) as part of the EIS.

I object to the Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Darley Road Leichhardt because there is no plan
for worker parking and as a result the residents of Charles St, Hubert St, Darley Rd and Francis St
will not be able to park on their streets and will be adversely impacted by worker parking.

The proponent should be required to abandon the Darley Road civil and tunnel site Leichhardt.
Alternatives have been identified which provide adequate worker parking and the proponent has
not given an adequate explanation as to why these alternatives have not been included in the EIS.
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I object to the WestConnek M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI

7485 for the reason(s) set out below.

» Traffic and transport - spoil haulage routes

I object to the Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Darley Road Leichhardt because the
proponent has failed to comply with the SEARS which require that the Proponent must assess
construction transport and traffic (vehicle, pedestrian and cyclists) impacts in relation to
route identification and scheduling of transport movements, particularly outside standard
conslruction hours.

The proponent has only provided indicative spoil haulage routes in relation to the proposed
Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Darley Road Leichhardt. In 8.3.1 of the EIS the
proponent states that ‘Spoil haulage routes would be confirmed during detailed design.’
The proponent has not provided an assessment of each of the possible spoil haulage route
options even though both SMC and RMS have discussed these with stakeholders prior to
release of the EIS.

Spoil haulage has a high environmental impact and the failure to describe the impacts of each
of the possible spoil haulage options is a serious defect in the EIS.

The proponent should be required to abandon the Darley Road civil and tunnel site
Leichhardt. Alternatives have been identified which will allow spoil haulage directly onto the
City West Link and the proponent has not given an adequate explanation as to why these
alternatives have not been included in the EIS.

» Traffic and transport - spoil haulage routes

I object to the Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Darley Road Leichhardt because the
proponent has failed to comply with the SEARS which require that the Proponent must assess
construction transport and traffic (vehicle, pedestrian and cyclists) impacts in relation to
route identification and scheduling of transport movements, particularly outside standard
construction hours.

I object to the Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Darley Road Leichhardt because the
proponent has failed to assess the impacts of all the spoil haulage routes to and from the site
that SMC is considering. These include the option of staging trucks from Sydney Ports at



James Craig Rd, creating an off-ramp from the City West Link near North Leichhardt Light Rail
and running trucks underground in established tunnels. These spoil haulage routes will have
different impacts and the proponent is obliged to identify them.

The proponent should be required to abandon the Darley Road civil and tunnel site
Leichhardt. Alternatives have been identified which will allow spoil haulage directly onto the

City West Link and the proponent has not given an adequate explanation as to why these
alternatives have not been included in the EIS.
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I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI
7485 for the reason(s) set out below.

Noise and disruption from construction

I object to the proposal for the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt
because of the noise and disruption impact it will have on residents during periods of extended
construction. The proponent has a very poor track record of managing the impacts of Stages 1
and 2 of this project. In addition, the conditions of approval are so broad as to make enforcing
compliance with Council or EPA regulations impossible. The protections for residents are
ineffectual and the abuse of the Critical State Significant Infrastructure powers is continuous.

The reality for residents living with the Stages 1 and 2 of WestConnex is night after night of
disruption and disturbance with no respite and no way of enforcing compliance. In addition,
the policy for mitigation entitlements such as noise protection or respite accommodation is not
transparent and is discretionary. Many residents especially the most vulnerable such as those
in rental properties or in public housing are unwilling to complain about their situation.

In St Peters in mid-September 2017 the Stage 2 Joint venture’s contractors were digging up
pipes all one weekend, resulting in two burst water mains. They worked through Saturday
night until after 1am on Sunday morning when they should have finished at 6pm on Saturday.
Many of the residents were without water for much of the weekend. On Monday night at
8.30pm RMS turned up unannounced with concrete saws and jackhammers. On Tuesday night,
RMS were supposed to stop at 6pm but again the work until after midnight. A resident whose
bedroom was right next door to the work, posted a video of the deafening concrete saws in use
after midnight with the caption "It's impossible to live here at the moment”. There are many
Sydney Water pipes and Council stormwater drains in the site footprint. These are vulnerable
to damage. A burst water main or broken pipe leading to water being cut off is inevitable. If the
planned electrical works take place to establish a power supply to the Darley Road Civil and
Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt then disruption of power, NBN and telecoms is also
inevitable. The proponent should be required to have a plan in place to keep residents’
power on and to keep residents connected and should communicate this plan to residents. The
plan might include portable WIFI devices or compensation for disruption. There must be a
disincentive to causing disruption. The proponent should be required to have a plan in place




for a burst water main which includes immediately relocating residents and providing a
secondary source of water.

The proponent should be required to plan for a secondary source of water so that there is no
disruption of supply. no have the Residents should be kept informed regularly about how work
is going to impact them.



003517-M00009

Attention: Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of
Planning and Environment, GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

Submission in relation to: Application Number - SSI 7485
Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link

' Name:

Address:
Post Code

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your
website Yes {No

have not made apy reportable political donations in the last 2 years.
ﬁ Date € [10]177

I object to the WestConflex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI
7485 for the reason(s) set out below.

Declaration: |

Signed:

¢ Dust emission from construction activities

I object to the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt because the
proponent has failed to comply with the SEARS requirement in relation to Air quality, that
the project is designed, constructed and operated in a manner that minimises air quality
impacts (including nuisance dust and odour) to minimise risks to human health and the
environment to the greatest extent practicable.

The.proponent appears to downplay the impact of dust emission from construction
activities by stating that ‘It is difficult to reliably quantify dust emissions from
construction activities. Due to the variability of the weather it is impossible to
predict what the weather conditions would be when specific construction activities
are undertaken’. ’

This is an astonishing statement given the fact that the proponent is undertaking identical
construction activities at numerous other sites as part of Stages 1 and 2 of the project. The
proponent should by now be able to reduce any risks and impacts to zero in all-weather
circumstances. The proponent has failed to demonstrate that it is capable of managing
risks that are capable of being managed and its proposals for the Darley Road Civil and
Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt should be rejected on this basis.

The proponent appears to downplay the impact of dust emission from construction
activities further by stating that ‘Any effects of construction on airborne particle
concentrations would also generally be temporary and relatively short-lived.’ This is also
an astonishing statement given that a consequence of even one exposure to asbestos is fatal
lung disease, not to mention the risk to children and adults with asthma. One asthma attack
can result in death.

I object to the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt because it
creates an unacceptable risk to the health of workers and residents due to the dustimpacts
from demolition and construction and in addition will cause loss of amenity to residents.
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I object to the WestConnex (M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI
7485 for the reason(s) set out below.

¢ Asbestos contaminated site

I object to the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt because the
proponent has failed to comply with the SEARS requirement in relation to Air quality, that
the project is designed, constructed and operated in a manner that minimises air quality
impacts (including nuisance dust and odour) to minimise risks to human health and the
environment to the greatest extent practicable.

The proponent in identifying the potential contamination impacts at Darley Road states
that:

‘Previous soil investigations identified fill material with slightly elevated metals and PAHs,
although the site is still suitable for ongoing commercial/industrial land use. A UST has also
been decommissioned. If present and not appropriately controlled, there is potential for:

- Direct contact, inhalation and ingestion risk to site workers from contaminated soil
or hazardous building materials via dust

- Discharge of contaminated surface water to the stormwater system and ultimately
Hawthorne Canal and Iron Cove

- Incorrect handling or disposal of spoil

- Disturbance of actual or potential acid sulphate soils at the western end of the site
which could impact local soil and water quality.

The proponent’s assessment is defective as it fails to identify the risk to local residents and
anyone else in the neighbourhood of excavated soil containing contaminants and asbestos
being blown into nearby streets and into homes and gardens of adjoining properties. The
proponent’s assessment is defective because having identified the presence of asbestos on
the site it fails to specifically identify the potential for inhalation of asbestos either by
workers or residents.



1 object to the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt because of the
impact that disturbance of asbestos and other contaminants will have on health and on
property. The community should not be put at risk when a dive site is not necessary.
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I object to the WestConloex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI
7485 for the reason(s) set out below.

* Contaminated site

1 object to the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt because the
proponent has failed to comply with the SEARS requirement in relation to Air quality, that the
project is designed, constructed and operated in a manner that minimises air quality impacts
(including nuisance dust and odour) to minimise risks to human health and the environment to
the greatest extent practicable. The proponent rates contamination at this site as a medium
risk yet the proponent’s track record in managing these risks suggests otherwise.

- In April 2016 Marrickville Council voted to release confidential legal advice which
suggested that WestConnex had been operating for months without any legal approval,
including in the handling of toxic waste and asbestos.
(http://www.southernthunderer.com.au/westconnex-acts-illegally-in-handling-of-
toxic-waste-and-asbestos/)

- In September 2016 it was reported by the ABC that a former employee of Sydney
excavation company Moits, Daniel Mclntyre, has claimed the company supplied
asbestos-laden road base to the WestConnex project.
(http://www.abc.net.au/news/2016-09-01/asbestos-westconnex-allegations-labor-
calls-for-works-to-stop/7803378)

- In August 2017 it was reported by the Parramatta advertiser that Granville and Harris
Park residents living in a hotspot asbestos dumping ground, who have been warned not
to mow their lawns too short or dig in their back yards for fear of deadly contamlnatlon
say they are inhaling dust kicked up by WestConnex trucks.
(http://www.dailytelegraph.com.au/newslocal/parramatta/granville-and-harris-park-
residents-fear-contamination-from-asbestos-from-dust-created-by-westconnex-
trucks/news-story/853d43d153da6c5edeb64d1043b00c68)

- In August 2017 the NSW Environment Protection Authority (EPA) has fined
WestConnex contractors CPB Contractors $8,000 following an investigation into the
emission of offensive odours at the St Peters Interchange worksite in March this year.
http://www.epa.nsw.gov.au/epamedia/EPAMedia030817.htm

- On numerous occasions in Campbell Street St Peters residents have observed
inadequate and dangerous risk asbestos management practices by WestConnex




contractors such as using hoses to damp down dust and material containing asbestos
without wearing protective clothing.

I object to the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Constructlon site at Leichhardt because of
the impact that disturbance of asbestos and other contaminants will have on health and
on property. The community should not be put at risk when a dive site is not necessary.
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I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI
7485 for the reason(s) set out below. '

Noise and disruption from construction

I object to the proposal for the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt
because of the noise and disruption impact it will have on residents during periods of extended
construction. .

The proponent has a very poor track record of managing the impacts of Stages 1 and 2 of this
project. In addition, the conditions of approval are so broad as to make enforcing compliance
with Council or EPA regulations impossible. The protections for residents are ineffectual and
the abuse of the Critical State Significant Infrastructure powers is continuous.

The reality for residents living with the Stages 1 and 2 of WestConnex is night after night of
disruption and disturbance with no respite and no way of enforcing compliance. In addition,
the policy for mitigation entitiements such as noise protection or respite accommodation is not
transparent and is discretionary. Many residents especially the most vulnerable such as those
in rental properties or in public housing are unwilling to complain about their situation.

In St Peters in mid-September 2017 the Stage 2 Joint venture’s contractors were digging up
pipes all one weekend, resulting in two burst water mains. They worked through Saturday
night until after 1am on Sunday morning when they should have finished at 6pm on Saturday.
Many of the residents were without water for much of the weekend. On Monday night at
8.30pm RMS turned up unannounced with concrete saws and jackhammers. On Tuesday night,
RMS were supposed to stop at 6pm but again the work until after midnight. A resident whose
bedroom was right next door to the work, posted a video of the deafening concrete saws in use
after midnight with the caption "It's impossible to live here at the moment".

Many local residents are unaware of the construction impacts and that there will be months of
construction work which will have to take place out of hours. The EIS does not specify which
works to establish the site will take place during standard construction hours.

The Department of Planning and Environment should ensure that the conditions of any
approval are stringent and should require the proponent to pay a pre-determined amount of ex
gratia payment to residents for each nigh of disturbance. This should be sufficiently high to




déter extended peridds of out of hours work at the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction
site at Leichhardt.
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I object to the WestCénnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI
7485 for the reason(s) set out below.

* Air quality - exhaust emissions

I object to the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt because the
proponent has failed to comply with the SEARS requirement in relation to Air quality, that
the project is designed, constructed and operated in a manner that minimises air quality
impacts (including nuisance dust and odour) to minimise risks to human health and the
environment to the greatest extent practicable. In particular [ object to the Darley Road
Civil and Tunnel Construction site because of the impact it will have on health.

Many school children alight from the light rail at this stop to get to Sydney Secondary
College Leichhardt Campus. Many school children board the light rail at this stop to get to
the Blackwattle Bay campus, St Scholastica’s and other schools along the light rail. Many
school children who attend Orange Grove Public School, Lilyfield cross the City West Link
here.

These pedestrians and school children will be forced to inhale diesel fumes containing
dangerous fine particulate matter day in, day out, for years. No other WestConnex Civil and
Tunnel Construction site brings pedestrians and school children directly into daily contact
spoil trucks and their dangerous diesel emissions. The Darley Road Civil and Tunnel
Construction site in Leichhardt should not be allowed to proceed because of the health
impacts from diesel exhaust.

* Air quality - exhaust emissions

1 object to the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt because the
proponent has failed to minimise the risks to human health and the environment to the
greatest extent practicable. The proponent has the option of doing without a tunnel
construction site at this location either by not having a mid-point dive site or by selecting
one of the alternative locations which have been identified and which allow for trucks to
enter directly from the City West Link and which are well away from pedestrians and
school children.

I object to the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt because of the
risk it will create of inhalation of fine particulate matter from diesel exhaust. The Darley




Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt should not be allowed to proceed
because of the risk caused by diesel fumes from spoil trucks at the intersection of James St
with the City West Link.
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* Traffic and transport - construction worker parking

I object to the Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Darley Road Leichhardt because the
proponent has no proposal or plan to manage the impacts in relation to construction worker
parking. The impacts are clearly foreseeable yet there is no plan.

In 8.3.1 of the EIS the proponent states that ‘A number of the project’s staff and labour force
would be expected to drive to construction sites and would therefore require car parking.” And
that ‘It is anticipated that construction workforce parking would be primarily provided at the
following sites: Northcote Street civil site (C3a) — around 150 car parking spaces (Option A)

- Parramatta Road East civil site (C3b) - around 140 car parking spaces (Option B) Rozelle civil
and tunnel site (C5) - around 400 car parking spaces Campbell Road civil and tunnel site (C10)
~around 150 car parking spaces. These facilities would be used to provide worker parking and
shuttle bus transfers to other nearby construction sites.’ '

It is inevitable that the main contractor and sub-contractor workers at the Darley Road civil
and tunnel site Leichhardt will not avail themselves of the parking sites and shuttle bus at
these locations and that they will end up parking in streets near to the site. They will do this
because it is more convenient for them to park in local streets.

I object to the Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Darley Road Leichhardt because there is no
plan for worker parking and as a result the residents of Charles St, Hubert St, Darley Rd and
Francis St will not be able to park on their streets and will be adversely impacted by worker
parking.

The proponent should be required to abandon the Darley Road civil and tunnel site Leichhardt.
Alternatives have been identified which provide adequate worker parking and the proponent
has not given an adequate explanation as to why these alternatives have not been included in
the EIS.
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Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction - Traffic

I object to the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt because of the
impact it will have on traffic, parking and local residences. The grounds on which I am objecting
were also the grounds for rejecting a previous development on this site, which was only approved by
the Land and Environment Court with strict conditions.

On 5 December 2006 the Building & Development Council of Leichhardt Council refused
Development Application D/2006/311 in relation to 7 Darley Road, which was an application
for alterations and additions to existing building and change of use of existing building for use
as a liquor store, cafe/deli and commercial office space, new landscaping and signage.
Hundreds of local residents had lodged objections to the DA. One of the grounds on which the
application was refused was that the RTA did not support the access arrangements and would
not allow right hand turns into the site, which is precisely what the proponent is now
proposing. The following extract from the decision sets out why the RTA objected to the DA:

“The application has proposed a number of traffic management measures along Darley
Road, included painted median islands.

The RTA does not support the access arrangements as proposed and has advised thatitis
likely to create conflicts at the shared entry/exit near Hubert Street. It has been
recommended that there be separate entry and exit driveways, with the entry nearest to
Charles Street, and the exit at the driveway crossing near Hubert Street.

The RTA has advised that these driveways must be physically restricted with left-in/left-
out movements through the provision of 900mm wide concrete median islands, covering
the width of each driveway and extend to a distance of 10 metres either side of each
driveway crossing. The parking area along the eastern section of the site must also be
restricted to left-in/left-out movements.

On the advice the of the RTA, no right-turn into the site is then possible, potentially
encouraging west-bound traffic on Darley Road to conduct ‘U-turns’ at the Charles Street
intersection to access the carpark, creating a conflict at that point.

Council’s engineers have advised that the proposed traffic management works on the
Darley Street frontage have a number of deficiencies including:




. Traffic lanes on the southern side of Darley Street would be relocated onto the
existing parking lane which is geometrically unsuitable and unsafe for vehicular
traffic.

. The proposed kerbside traffic lane on the southern side of Darley Street would
conflict with existing stormwater drainage inlet structures. Significant drainage
works would be required to address this issue without exacerbating existing
flooding problems in this area.

Advice from the RTA has also noted the unsuitability of the existing kerbside parking and
bicycle lanes for a through lane due to its cross-fall. The RTA have further advised that the
bicycle lane along Darley Road must be retained, and that no objections are raise to the
proposed pedestrian refuge, subject to compliance with the relevant Australian standards.
“The RTA also raised objections in relation to traffic that the bottle shop development
would generate: ‘

“It is expected that the peak traffic generation periods for the development would be
Friday evenings and Saturdays, with Thursday evening also busy. Conflict with the
morning peak hour is therefore expected to be limited. It is noted that the traffic
surveys were conducted prior to the closure of Moore Street West, Leichhardt.

Anecdotal evidence has suggested that traffic flow has increased on east-west
thoroughfares such as Darley Road and Marion Street since the closure.

Traffic generation figures supplied in the traffic report initially submitted to Council
were derived strictly from the amount of carparking provided on the site.

The revised traffic generation figures provided as a result of the additional parking
provided on the site. It has factored that 35% of traffic to the site are passing trips. It
has not accounted for spill-over traffic that cannot be accommodated on the site.

These figures would appear to conflict with statement within the Social Impact
Assessment (SIA) that was submitted to the LAB for approval. This document indicates
that the ‘catchment’ for the proposed liquor outlet is considerably larger and it states

~ “In contrast Dan Murphy’s OLR’s are larger format destination stores designed to appeal
to a regional market ..."

It has also been noted that the proposed liquor store alone would expect up to sixty (60)
deliveries a week. '

The study derives that the likely additional traffic on the local network would be:

e ' Thursday evening - some 150 vehicles/hour (in + out)
. Friday evening - some 156 vehicles/hour (in + out)
. midday - some 228 vehicles/hour (in + out)

Of particular concern in this regard is that the ‘No stopping’ restriction required by the
RTA for the northern side of Darley Road during the Thursday and Friday evening
peaks, which may funnel overflow parking into the surrounding residential streets.
Furthermore, the substantial increase in traffic flow at the Saturday peak may result in
significant queuing at the City-West intersection as all vehicles are forced to left-turn
exiting the site.

On the basis of the above, the proposal is considered unsatisfactory when having regard
to traffic and parking impacts.”



It is clear that the same traffic impacts raised by the RTA will be a consequence of the Darley
Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt yet the proponent has failed to provide
any detail about these impacts or how the proponent will manage these. The proponent’s plan
to bring 100 trucks a day into the site will result in significant queuing at the City-West
intersection yet the proponent has failed to provide any detall about these impacts or how the
proponent will manage these.

The removal of 20 parking spaces Darley Rd and the absence of a worker parking plan will
funnel overflow parking into the surrounding residential streets which are already at parking
capacity yet the proponent has failed to provide any detail about these impacts or how the
proponent will manage these.

The following points of concern were also raised in the Council’s rejection of the bottle shop
DA:

“Traffic and parking impact on Darley Road and the surrounding residential street
network/ vehicular - pedestrian conflict, especially with school children/ increase noise
from traffic movements and truck loading and unloading.

The increase in traffic movements to the site are likely to have an undue acoustic impact
on the dwellings located opposite site, particularly as a result of late-night movements.

The proponent has failed to adequately address the fact that the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel
Construction site at Leichhardt will have the same impacts of:

- Traffic and parking impact on Darley Road and the surrounding residential street network
- vehicular - pedestrian conflict, especially with school children/
- increase noise from traffic movements and truck loading and unloading.

The proponent has failed to address the fact that the increase in traffic movements to the site
are likely to have an undue acoustic impact on the dwellings located opposite site, particularly
as a result of late-night movements. The proponent plans to have workers on site 24 / 7. Late
night and out of hours comings and goings by vehicle are to be expected yet the proponent has
failed to address the impact of these vehicle movements on local residents.

The site should not be permitted to operate outside of standard constructions hours
because of the noise impacts from construction vehicles, delivery vehicles and worker
transportation vehicles. The following Traffic Management deficiencies were also raised in
the Council’s rejection of the bottle shop DA:

“The proposed Traffic Management works on the Darléy Road frontage have a number of
deficiencies including:

(a) Traffic lanes on the southern side of Darley Road would be relocated onto the
existing parking lane which is geometrically unsuitable and unsafe for vehicular
traffic.

(b) The proposed kerbside traffic lane on the southern side of Darley Road would

conflict with existing stormwater drainage inlet structures. Significant drainage
works would be required to address this issue without exacerbating existing
flooding problems in this area.

(c) The access arrangement for the parking area on the western side of the site will
_create traffic conflict at the shared entry/exit driveway near Hubert Street.



(d) The application would result in the loss of on-street parking spaces on the
southern side of Darley Road.

(e) The applicant has not sufficiently demonstrated that the traffic management
proposal complies with the RTA requirements for works on a State Road.

(f) The site plans do not adequately address internal vehicle manoeuvring for large
trucks accessing the 2 loading docks.

(8) The application has failed to demonstrate how the existing bicycle lane would be
maintained.

The application has failed to demonstrate that the proposal would not have an undue
increase in traffic generation along Darley Road and the surrounding residential street
network.

(a) The applicant has not sufficiently demonstrated assumptions made in their

report regarding parking demand and traffic generation.
(b) The traffic generation assumption for passing or redistributed trips is not
validated.
(c) The design does not adequately address the impacts from vehicle queuing in
Darley Road.”

The same deficiencies are present in the proponent’s EIS and the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel
Construction site at Leichhardt should be re]ected on the same grounds:

construction trucks travelling on the southern side of Darley Road will force traffic onto the
existing parking lane which is geometrically unsuitable and unsafe for vehicular traffic.

the construction works will conflict with existing stormwater drainage inlet structures
which will exacerbating existing flooding problems in this area. ’

The access arrangement for the site will create traffic conflict at the shared entry/exit
driveway near Hubert Street.

The application would result in the loss of on-street parking spaces on the southern side of
Darley Road. ‘

There is no traffic management proposal.

The proponent has failed to demonstrate how the existing bicycle lane would be
maintained.

The proponent has failed to demonstrate that the proposal would not have an undue
increase in traffic generation along Darley Road and the surrounding residential street
network.

The proponent has failed to adequately address the impacts from vehicle queuing in Darley
Road.” : '
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e Traffic and transport - construction worker parking

[ object to the Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Darley Road Leichhardt because it is
inevitable that workers will end up parking in streets near to the site and this will lead to
residents being disturbed by workers parking in what are otherwise quiet residential
streets.

During the renovation of the Darley Rd site for the Dan Murphys in 2016 there were
instances of workers parking with engines idling first thing in the morning, which disturbed
residents. Residents had to complain to Woolworths and to the contractor Flexem about
worker parking on numerous occasions.

In 8.3.1 of the EIS the proponent admits that ‘workers starting or ending shifts very early or
very late would be more likely to use private vehicles.’

This means that such workers will end up parking on our local streets. The proponent fails
to provide information about the times at which such late or early shifts start or end.
Charles St, Hubert St and Francis St are quiet residential streets. Generally, in the evenings
after 6.30 pm there is not a lot of parking activity or through traffic. The proponent should
have disclosed when the shift workers will be arriving or departing. The proponent should
know this from its existing tunnelling activities at Stages 1 and 2 of the project.

I object to the Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Darley Road Leichhardt because
residents will be disturbed by worker parking to an unacceptable extent.

The proponent should be required to abandon the Darley Road civil and tunnel site
Leichhardt. Alternatives have been identified which provide adequate worker parking and
the proponent has not given an adequate explanation as to why these alternatives have not
been included in the EIS.
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« Traffic and transport - hours of operation for spoil removal

I object to the Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Darley Road Leichhardt because the
proponent has failed to comply with the SEARS which require that the Proponent must
assess construction transport and traffic (vehicle, pedestrian and cyclists) impacts in

relation to access constraints and impacts on public transport, pedestrians and cyclists.

The proponent’s failure stems from its contradictory and inconsistent assessment of the
impacts of spoil removal from the site. In 8.3.1 of the EIS the proponent states that ‘Where
practical, spoil would be removed during the day, outside of peak periods.’

This is completely at odds with the proponents own figures for heavy vehicle movements in
peak hour. In Table 8-42 Indicative daily and peak period construction traffic volumes it is
indicated that there will be 14 heavy vehicle movements in the AM and PM peak. Thisisa
spoil truck movement every 4 minutes. If the EIS is approved as is then the proponent’s
contractor will be permitted to remove spoil during peak periods and would have no
constraints on the number of truck movements per hour.

No doubt in order to complete the project on time the contractor will have the maximum
number of truck movements possible regardless of the impact on residents. I object to the
Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Darley Road Leichhardt because spoil trucks on Darley
Rd will create traffic congestion during peak times (which are in actual fact longer than the
peak hours on which the proponent bases its analysis).

I object to the Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Darley Road Leichhardt because spoil
trucks on Darley Rd will create traffic queues and will increase traffic through local streets.
The proponent is the guardian of the road network and knows that this will be the result.

The proponent should be required to abandon the Darley Road civil and tunnel site
Leichhardt. Alternatives have been identified which will allow spoil haulage directly onto
the City West Link and the proponent has not given an adequate explanation as to why
these alternatives have not been included in the EIS.
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 Traffic and transport - new right hand turning lane on the City West Link to James St

I object to the Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Darley Road Leichhardt because the
proponent is planning to create a right hand turning lane on the City West Link to allow
construction vehicles to turn right into James Street.

This is a dangerous proposal given that it involves turning into a steep blind corner which
carries a high degree of risk of collision with oncoming vehicles and with pedestrians
including the many school children who cross James St at this point.

It is reckless beyond belief to plan for large number of truck and dogs to make a right -hand
turn into James St from the City West Link. Even vehicles crossing the City West Link from
the Lilyfield Rd side of the City West Link have a higher risk of collision or error due to the
steep blind turn. This would be even higher when making a right hand turn into James St
from the City West Link.

This intersection is reported as being the third most dangerous for accidents in the Inner
West. :

I object to the Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Darley Road Leichhardtbecause a right
hand turning lane on the City West Link to allow construction vehicles to turn right into
James Street creates an unacceptable risk of death and bodily injury due to collision.

The proponent should be required to abandon the Darley Road civil and tunnel site
Leichhardt. Safer alternatives have been identified which will allow spoil haulage directly
onto the City West Link and the proponent has not given an adequate explanation as to why
these alternatives have not been included in the EIS.
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I object to the WestCon M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI
7485 for the reason(s) set out below.

Signed:

* Air quality - exhaust emissions

I object to the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt because the
proponent has failed to comply with the SEARS requirement in relation to Air quality, that the
project is designed, constructed and operated in a manner that minimises air quality impacts
(including nuisance dust and odour) to minimise risks to human health and the environment to
the greatest extent practicable. In particular I object to the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel
Construction site because of the impact it will have on health.

In 9.3 ‘Construction assessment methodology’ of the EIS the proponent states that one of the
main air pollution and amenity considerations at demolition/construction sites is increased
concentrations of airborne particles and NO2 due to exhaust emissions from on-site diesel-
powered vehicles and construction equipment. In 9.3 the proponent also states that ‘Exhaust
emissions from on-site plant and site traffic are unlikely to have a significant impact on
local air quality, and in the majority of cases they would not need to be quantitatively
assessed.’

This assessment is incorrect in the case of the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site
in Leichhardt and the Department of Planning must require the proponent to submit an
assessment.

The proponent sets out elsewhere in the EIS its plan to run spoil trucks in and out of the site
via Darley Rd/James St.

A full laden truck and dog driving up the steep blind section of Darley Rd/James St will have to
use high gears and high revs to get up the hill. This will take longer than for other vehicles
because of the size of a truck and dog and the extensive traffic queuing that takes place at the
intersection. The proponent anticipates there being a truck every 4 minutes in peak hour
which coincides with the peak of foot traffic near the intersection. This means a truck every
traffic light cycle. This will create unacceptable concentrations of diesel exhaust in an area used
by a lot of pedestrians to get to and from the North Leichhardt light rail stop.

The Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site in Leichhardt should not be allowed to
proceed because of the health impacts from diesel exhaust.
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I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI
7485 for the reason(s) set out below.

Noise and disruption from construction

I object to the proposal for the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt
because of the noise and disruption impact it will have on residents during periods of extended
construction.

The proponent has a very poor track record of managing the impacts of Stages 1 and 2 of this
project. In addition, the conditions of approval are so broad as to make enforcing compliance
with Council or EPA regulations impossible. The protections for residents are ineffectual and
the abuse of the Critical State Significant Infrastructure powers is continuous.

The reality for residents living with the Stages 1 and 2 of WestConnex is night after night of
disruption and disturbance with no respite and no way of enforcing compliance. In addition,
the policy for mitigation entitlements such as noise protection or respite accommodation is not
transparent and is discretionary. Many residents especially the most vulnerable such as those
in rental properties or in public housing are unwilling to complain about their situation.

In St Peters in mid-September 2017 the Stage 2 Joint venture’s contractors were digging up
pipes all one weekend; resulting in two burst water mains. They worked through Saturday
night until after 1am on Sunday morning when they should have finished at 6pm on Saturday.
Many of the residents were without water for much of the weekend. On Monday night at
8.30pm RMS turned up unannounced with concrete saws and jackhammers. On Tuesday night,
RMS were supposed to stop at 6pm but again the work until after midnight. A resident whose
bedroom was right next door to the work, posted a video of the deafening concrete saws in use
after midnight with the caption “It's impossible to live here at the moment”.

Many local residents are unaware of the construction impacts and that there will be months of
construction work which will have to take place out of hours. The EIS does not specify which
works to establish the site will take place during standard construction hours.

The Department of Planning and Environment should ensure that the conditions of any
approval are stringent and prohibit out of hours work at the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel
Construction site at Leichhardt for more than 2 nights in a row and in any two-weeKk period.
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I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI
7485 for the reason(s) set out below.

Noise and disruption from construction

I object to the proposal for the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt
because of the noise and disruption impact it will have on residents during periods of extended
construction. The proponent has a very poor track record of managing the impacts of Stages 1
and 2 of this project. In addition, the conditions of approval are so broad as to make enforcing
compliance with Council or EPA regulations impossible. The protections for residents are
ineffectual and the abuse of the Critical State Significant Infrastructure powers is continuous.

The reality for residents living with the Stages 1 and 2 of WestConnex is night after night of
disruption and disturbance with no respite and no way of enforcing compliance. In addition,
the policy for mitigation entitlements such as noise protection or respite accommodation is not
transparent and is discretionary. Many residents especially the most vulnerable such as those
in rental properties or in public housing are unwilling to complain about their situation.

In St Peters in mid-September 2017 the Stage 2 Joint venture’s contractors were digging up
pipes all one weekend, resulting in two burst water mains. They worked through Saturday
night until after 1am on Sunday morning when they should have finished at 6pm on Saturday.
Many of the residents were without water for much of the weekend. On Monday night at
8.30pm RMS turned up unannounced with concrete saws and jackhammers. On Tuesday night,
RMS were supposed to stop at 6pm but again the work until after midnight. A resident whose
bedroom was right next door to the work, posted a video of the deafening concrete saws in use
after midnight with the caption "It's impossible to live here at the moment". Many local
residents are unaware of the construction impacts and that there will be months of
construction work which will have to take place out of hours. The EIS does not specify which
works to establish the site will take place during standard construction hours.

The Department of Planning and Environment should oppose the approval of the Darley
Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt because alternatives are available which




will have less impact on residents or which will impact fewer residents during the construction
phase. These alternatives should be assessed. If not suitable then the proponent must do
without a dive site. Itis notacceptable to treat communities like this. The mistakes of Stages 1
and 2 should not be repeated.
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Tunnel vertical alignments

In 5.3.6 of Chapter 5 the EIS states that ‘the tunnels would generally have grades of less than
four per cent. However, isolated locations connecting to the surface road network may require
short lengths of steeper grades of up to eight per cent. These grades would generally match
with existing conditions on local surface roads or are required to ensure appropriate ground
conditions with no direct property impacts.’ In 2014 the RMS Advisory Committee on Tunnel Air
Quality published a technical paper (TP09) ‘Evolution of road tunnels in Sydney’. The paper highlights
the key lessons learnt from over 20 years of experience in assessing and operating long road tunnels as
it relates to the assessment, design and operation of ventilation systems to manage air quality in and
around tunnels.

A key lesson learnt identified in the paper is the need to minimise the gradient of the tunnel.

“The M5 East has a gradient of eight per cent at the exit of the westbound tunnel. The
increase in gradient resulted from a late design change to facilitate the placement of
tunnel spoil between Bexley Road and King Georges Road. This was to substantially
reduce the number of truck movements on local roads during construction.

The unintended consequence of this change was that vehicles exiting the west bound
tunnel are under significant load with multiple consequences for air emissions. Firstly,
vehicle emissions per distance travelled significantly increase with increase in grade.
This is especially the case for ladened heavy vehicles (e.g. trucks returning from the
port). Secondly the steep grade slows down heavy vehicles which contribute to
congestion throughout the west bound tunnel further adding to vehicle emissions as
compared to free-flowing traffic. Consequently, the Cross City and Lane Cove tunnels
were designed to minimise gradients. *

As a result of this analysis the RMS concludes that a key design requirement for new road
tunnel projects is to minimise grades. It is therefore astonishing that the proponentis now
planning to ignore this advice and repeat the mistakes of the M5 and incorporate tunnels with
inclines of up to eight per cent. These steep tunnels will have multiple direct impacts on air
emissions.




- vehicle emissions per distance travelled significantly increase with increase in grade.
This is especially the case for ladened heavy vehicles which the tunnel is intended to
take off local roads and which are intended to be users of the tunnel

- the steep grade slows down heavy vehicles which will contribute to congestion further
adding to vehicle emissions as comparedto free-flowing traffic.

In conclusion the proponent should be required to redesign the tunnels so that no
gradient exceeds 4%.
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Given that the modelling for air quality is based on
the traffic modelling, which, as shown above, is
fundamentally flawed, and given poor air quality
has a significant health impact the EIS should not
be approved until an independent scientifically
qualified reviewer has analysed the stated air
quality outcomes and identified any deficits

Significant declines in pollutants are due to
improvements to in-vehicle technology and fuel.
However, plans to improve standards for heavy
vehicles, which disproportionately contribute to
NOXx emissions and thus ozone, appear to have
stalled. The proponent needs to provide a
scenario that sets out impacts due to delays in
adopting improved emission standards.

Part 3 of the Secretary’s Environmental
Assessment Requirements requires assessment
of the likely risks of the project to public safety,
paying particular attention to pedestrian safety.
This is not addressed in Chapter 8.

The EIS admits that the people who live in
western Sydney have lower incomes than in the
inner suburbs and that the tolls will therefore be a
heavier cost in Emu Plains, Penrith, Mt Druitt,
Blacktown or Wetherill Park than in Strathfield or
Padstow. This is unfair when the benefits of Stage
3 are all for north-south connections to the
northern beaches or the proposed new harbour
tunnel.

The original objectives of the project specified
improving road and freight access to Sydney
Airport and to Port Botany. We now have the

proposals for Stages 1,2 and 3 and they don’t
even go to Port Botany or Sydney Airport. We are
being asked to support Stage 3 of WestConnex
on the basis of more major unfunded projects that
are barely sketches on a map.

The EIS provides traffic projections for the ‘With
Project’ scenario and ‘cumulative’ scenario (which
in addition to links in the ‘With Project’ scenario
includes the Beaches Link and F6 motorway
connections), but when referencing the traffic
benefits/impacts in the early sections, the EIS
appears to cite the ‘with project’ scenario rather
than Cumulative Scenario. It is unclear which
scenarios the Business Case best reflects.

We know the state government intends to sell the
project, both the constructing and the operation. |
object to the privatization of the road system.
There is no guarantee of protecting the public
interest in an efficient transport system when so
much of it operates to make a profit for
shareholders.

The modelling makes no mention of bus lanes on
Victoria Rd. If these lanes were not modelled as
car lanes the assumed capacity of the road is
incorrect.

The modelling shows severe degradation to the
City West Link if the Western Harbour Tunnel is

connected.
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Department of Planning and Environment
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this submission tdyourvebsite Declaration : | HAVE NOT made any reportable
political donations in the last 2 years.

Application Number: SSI 7485 Application

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link

| submit this objection to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application # SS| 7485,
for the following reasons, and ask that the Minister reject the application.

¢ The decision to build a three-stage tollway instead of expanding public transport has never been subjected to democratic

decision-making and in fact has been opposed by the great majority of submissions received in response to the Environmental

Impact Statements for the first two stages.

e The original objectives of the project specified improving road and freight access to Sydney Airport and to Port Botany. We now
have proposals for Stages 1,2 and 3 and none achieve this goal. The community is asked to support this proposal on the basis of

other major unfunded projects, which are little more than ideas on a map. This is NOT the way to plan a liveable city.

e There will be 100 workers a day on the site, with provision for only 10-20 car spaces and there is a concession that local streets

will be used, who will be 'encouraged’ to use public transport. Our experience with the major construction sites in Haberfield,
and St Peters that public transport is not used by the workers and that despite the fact they are not supbosed to do so, they
park in our local streets and cause strife with our residents.

e The EIS at 7-21 states that Community update Newsletters were distributed to residents ‘near the project footprint’ in many
suburbs. This statement is simply not correct. No such newsletters were received by residents in central and northern

Newtown. SMC was made aware of this fact, but has not responded to verbal and written requests for audited confirmation of

the addresses ‘letterboxed’. This statement of community engagement should be rejected by the Department.

e Darley Road is confirmed as a 'civil and tunnel site (dive site) with a 'Motorway Operations' site at one end for machinery during

the build and will then house permanent water treatment facilities, despite evidence tendered to the Concept Design
explaining that this intersection has an high accident rate and is completely unsuitable for such a purpose.

¢ | do not accept that King Street traffic congestion will be improved'by this project, There should be a complete review of the
traffic modelling that does not appear to take sufficient notice of the impact of pouring 51000 extra cars down Euston Rd on
top of increases in population in the area. Given that there is no outlet between the St Peters and Haberfield or Rozelle, all
traffic going to the CBD, East or into the Inner West will use local roads. '

e | object to the issue of this EIS only 14 days after the period for submission of comments on the concept design closed. There is

no public response to the 1,000s of comments made on the design and it seems impossible that the comments could have been

reviewed, assessed and responses to them incorporated into the EIS in that time. This casts doubt over the integrity of the
entire EIS process.

e  Why is there no detailed information about the so called ‘King Street Gateway' included in the EIS ?

s | completely reject this EIS due to its failure to consider the alternative plan put forward by the City of Sydney.

e Anon-line interactive map was published with the M4-M5 Concept Design that indicated a very wide yellow ‘swoosh’ that is
upwards of a kilometre wide in some sections of the M4-M5 proposals. SMC have NEVER publicly published or acknowledged
that the contractor to be appointed to build the tunnels will be ‘encouraged’ to do so within the yellow swoosh footprint, but
may go outside the indicative swoosh area if found necessary after further geotech and survey work. The proposed Sydney

Water Tunnels surveys (EIS 12-57) could potentially see a dramatic change in the tunnel alignments in the Newtown area. Why

were these surveys not done during the past three years such that ‘definitive’ rather than ‘indicative’ alignments could be
published. The EIS should be withdrawn till such time that it is a true and fair ‘definitive’ document open for genuine public
comment.

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be

removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties

Name Email Mobile
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| object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as
contained in the EIS application, for the following reasons, and request the Minister reject the application.

s The EIS admits that the increased traffic congestion
around the St Peters Interchange will impact on bus
running times especially in the evening peak hour
and increase the time taken (2.5 minutes, which
seems optimistic). The 422 bus and associated
cross city services which use the Princes Highway
are notorious for irregular running times because
of the congestion on the Princes highway and cross
roads, so an admitted worsening of the running
time will adversely impact the people who are
dependent on the buses. This will be compounded
by the loss of train services at St Peters station
while it is closed for the Sydney Metro build and
then subsequently when it re-opens. In all the

‘impact of the new M5 and the M4-M5 link is to
worsen access to public transport significantly for
the residents of the St Peters neighbourhood.

= The Concept Design was a woefully inadequate -
document totally devoid of any real depth of detail
in terms of maps, scales, distances with only vague
suggestions and glamorized Artist’s Impressions of
an idealized view of what Stage 3 would be like. It

. was another example of current city planning

documents that consistently accentuate huge areas
of tranquil green spaces with families and children
out walking and riding bicycles in idealized parks
and suburbs. All this is total PR spin and bears no

reality about the real outcome of the build. It bears .

no reality as to what Stage 3 of Westconnex will be
like.

& There has been no ‘meaningful’ consultation with
the community. Some areas affected by M3/M5

have not even been letterboxed by SMC. These
include St Peters and sections of Erskineville. The
SMC received hundreds of submissions on its
concept design and failed to respond to any of these
before lodging this EIS.

The EIS states that property damage due to ground
movement “may occur, further stating that
“settlement induced by tunnel excavation and
groundwater drawdown may occur in some areas
along the tunnel alignment”. The risk of ground
movement is lessened where tunnelling is more
than 35 metres underground. (Vol 2B Appendix E p
1) The planned Inner West Interchange proposes
tunnels which are astonishingly shallow eg John St
at 22metres Hill St at 28metres Moore St 27metres.
Piper St 37metres(Vol 2B Appendix E Part 2)
Catherine St at 28metres(Vol 2B Appendix E Part
1). At these shallow depths, the homes above would
indisputably sustain serious structural damage and
cracking. Without provision for full compensation
for damage there would be no incentive for
contractors or Roads and Maritime Services to
minimise this damage. '

It is outrageous to suggest that four unfiltered
stacks would be built in one area, Rozelle
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I wish to register my strong objections to Stage 3 (M4-MS5 Link). My reasons are set out below:

REASONS FOR WESTCONNEX
1.The main reason given for the construction of the WestConnex motorway is to connect to Sydney Airport and Port
Botany. The project has failed to meet both of these objectives.

TRAVEL TIME SAVED? .

2. If stage 3 of the Westconnex project is completed, it is predicted that by 2033, reductxons in peak travel times from
Western Sydney to the airport area and to the Botany Port area will be miniscule. Parramatta to Sydney airport area
will save 10 minutes, between Burwood and Sydney Airport the time saved will be 5 minutes and between Silverwater
and Port Botany the time saved will be 10 minutes. These are only the best predictions put forward and time savings
‘may in fact be much less. The whole rationale for building this wasteful 18 billion dollar polluting project was
precisely for that reason... to reduce travel times and to connect with Port Botany and the Airport.

SUBSIDENCE AND HOUSE DAMAGE ‘

3.The EIS states that property damage due to ground movement "may occur, further stating that settlement
induced by tunnel excavation and groundwater drawdown may occur in some areas along the tunnel alignment”. The
risk of ground movement and subsidence is lessened where tunnelling is more than 35 metres underground. (Vol
2B Appendix E p 1) The planned Inner West Interchange proposes tunnels which are astonishingly shallow eg John St
at 22metres Hill St at 28metres Moore St 2 7 metres.(Vol 2B Appendix E Part 2) Catherine St at 28metres(Vol
2B Appendix E Part 1). At these shallow depths, the homes above would indisputably sustain serious structural
damage and cracking. Without provision for full compensation for damage there would be no incentive for contractors
or Roads and Maritime Services to minimise this damage.

HEALTH DANGERS '

4. Tt is clear that Annandale, Glebe, Rozelle and Lilyfield will be exposed to unacceptable health risks. With massive
number of extra truck four unfiltered emissions stacks in the area plus a large number of exit portélls,‘the residents
of this area will suffer greatly from poisonous diesel particulates. This is negligent when you consider that, the World
Health Organisation in 2012 declared diesel particulates carcinogenic. " As you are no doubt aware there are at least 5
schools that will be in the orbit of these poisonous fumes and children and the elderly are most at risk to lung ailments.

Your Education Minister Rob Stokes declared in 2017, "No ventilation shafis will be built near any school.”

CAR PARKING CONGESTION
5.Rozelle Rail Yards will have 400 car parking spaces provided for workers(EIS). The da11y workforce for these sites is
stated to be approximately §50. This means that 150 vehicles will need to park in nearby local streets which are
already over-subscribed during weekdays by commuters taking the light rail.

AIR AND NOISE POLLUTION

6. Rozelle Interchange and surrounds will experience increased traffic with associated noise and air pollution—
most particularly at the Crescent, Johnson St and Catherine St, Annandale/Lilyfield/Leichhardt and Ross Street, Glebe
and in Victoria street and its surrounds in Rozelle. These streets are already highly congested at peak times and with a
massive number of extra truck movements and traffic associated with construction, these streets will become
gridlocked during peak times. Also, the widening of the Crescent between the city West Link and Johnston street with
- an extra lane being constructed will lead to heavy traffic congestion on a road that has 3 Primary/Infants schools. In
Rozelle work will take place as close as 250 metres from the Rozelle Primary School when construction of the Iron



Cove Link tunnel entrances and exits on Victoria Road take place. In fact, Anzac Bridge is currently at maximum
capacity during peak hours.

Furthermore, the EIS states that the current Rozelle Interchange and surrounds of Anzac Bridge are presently close to
full capacity. Modelling shows that the project will have significant impact on the area surrounding Rozelle
Interchange. The Anzac Bridge will have 60% more traffic in 2033 and will be at full capacity in off peak times
by2021.The interchanges at Victoria Rd and Darling St and Victoria Rd and Robert St will have become intolerable
which means bus reliability and performance will be worsened.

With the proposed construction, the area is going to be subjected to a huge increase in vehicle movements throughout
the 5 year construction period.

TRUCK MOVEMENTS

7.The removal of spoil from the Rozelle Rail Yards will lead to the largest number of spoil truck movements on the
entire Stage 3 project: 517 Heavy truck movements a day, of which 46 are stated to take place during peak hours.
This will lead to extra noise and air pollution in this area.

The unacceptable noise levels which will accompany the construction of this massive interchange will further addto
the discomfort of the residents. No analysis has been provided of the magnitude of increased noise pollution which will
adversely affect residents. The EIS actually states that local residents may have to keep their windows and doors closed
to keep out the noise and dust. The proposed work hours for construction in the Goods Yard for the tunneling and spoil
removal are 24 hours a day, seven days a week. This could lead to loss of sleep for local residents as well as loss of
lifestyle. ‘ '

There will also be disturbance of soil in the old Rozelle Goods Yard which may be thick with toxic contaminants such
as lead and asbestos(as was the case in St Peters.) You made no provision for the safe removal of these toxic
substances in St Peters and I do not see any provision in the EIS for their safe removal in this area.

LOSS OF PARKS AND OPEN SPACE

8. The removal of Buruwan Park between The Crescent and Bayview Crescent/Railway Parade, Annandale to
‘accommodate the widening realignment of the Crescent would be a direct loss of much-needed parkland in this inner
city area. Further, Buruwan Park lies on a major cycle route from Railway Parade through to Anzac Bridge, IJTS and
the CBD.

PROPOSED PARK

9.The proposed building of a park in the area of the Goods Yard right in the middle of a large number of exit portals
and poisonous smoke stacks borders on being criminally negligent. This new “’recreational area’ will be subject to
the dangerous invisible particulates of 2.5 microns and smaller so many residents and children will be unaware that they
are being poisoned. All evidence shows that these particulates are linked with increased cases of asthma, lung
disease, cancer and stroke placing further pressure on our already overloaded health system.

RESIDENT CONSULTATION

10. Although the EIS indicates what is to be expected when construction begins, it also states that that only after
Construction Contractors. have been engaged would project designs and methodologies be finally worked out and
agreed upon. This may result in major changes to the project design and constructmn methodologies. The
community would have no say in this process!

CHANGE OF PLANS? .

11. In the introduction of the EIS it clearly states that the information in the EIS is ‘indicative of the final design’ only.
The reality of this statement means that the project may be completely different to stated plans in the EIS.

OTHER IMPACTS TO CONSIDER

13. The Sydney Metro West project which is Sydney s next big railway infrastructure investment is not included in the
Cumulative Impact Assessment! A business case for the Metro-should be completed before a decision is taken on the
Stage 3 project as it may be significantly impacted by the Metro.

The Inner City Regional Bike Network has also not been included in the projects assessed under ‘Cumulative
Impacts’. It is identified by Infrastructure Australia as a ‘Priority Initiative’ and therefore must be included.
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| object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained
in the EIS M4/M5 application, for the following reasons:

1. Thereis great concern in the community that King Street, Newtown, will become a 24-hour clearway. The EIS at 7-41
acknowledges that, and states “Roads and Maritime has no plan to change the existing clearways on King Street”. This
statement is deliberately misleading as it infers that SMC has the authority to establish Clearways on regional roads. Roads and
Maritime have the unfettered right to declare Clearways wherever and whenever they wish, and RMS has NEVER stated
publicly that King Street will not be subject to extended clearways.

2. The EIS uses maps indicating alignment of the mainline tunnels. It is only when you get to EIS 12-57 (Sydney Water Tunnels)
that is becomes clear that the alignment and depths of the tunnels may vary very significantly, after further survey work has
been done and construction methodology determined by the construction contractor. The maps provided in the EIS are only
‘indicative’ and are misleading the community. The EIS should be withdrawn, corrected and updated, and reissued for genuine
public comment based on ‘definitive’ information.

3. TheEIS refers to concerns that were raised by the community that the route of tunnels in Newtown appeared to go to the east
of King Street, an area that had had no geotech testing (see at 7-51) SMC staff indicated at. Community information sessions
that the maps included in the Concept Design were broad and indicative only, and that further details would be available in the
EiS. The details in the just released EIS indicate both sides of King St but as it is only indicative how is it possible to comment on
the likely impacts. This seriously casts doubt over the integrity of the entire EIS process.

4. 1{strongly object to the way the EIS treats “uncertainties”. EIS 6.1 (Synthesis, Page 45) describes the process re project
uncertainties. “The EIS is based on the concept design developed for the project. ... it is to be expected that some uncertainties
exist that will need to be resolved during detailed design and construction and operational planning. As described in Chapter 1,
construction contractors ... would be engaged during detailed design to provide greater certainty on the exact locations of
temporary and permanent facilities and infrastructure as well as the construction methodology to be adopted. This may result
in changes to both the project design and the construction methodologies described and assessed in this EIS. Any changes to
the project would be reviewed for consistency with the assessment contained in the EIS including relevant mitigation measures,
environmental performance outcomes and any future conditions of approval”. Given this | strongly object to the approval of this
EIS until critical ‘uncertainties’ have been fully researched and the results (and any changes) published for public comment.

5. At 7-25 the EIS does not mention the many hundreds of extended written submissions that were lodged in late July and early
August. These critical ‘community engagement’ feedback submissions have clearly not been considered in the preparation of
the EIS. This casts doubt over the integrity of the entire EIS process.

6. It all very difficult for the community to access hard copies of the EIS outside normal working and business hours. The Newtown
Library only has one copy of the EIS, and has extremely limited opening hours. This restricted access does NOT constitute open
and fair community engagement.

7. This EIS contains no meaningful design and construction details and no parameters as to how broad changes and therefore
impacts could be. It therefore fails to allow the community to be informed about and comment on the project impacts in a
meaningful way.

I call on the Minister for Planning to reject this project and demand that the government re-think the transport planning for the
whole metropolitan area taking into account long term sustainability over short-term private profit.

Campaign Mailing Lists: | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties

Name: ; Email: ; Mobile
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¢ | Name: 5/%/1/7“ TUNE

Submission to: Planning Services, Department of a / ~
Planning and Environment. GPO Box 39, Signature: - /é Al
Sydney, NSW,2001 . ' Please mcludc/delete (cross out or circle) my personal

information when publishing this submission to your website.

. . Declaration: 1 have not made any reportable donations in the last
Attention Director — Transport Assessments two years.

Application Number: SSI 7485 ‘ Address: ﬂ /V A (’/
Application Name: WestConnex M4-MS5 Link : /f{/ /(4/ o) /)—/ / /

Postcode:

&/

Suburb: ﬂ ry ;i,.

I wish to register my strong objections to Stage 3 (M4-MS5 Link). My reasons are set out below:

1. REASONS FOR WESTCONNEX

The main reason given for the construction of the WestConnex motorway is to connect to Sydney Alrport and Port
Botany. The project has failed to meet both of these objectives.

2. TRAVEL TIME SAVED?

If stage 3 of the Westconnex prOJect is completed, it is predicted that by 2033 reductions in peak travel times from
Western Sydney to the airport and to the Botany Port area will be miniscule. Parramatta to Sydney airport will save 10
minutes, between Burwood and Sydney Airport the time saved will be 5 minutes and between Silverwater and Port
Botany the time saved will be 10 minutes. These are only the best predictions put forward and time savings may in fact
be much less. The whole rationale for building this wasteful 18 billion dellar polluting project was precisely for that
reason... to reduce travel times and to connect with Port Botany and the Airport.

3. SUBSIDENCE AND HOUSE DAMAGE ‘

The EIS states that property damage due to ground movement "may occur”, further stating that “settlement induced by
tunnel excavation and groundwater drawdown may occur in some areas along the tunnel alignment". The risk of
ground movement and subsidence is lessened where tunnelling is more than 35 metres underground. (Vol 2B
Appendix E p 1) The planned Inner West Interchange at Leichhardt, Lilyfield and Annandale proposes tunnels which
are astonishingly shallow eg John St at 22m, Hill St at 28m, Moore St 27m (Vol 2B Appendix E Part 2), Catherine
St at 28m (Vol 2B Appendix E Part 1). At these shallow depths, the homes above would indisputably sustain serious
structural damage and cracking. Without provision for full compensation for damage there would be no incentive for
contractors or Roads and Maritime Services to minimise this damage.

4. DEPTHS OF TUNNELS AND INCOMPLETE EIS DIAGRAMS

In response to enquiries made to the Westconnex Info line it was confirmed that the depths are measured from the
excavation to the surface. Diagrams of the tunnel dimensions in the EIS only give 5.3m as a minimum height. When
further clarification was sought of the total height ie from the tunnel floor to the crown (top of the tunnel), Westconnex
Infoline confirmed that 5.3m is the ‘minimum height’, and when pressed further that there is an extra 2.2m above this
to allow for signage and jet fans; giving a total height of 7.5m.

This is in contrast to information from staff at the Westconnex Information Balmain session who claimed the extra
section above the minimum height of 5.3m would be between 1 to 1.5m.

It throws into confusion what the total height of the tunnels are and therefore the depths of tunnels below homes which
again the Information Session staff stated could be changed by the contractors. What are residents expected to believe?
Yet Westconnex is asking residents to provide feedback on inadequate, conflicting information.

Significantly, there is nothing in the EIS to ensure that tunnelling would be at a sufficient depth so as not to
endanger the integrity of homes, including vibration, and noise impacts. :

Recent experience tells us that residents in the ongoing construction of Stages 1 and 2 have suffered extensive
damage to their homes caused by vibration, tunnelling activities, and changed soil moisture content costing
thousands of dollars to rectify, with their claims still not settled. Insurance policies will not cover this type of damage.
The onus has been on residents to prove that damage to their homes was caused by Westconnex. Furthermore, the
EIS actually concedes there will be moisture drawdown caused by tunnelling. There is nothing addressing these major
concerns in the EIS. This is what residents living in the path of WestConnex are facing-and it is totally unacceptable.

In view of the above no tunnelling less than 35m in depth from the surface to the crown of a tunnel (ie the top)
under residences should be undertaken. And of course no tunnelling should be undertaken under sensitive sites.
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" 5. HEALTH DANGERS

It is clear that Annandale, Glebe, Rozelle, Leichhardt and Lilyfield will be exposed to unacceptable health risks. With
massive number of extra truck four unfiltered emissions stacks in the area plus a large number of exit-portals, the
residents of this area will suffer greatly from poisonous diesel particulates. This is negligent when you consider that,
the World Health Organisation in 2012 declared diesel particulates carcinogenic. " As you are no doubt aware there
are at least 5 schools that will be in the orbit of these poisonous fumes and children and the elderly are most at risk to
lung ailments. Your Education Minister Rob Stokes declared in 2017, "No ventilation shafts will be built near any
school.”

6. AIR AND NOISE POLLUTION

Rozelle Interchange and surrounds will experience increased traffic with associated noise and air pollution— most
particularly at The Crescent, Johnson St Annandale and Catherine St Leichhardt and Ross Street Glebe. These streets
are already highly congested at peak times and with a massive number of extra truck movements and traffic
associated with construction, these streets will become gridlocked during peak times. Also, the widening of The
Crescent between the city West Link and Johnston Street with an extra lane being constructed will lead to heavy
traffic congestion on a road that has 3 Primary/Infants schools.

Furthermore, the EIS states that the current Rozelle Interchange and surrounds of Anzac Bridge are presently close to
full capacity. In fact, Anzac Bridge is currently at maximum capacity during peak hours. With the proposed
construction, the area is going to be subjected to a huge increase in vehicle movements throughout the 5 year
construction period. ‘

7. TRUCK MOVEMENTS .

The removal of spoil from the Rozelle Rail Yards will lead to the largest number of spoil truck movements on the
entire Stage 3 project: 517 Heavy truck movements a day, of which 46 are stated to take place during peak hours.
This will lead to extra noise and air pollution in this area.

The unacceptable noise levels which will accompany the construction of this massive interchange will further add to
the discomfort of the residents. No analysis has been provided of the magnitude of increased noise pollution which will
adversely affect residents. The EIS actually states that local residents may have to keep their windows and doors closed

* to keep out the noise and dust. The proposed work hours for construction in the Goods Yard for the tunneling and spoil

removal are 24 hours a day, seven days a week. This could lead to loss of sleep for local residents as well as loss of
lifestyle.

There will also be disturbance of soil in the old Rozelle Goods Yard which may be thick with toxic contaminants such
as lead and asbestos (as was the case in St Peters.) You made no provision for the safe removal of these toxic
substances in St Peters and I do not see any provision in the EIS for their safe removal in this area.

8. LOSS OF PARKS AND OPEN SPACE ‘

The removal of Buruwan Park between The Crescent and Bayview Crescent/Railway Parade, Annandale to
accommodate the widening realignment of the Crescent would be a direct loss of much-needed parkland in this Inner
City area. Further, Buruwan Park lies on a major cycle route from Railway Parade through to Anzac Bridge, IJTS and
the CBD.

9. PROPOSED PARK

The proposed building of a park in the area of the Goods Yard right in the middle of a large number of exit portals and
poisonous smoke stacks borders on being criminally negligent. This new ‘recreational area’ will be subject to the
dangerous invisible particulates of 2.5 microns and smaller so many residents and children will be unaware that they are
being poisoned. All evidence shows that these particulates are linked with increased cases of asthma, lung disease,
cancer and stroke placing further pressure on our already overloaded health system. :

10. RESIDENT CONSULTATION

Although the EIS indicates what is to be expected when construction begins, it also states that that only after
Construction Contractors have been engaged would project designs and methodologies be finally worked out and
agreed upon. This may result in major changes to the project design and construction methodologies. The
community would have no say in this process!

11. CHANGE OF PLANS?

In the introduction of the EIS it clearly states that the information in the EIS is ‘indicative of the final design’ only. The
reality of this statement means that the project may be completely different to stated plans in the EIS and shows the
process is a sham.
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I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS _ Submission to:

application # SSI 7485, for the reasons set out below.
Planning Services,

Department of Planning and Environment
....................... DA \b ;
Name: C . Q\/] ) GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 )

Signature:....... - Attn: Director — Transport Assessments
Please include my personal information when publishing this submzsszon to your website Application Number: SSI 7485
Declaration : 1

p g Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5
Address:.L(«l....J . Lol R0\ oSO RTOROTN Link :

1. The EIS states that an alternative truck movement is proposed which involves use of the City West Link and no
need for spoil trucks to access Darley Road. This proposal is supported, subject to further information about
potential impacts being provided. The EIS should not be approved on its current basis which provides for 170
heavy and light vehicles accessing Darley Road on a daily basis. This will create unacceptable safety issues and
noise impacts for adjacent homes while also compromising pedestrian and bicycle access to the light rail and
bay run. It will also lead to truck chaos on this critical arterial road providing access to and across the City west
Link. The current proposal which provides for truck movements solely on Darley Road should not be approved
and approval should only be given to the alternative proposal. I repeat however my objection to the selection
of this site altogether, but propose the least worst impact should be chosen if this site is to be used.

2. The EIS indicates that 36 homes will have unacceptable noise impacts for extended periods at the Darley road
construction site. The EIS does not mention the cumulative impact of aircraft noise in the Leichhardt or St
Peters area, and therefore does not reflect the true impact of construction noise on the amenity of nearby
residents and businesses. The noise impacts of construction are not able to be mitigated to an acceptable level
and the EIS should not be approved on thisbasis.

3. We object to the selection of the Darley Road site on the basis that it provides for daily movements of 170
heavy and light vehicles accessing Darley Road. This creates an unacceptable risk to the safety of pedestrians
accessing the North Leichhardt light rail stop as well as bicycle users accessing the bicycle route on Darley
Road and entering Canal road to join the dedicated bike paths on the bay run. Many school children cross at
this point to walk to Orange Grove and Leichhardt Secondary College. The EIS states that an alternative truck
movement is proposed which involves use of the City West Link with no trucks to access Darley Road. The
selection of Darley Road should not be approved if it involves any truck movements on Darley Road, which is
what it currently provides.

4. No workers associated with the WestConnex project should be permitted to park on local streets. Parking is at
a premium in this area and many residents to not have off-street parking. The removal of 20 car spaces for five
‘years as is proposed on Darley Road will worsen this situation as will the removal of ‘kiss and ride facilities’ at
the light rail. There is also a pre-DA application for 120 units on William Street which is not taken into account
in the EIS. This will place further stress on parking. The EIS needs to outright prOhlblt any worker parking on
local streets.

5. Leichhardt residents were repeatedly told by SMC that the Darley Road site would be oberational for three
years. The EIS states that it will be operational for 5 years. This creates an unacceptable impact for
residents. The works on the site should be restricted to a three-year program as was promised.

|

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties

Name ] Email Mobile
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Attention Director
Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services,

Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

[Name T D e n\S e T Lerne,
Address: @O : d,_\o {-\\.eg |

ot

Application Number: SSI 7485

Suburb: LQ N (}\L\O‘\O\_\_,

Postcode
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Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link

Slgnature;> g M

| object to the whole of the WestConnex Pro;ect and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained

in the EIS application, for the following reasons:

> Health risks to residents — Leichhardt: The EIS
states that the ‘main risks’ during construction
~ would be associated with dust soiling and the
-effect-of-airborne-particles.and human-health
and amenity (xii). This will affect local air
quality. :

i
]

» Truck route — Leichhardt: The EIS proposes

that all trucks will arrive at the Darley Road civil

and tunnel site from Haberfield and travel along
Darley Road to the site, with a right-hand turn
now permitted into James Street. The proposed
route will result in a truck every 3-4 minutes for
5 years running directly by the small houses on
Darley Road. These homes will not be
habitable during the five-year construction
period due to the unacceptable noise impacts.
The truck noise will be worsened by their need
to travel up a steep hill to return to the City
West Link, so the noise impacts will affect not
just those homes on or immediately adjacent to
Darley Road. The proposal to run trucks so
close to homes is dangerous. There have been
two fatalities on Darley Road at the proposed
site location. The EIS does not propose any.

- noise or safety barriers to address this. Despite
the unacceptable impact to nearby homes,
there is no proposal for noise walls, nor any
mitigation to individual homes.

> Alternative access route for trucks — Leichhardt:

The EIS states that there are ‘investigations’
occurring into alternative access to the Darley

Road site. The EIS does not provide any detail -
on which residents can comment about
alternative access which would keep trucks off

. Darley.Road. No spoil truck movements should

be permitted on Darley Road and the plans for
alternative access should be expedited. It
should be a condition of approval that the
alternative access is confirmed and that no
spoil trucks are permitted to access Darley
Road due to the unacceptable noise, safety and

traffic issues that the current proposal creates.

Existing vegetation — Leichhardt: The EIS
proposes removal of all vegetation on the
Darley Road site. There is a mature tree
located on the site which serves as a visual and
noise barrier to the heavy City West Link traffic.
Removal of this tree and other vegetation will .
increase noise impacts to nearby residents and
affect the visual amenity, with homes having a
direct line of sight to the City West Link. The
existing mature tree needs to be retained on
this and environmental grounds.

Indicative works program — Leichhardt:
Leichhardt residents weré repeatedly told by
SMC that the Darley Road site would be
operational for three years. The EIS states that
it will be operational for 5 years. This creates an

.unacceptable impact for residents. The works

on the site should be restricted to a three-year
program as was promised.

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My
details must be removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not

be divulged to other parties

Mobile

Name ' . Email
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Submission from:

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your
website Declaration : | HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the last 2
years.

Suburb: ..o N T Postcode...............

Submission to:

Planning Services,

Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

Attn: Director — Transport Assessments

Application Number: SSI 7485 Application

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link

| submit this objection to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application # SSI
7485, for the following reasons, and ask that the Minister reject the application.

= Worker car parking — Leichhardt: The EIS does not provide.appropriate parking for the estimated 100 or so workers

that the EIS states will work every day at the site, while other equivalent sites have allocated parking for such
workers (Northcote Civil site (150)) and Parramatta Road East Civil site (140). It is also noted that the EIS provides
for loss of 20 residential parks on Darley Road. Locai streets are at capacity already because of the lack of off-street

parking for many residents and the Light Rail stop which means that commuters use local streets. The EIS states that

workers ‘will be encouraged to use public transport.’ The reference to The EIS needs to mandate that no trucks or

construction vehicles are to park in local streets. There needs to be a requirement that is enforceable that workers

use the Light Rail stop which is adjacent to the site or a plan to bus in workers.

= Accidents — Leichhardt: | object to the proposal to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site because of the unacceptable

risk it will create to the safety of our community. The traffic forecasts indicate that Darley Road will have 170 heavy

and light vehicle movements a day. Darley Road is a known accident and traffic blackspot and the movements of

hundreds of trucks a day will create an unacceptable risk of accidents. On Transport for NSW’s own figures, the

intersection at the City West Link and James Street is the third most dangerous in the inner west. The addition of

hundreds of heavy truck movements a day into that intersection will increase the risk of serious accidents for both

pedestrians and drivers. The EIS states that the levels of service are expected to Darley Road is directly next to the

North Leichhardt Light Rail stop which is a pedestrian hub. Children travelling to school walk to the stop. Active

transport users such as bicycle riders will be at risk, along with pedestrians using Canal Road to access the Bay Run,

Leichhardt pool and the dog park.

s Traffic — Leichhardt: | object to the location of the Darley Road civil and construction site because the site cannot

accommodate the projected traffic movements without jeopardising the road network. Darley Road is a critical

access road for the residents of Leichhardt and the inner west to access and cross the City West Link. It is already

congested at peak hours and the intersection at james Street and the City West'iink aiready has queues at the traffic

lights. The only other option for commuters to access the city West Link is to use Norton Street, a two-lane largely

commercial strip which is already at capacity. The addition of hundreds of trucks and contractor vehicles will result

in traffic grinding to a halt and traffic chaos at this critical juncture with commuter travel times drastically increased.

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties

Name Email

Mobile




: 003526-M00001

Submission from: Submission to:

Planning Services,
Department of Planning and Environment

Signature:............... : ) GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001
Please include my personal information when publishing this s ission to your Attn: Director — Transport Assessments
website Declaration : | HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the last 2

years.

A/Ve Application Number: SSI 7485 Application
AArESS: .o e

Suburb: l/\\\\/%{’{p l[j...........Postcode...sz.’.Q%O ’

| submit this objection to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application # SSI
7485, for the following reasons, and ask that the Minister reject the application.

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link

= Current noise measures — Leichhardt: The EIS states that ‘reasonable and feasible work practices and mitigation
measures would be implemented to minimise potential noise impacts due to activities occurring at the Darley Road
civil and tunnel site.” 96-52) This is not good enough. The EIS does not contain any detail whatsoever of these
propdsal on which they can comment. In addition, there is no requirement that measures will in fact be introduced
to address noise impacts. The approval conditions need to contain detail of specific noise mitigation measures that
are mandated and can be enforced.

»  Acoustic shed — Leichhardt: The EIS does not require an acoustic shed and states that ‘Acoustic barriers and devices
at the access tunnel entrances would be considered and implemented where reasonable and feasible to minimise
potential noise impacts associated with out-of-hours works within the tunnels.” (6-51) The EIS needs to mandate
that these measures are in place. Where mentioned, the acoustic shed that is considered offers the lower grade
noise protection. This is despite the fact that 36 ‘sensitive receivers’ are identified in the EIS, who will have extreme
noise disturbance through much of the 5-year construction period. In addition, the acoustic shed covers only the
spoil and spoil handling area and not the tunnel entrances and exits. The highest level of noise protection, which is
only suggested in the EIS, needs to be mandated in the EIS. In addition, the shed needs to cover both the entrance
and exit to the site and not simply the spoil handling areas. The independent engineer’s report (commissioned by
the Inner West council} states that it is likely, because of the elevated position of the site, that it is likely an acoustic
shed will not contain the noise to an acceptable level. In addition, a temporary access tunnel will be built from the
top of the site and run directly under homes in James Street. These homes will be unacceptably impacted by the
construction noise and truck movements without these additional measures.

= Return of the site after construction — Leichhardt: The Darley Road site will not be returned after the project, with a
substantial portion permanently housing a Motorways Operations facility which involves a substation and water
treatment plant. This means that the residents will not be able to directly access the North Light rail Station from

. Darley Road but will have to traverse Canal Road and use the narrow path from the side. In addition the presence of
this facility reduces the utility of this vital land which could be turned into a community facility. Over the past 12
months community representatives were repeatedly told that the land would be returned and this has not
occurred. We also object to the location of this type of infrastructure in a neighbourhood setting.

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties

Name Email Mobile
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| submit this objection to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application # SSI
7485, for the following reasons, and ask that the Minister reject the application.

Application Number: SSI| 7485 Application

* Environmental issues — contamination — Leichhardt: The EiS states that Darley Road is a contaminated site, likely
including asbestos. There is a risk to the community associated with spoil removal, transfer and handling. We object
to the selection of the site based on the environmental risks that this creates, along with risks to health of residents.

= Location of permanent Motorway operations complex on Darley Road — Leichhardt: We strongly object to the
proposed location of this permanent operational facility on Darley Road. The presence of this site contradicts
repeated assurances to the community that the site would be returned after construction was completed. The
ongoing presence of this site will limit future uses of the darley Road site which could serve community purposes,
particularly given its location directly next to public transport. Its presence removes the ability to provide more
accessible, safer and direct pedestrian access to the North Leichhardt Light Rail Station. The plant Ioéation, ina
neighbourhood setting is not appropriate. it will reduce property values and have an unacceptable impacts on the
visual amenity of the area. The streets adjacent to Darley Road are comprised of low-rise residential homes and
small businesses and infrastructure such as this should not be permitted in such a location.

= Alternative housing for residents — Leichhardt: The EIS needs to provide specific detail as to what will be plrovided by

way of alternative accommodation to the 36 residents identified as suffering extreme noise interference. There is
no plan to temporarily relocate such residents, not to offer them financial compensation to enable them to move
out during the worst period. There is an estimated 10 weeks of extreme noise during demolition o6f the commercial
building and preparatory road works. Once this work is finished the residents will also be forced to endure a truck
every 304 minutes for a period of five years. It is clearly not possible for such residents to continue to live in these
houses and the EIS needs to detail what will be provided in terms of alternative living arrangements for part, or all
of the construction work period.

= Access tunnel from Darley Road — Leichhardt: The EIS contains no detail of the access tunnel from the Darley Road
site to the mainline tunnel other than depicting the route. The apprdval conditions need to ensure that tunnelling is
occurring at sufficient depth so as to not jeopardise the integrity of the homes and not create unacceptable
vibration and noise impacts for James Street residents and those at adjacent streets. The approval conditions need
to make clear the period of time for which the ‘temporary’ tunnel is to be used.

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties

Name Email Mobile
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| submit this objection to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application # SSI
7485, for the following reasons, and ask that the Minister reject the application.

* Management of potential impacts — Leichhardt: The EIS states that a Construction traffic and Access Management
plan (CTAMP) would be prepared to minimise delays and disruptions and identify changes to ensure road safety.
The plans are not in the EIS so residents cannot comment. The Els should be rejected on the basis that the impacts
on traffic and safety are not adequately addressed. It is inadequate to simply refer to a plan, with no provision for
residents and other key stakeholders to be involved in its development.

* Local road diversions and closures — Leichhardt: The EIS states that these will occur near the Darley Road site. There
is no detail provided, nor is there a process by which residents can influence such decisions. The Inner West
Council’s documents state that Darley Road is not built to normal road requirements and safety standards, as it was
established as an access road for the former goods line. Two fatalities have occurred near the site location, with
many accidents. The Council has been trying to make Darley Road a safer route for many years. Elwick Street North
for example was partially closed as a result of a fatality. The approval conditions need to make it clear that all road
closures need to be made in consultation with residents affected and that the safety issues are adequately
addressed. No arterial traffic from Darley Road should be allowed to be diverted onto narrow local roads.

s Environmental issues - Substation and water treatment plant — Leichhardt: The EiS states that darley Road is a
contaminated site, and likely has asbestos. The proposal is that ‘treated’ water will be directly discharged into the
stormwater drain at Blackmore oval. There are four long-standing rowing clubs in the vicinity of this location. This
plan will jeopardise the integrity of our waterway and compromise the use of the bay for recreational activities for
boat and other users. We object in the strongest terms to this proposal on environmental and health reasons. There
is no detail of the ongoing Motorway maintenance activities during operation provided in the EIS. The community
therefore cannot comment on the impact that this ongoing facility will have on the locality. This component of the
EIS should not be approved as this information is not provided and therefore impacts (on parking, safety, noise,
aménity of the area) are not known.

* Flooding — Leichhardt: The EIS states that there may be impacts from flooding which, amongst other things, may
disrupt drainage systems. There is no detail as to how the issues with flooding at Darley Road will be managed and
on their potential impact on the area. (Executive Summary, xxi)

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties

Name Email Mobile
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| submit this objection to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application # SSI
7485, for the following reasons, and ask that the Minister reject the application.

» Health risks to residents — Leichhardt: The EIS states that the ‘main risks’ during construction would be associated
with dust soiling and the effect of airborne particles and human health and amenity (xii). This will affect local air
quality.

s Truck route — Leichhardt: The EIS proposes that all trucks will arrive at the Darley Road civil and tunnel site from
Haberfield and travel along Darley Road to the site, with a right-hand turn now permitted into James Street. The
proposed route will result in a truck every 3-4 minutes for S years running directly by the small houses on Darley
Road. These homes will not be habitable during the five-year construction period due-to the unacceptable noise
impacts. The truck noise will be worsened by their need to travel up a steep hill to return to the City West Link, so
the noise impacts will affect not just those homes on or immediately adjacent to Darley Road. The proposal to run
trucks so close to homes is dangerous. There have been two fatalities on Darley Road at the proposed site location.
The EIS does not propose any noise or safety barriers to address this. Despite the unacceptable impact to nearby
homes, there is no proposal for noise walls, nor any mitigation to individual homes.

s Alternative access route for trucks — Leichhardt: The EIS states that there are ‘investigations’ occurring into
alternative access to the Darley Road site. The EIS does not provide any detail on which residents can comment
about alternative access which would keep trucks off Darley Road. No spoil truck movements should be permitted
on Darley Road and the plans for alternative access should be expedited. it should be a condition of approval that
the alternative access is confirmed and that no spoil trucks are permitted to access Darley Road due to the
unacceptable noise, safety and traffic issues that the current proposal creates.

s Existing vegetation — Leichhardt: The EIS proposes removal of all vegetation on the Darley Road site. There is a
mature tree located on the site which serves as a visual and noise barrier to the heavy City West Link traffic.
Removal of this tree and other vegetation will increase noise impacts to nearby residents and affect the visual
amenity, with homes having a direct line of sight to the City West Link. The existing mature tree needs to be
retained on this and environmental grbuﬁds.

® Indicative works program — Leichhardt: Leichhardt residents were repeatedly told by SMC that the Darley Road site
would be operational for three years. The EIS states that it will be operational for 5 years. This creates an
unacceptable impact for residents. The works on the site should be restricted to a three-year program as was

promised.

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties
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| submit this objection to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application # SSI
7485, for the following reasons, and ask that the Minister reject the application.

Application Name: WestConnex M4-MS5 Link

» The project will worsen traffic near the Darley Road civil and tunnel site during and after construction — Leichhardt:
The EIS states that after the M4-m5 opens, that traffic on Darley Road will increase by 4%. There is no benefit in the
overall project for residents. During construction westbound traffic will increase on Darley Road by 37%. This
increase in traffic for a period of up to five years will make it hazardous to cross the road and access the light rail
and travel to Blackmore oval, the bat run, the dog park and the Leichhardt pool. In addition, iot will drastically
increase both local traffic and outer area traffic at peak commute times. We therefore object to the location of this
site based on the unacceptable traffic impacts it will have on road users and on pedestrians.

* Impact on traffic once project opens — Leichhardt: The EIS provides that Darley Road traffic will increase by 4%
following the completion of the project in 2022. There is no benefit for residents flowing from this project. It is
unacceptable that Leichhardt residents, particularly those close to Darley Road, will be forced to endure years of
highly intrusive construction impacts and then derive no benefit from the project.The EIS states that the road
network will improve once the Western Harbour Tunnel and Beaches Link opens, which means that residents will
have to endure worsened traffic conditions for up to 10 years. While the traffic on the City West Link is forecast to
decrease by up to 40 per cent once the project is completed, this is based on commuters electing to use the
tollways. There is limited evidence to support these statistics and it is likely that many people will choose to use
local roads to avoid the toll which will result in significant rat-running. There is no plan in the EIS to manage this
issue.

= Constant out of hours work expected and permitted — Leichhardt: The EIS states that ‘some surface works’ would
need to be carried out out-of-hours to minimise traffic disruptions or for safety or operational reasons’. Given that
Darley Road is a known accident black spot and is highly congested, particularly at peak periods, it is likely that there
will be frequent out-of-hours work. This will create an unacceptable impact on those living close to the site. There
are an estimated 36 homes that will suffer severe noise impacts and out of hours work will adversely affect their
amenity of life. In addition, it is likely to lead to additional road closures and diversions, placing pressure oﬁ the focal
traffic network. No out-of-hours work should be permitted except in the case of a true emergency. The EIS as
drafted effectively permits out of hours to be undertaken whenever this is convenient to the contractor (Executive
Summary xiv).

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties
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| object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained
in the EIS application, for the following reasons:

* Worker car parking — Leichhardt: The EIS does not provide appropriate parking for the estimated 100 or so
workers that the EIS states will work every day at the site, while other equivalent sites have allocated

parking for such workers (Northcote Civil site (150)).and Parramatta Road East Civil site (140). Itis also

noted that the EIS provides for loss of 20 residential parks on Darley Road. Local streets are at capacity
already because of the lack of off-street parking for many residents and the Light Rail stop which means
that commuters use local streets. The EIS states that workers ‘will be encouraged to use public transport.’
The reference to The EIS needs to mandate that no trucks or construction vehicles are to park in local
streets. There needs t{o be a requirement that is enforceable that workers use the Light Rail stop which is
adjacent to the site or a plan to bus in workers.

e Accidents — Leichhardt: | object to the proposal to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site because of the
unacceptable risk it will create to the safety of our community. The traffic forecasts indicate that Darley
Road will have 170 heavy and light vehicle movements a day. Darley Road is a known accident and traffic
blackspot and the movements of hundreds of trucks a day will create an unacceptable risk of accidents.
On Transport for NSW’s own figures, the intersection at the City West Link and James Street is the third
most dangerous in the inner west. The addition of hundreds of heavy truck movements a day into that
intersection will increase the risk of serious accidents for both pedestrians and drivers. The EIS states that
the levels of service are expected to Darley Road is directly next to the North Leichhardt Light Rail stop
which is a pedestrian hub. Children travelling to school walk to the stop. Active transport users such as
bicycle riders will be at risk, along with pedestrians using Canal Road to access the Bay Run, Leichhardt

pool and the dog park.

e Traffic — Leichhardt: | object to the location of the Darley Road civil and construction site because the site

cannot accommodate the projected traffic movements without jeopardising the road network. Darley Road

-is a critical access road for the residents of Leichhardt and the inner west to access and cross the City '
West Link. It is already congested at peak hours and the intersection at James Street and the City West
link already has queues at the traffic lights. The only other option for commuters to access the city West
Link is to use Norton Street, a two-lane largely commercial strip which is already at capacity. The addition
of hundreds of trucks and contractor vehicles will result in traffic grinding to a halt and traffic chaos at this
critical juncture with commuter travel times drastically increased.

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My
details must be removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not

be divulged to other parties

Name Email

Mobile
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1 object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #551 7485 for the reason(s) set out below.

Noise impacts

o 1 object to the EIS because the proponent has not provided details of the noise mitigation measures proposed in relation to the
Darley Road civil and tunnel site {C4) at Leichhardt. As a result it is not possible to assess the noise impacts of the Darley Road civil
and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt. It is unacceptable for the proponent to establish a major construction site in the middle of a
residential area without a clear plan for mitigating noise impacts.

The EIS states in 6.5.8 Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) that:

‘Acoustic barriers and devices at the access tunnel entrances would be considered and implemented where reasonable and feasible
to minimise potential noise impacts associated with out-of-hours works within the tunnels. In addition, temporary noise mitigation
measures may include noise barriers and other temporary structures such as site buildings, which would be provided to minimise
noise impacts on surrounding properties.”’

Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) will create a high level of noise impact for residents yet the proponent has not given details of
the plan for mitigating this impact. The measures will be implemented only if ‘reasonable and feasible’ which is a subjective
assessment as it does not states whether they will be assessed as reasonable from the standpoint of the proponent or the residents.
What the proponent thinks is reasonable may not meet the residents expectation as to what is reasonable. The measures appear
to be optional as the proponent only states that that ‘may include noise barriers and other temporary structures such as site
buildings’.

e | object to the EIS beéause the proponent has not provided a clear plan for measures that will be taken to minimise noise impacts
from work within and outside of standard construction hours at the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt. )

I object to the EIS because the proponent has failed to take account of the fact that the demolition of 7 Darley Road, Leichhardt
will remove a significant noise barrier to traffic noise from the City West Link. This will mean increased traffic noise impacts to the
residents of Darley Rd, Francis St, Hubert St and Charles St. ‘ ’

o | object to the EIS because the proponent has failed to take account of the hoise impact of fully laden spoil haulage trucks exiting
the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt driving up the very steep blind turn at the intersection with the City West
Link. The RMS should install noise measuring equipment and monitoring cameras at this location to measure noise from heavy
vehicles and identify vehicles whose noise that exceeds the applicable Australian standard. '

» | object to the EIS because the proponent has failed to take account of the noise impact of spoil haulage trucks using air brakes on
‘the descent down Darley Rd off the City West Link. Heavy vehicle drivers should avoid using exhaust brakes, engine compression
or ‘jake’ brakes near residential areas and noise-sensitive areas such as hospitals and schools, unless they are necessary for safety
reasons. RMS should implement noise limits from engine compression brakes and should use roadside noise ‘cameras’ as an aid t6
enforcement at every location where WestConnex vehicles emiting engine compression brake noise might affect nearby
communities. : .
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I object to the WestConriex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSl
7485 for the reason(s) set out below.

e Air quality — ex'hau‘st emissions

| object to the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt because the
proponent has failed to comply with the SEARS requirement in relation to Air quality,
that the project is designed, constructed and operated in a manner that minimises air
quality impacts (including nuisance dust and odour) to minimise risks to human health
and the environment to the greatest extent practicable. In particular | object to the
Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site because of the impact it will have on -
health. '

Many school children alight from the light rail at this stop to get to Sydney Secondary
College Leichhardt Campus. Many school children board the light rail at this stop to get
to the Blackwattle Bay campus, St Scholastica’s and other schools along the light rail.
Many school children who attend Orange Grove Public School, Lilyfield cross the City
West Link here.

These pedestrians and school children will be forced to inhale diesel fumes containing
dangerous fine particulate matter day in, day out, for years. No other WestConnex Civil
and Tunnel Construction site brings pedestrians and school children directly into daily
contact spoil trucks and their dangerous diesel emissions. The Darley Road Civil and
Tunnel Construction site in Leichhardt should not be allowed to proceed because of the
health impacts from diesel exhaust. ' ‘

e Air quality — exhaust emissions

| object to the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt because the
proponent has failed to minimise the risks to human health and the environment to the
greatest extent practicable. The proponent has the option of doing without a tunnel
construction site at this location either by not having a mid-point dive site or by selecting
one of the alternative locations which have been identified and which allow for trucks to
enter directly from the City West Link and which are well away from pedestrians and
school children.

| object to the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt because of
the risk it will create of inhalation of fine particulate matter from diesel exhaust. The



o

Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt should not be allowed to
proceed because of the risk caused by diesel fumes from spoil trucks at the intersection

~ of James St with the City West Link.
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| object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contalned in the EIS appllcatlon #SSl
7485 for the reason(s) set out below.

¢ Contaminated site

I object to the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt because the
proponent has failed to comply with the SEARS requirement in relation to Air quality, that
the project is designed, constructed and operated in a manner that minimises air quality -
impacts (including nuisance dust and odour) to minimise risks to human health and the
environment to the greatest extent practicable.

7 Darley Road is a site which has been reported to the NSW EPA under section 60 of the
CLM Act. Although NSW EPA assessed the site as not requiring regulation under the CLM
Act in 16.2.14 of the EIS the proponent sets out in Table 16-15 the contaminants of
potential concern that are present at Darley Rd. These are metals, polycyclic aromatic
hydrocarbons, total recoverable hydrocarbons, asbestos and Volatile Organic
Hydrocarbons (SVOCs).

~ The proponent’s plan for the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt
involves demolition, earthworks, construction and track-out (the transport of dust and dirt
from the construction/demolition site onto the publlc road network on construction
vehicles).

| object to the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt because of
_ the impact that disturbance of contaminants will have on health and on property. The
community should not be put at risk when a dive site is not necessary.

e Asbestos contaminated site

" | object to the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt because the
proponent has failed to comply with the SEARS requirement in relation to Air quality, that
the project is designed, constructed and operated in a manner that minimises air quality
|mpacts (including nuisance dust and odour) to minimise risks to human health and the
environment to the greatest extent practicable. :

Appendlx R, 4.7.8 Areas and contaminants of concern the proponent states that ‘There is
also potential for asbestos to be present in the fill from potential uncontrolled filling and
demolition of former bundlngs




»r

g

The proponent’s assessment is defective as it fails to identify the risk to local residents and
anyone else in the neighbourhood of excavated soil containing contaminants and asbestos
’ being blown into nearby streets and into homes and gardens of adjoining properties. The
proponent’s assessment is defective because having identified the presence of asbestos on
the site it fails to specifically identify the potential for inhalation of asbestos either by
workers or residents. .
| object to the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt because of

the impact that disturbance of asbestos will have on health and on property. The
community should not be put at risk when a dive site is not necessary.
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| object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 7485 for the reason(s) set out below.

Pedestrian and cyclist movements

¢ | object to the EIS because it fails to describe the temporary changes to Darley Road, Leichhardt to enable access to and from
the ancillary facility that would likely be required in relation to the Darley Rd site and instead allows for the final plan to be
decided by the contractor. :

The EIS states in 6.5.8 Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) that:

‘Temporary changes to Darley Road to enable access to and from the ancillary facility would likely be required. These may
include changes to line marking to provide a temporary turning lane for construction traffic and temporary diversions to the
pedestrian path on the northern side of Darley Road. These would be confirmed during detailed design following the
appointment of a design and construction contractor and in consideration of the safety and function of the road network,
maintaining access to the Leichhardt North light rail stop and providing for continued pedestrian and cyclist movement. *

It is not clear how continued access, pedestrian and cyclist movement will be preserved and | am concerned that the impacts
have not been correctly identified and assessed by the proponent.

| object to the fact that | am denied the opportunity to assess the impacts of all options. | object to the fact that | will have no
right or opportunity to have input into detailed design following the appointment of a design and construction contractor.

Light rail access

o | object to the EIS because it does not guarantee that the existing access to the Leichhardt North light rail stop would be -
maintained at all times. Fig 6-4 indicates that only the eastern access will be maintained. This greatly disadvantages the
elderly and disabled who have to walk up a steep hill to the eastern access. If the proponent cannot guarantee access to the
Leichhardt North light rail stop from the existing entry points or from points that are accessible to all then the Darley Road,
Leichhardt construction site should be abandoned. The proponent should be directed to find a site where its operations will not
impact on users of the Light Rail.
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1 object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposéls as contained in the EIS application #SSI 7485 for the
reason(s) set out below.

.Noise impacts

e | object to the EIS because the proponent mcorrectly asserts constructlon traffic is unlikely to result in a
noticeable increase in LAeq noise levels at receivers along the proposed construction traffic routes
(Darley Road, Leichhardt and City West Link). This does not take account of the impact of vehicle noise
from fully laden spoil trucks driving up the very steep incline from Darley Rd to the City West Link. It does
not take account of the noise impact of vehicles using air.brakes down the same incline and braking to
enter the site. The impact of these will be substantial. ~

Commercial trucks are very loud; a standard diesel engine produces approximately 100 decibels (dB) of
noise.

Engine braking noise can be disturbing both because it is loud and also as it has a distinctive
characteristic modulation. Engine braklng noise is caused by pulses of gases being emitted from the truck
exhaust system, giving a 'machine gun' sound.

| object to the Darley Rd site because of the level of noise that the trucks will cause.
Truck routes

e | object to the EIS because it fails to describe the truck route options available to the proponent in relation
to the Darley Rd site and instead allows for the final plan to be detailed in the CTAMP, Preferred
Infrastructure Report or Ancillary Facilities Management Plan.

Peter Jones of SMC has on many occasions made representations to the community that his plan is to
stage trucks from the port and eventually when possible to have them arrive and depart from the site
underground when a tunnel is established between Leichhardt and the M4 East. He has also said that
loading of spoil would take place underground at this time. He has recently told us of his plan to load
trucks from a ramp off the city west link by means of a hopper conveyor which would pass over the Light
rail station delivering spoil into silos below which trucks would pull up to receive their load. The laden
trucks would then travel west bound along the city west link. None of this plan is detailed in the EIS.

| object to the fact that | am denied the opportunity to assess the impacts of all options. | object to the
fact that | will have no right or opportunity to have input into the CTAMP, PIR or AFMP on matters which
will have a devastating impact to me and to residents near 7 Darley Rd.
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Attention: Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of Planning and Environment, GPO Box
39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

Submission in relation to: Application Number - SSI 7485
Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link

I
]

Name:

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website Y@

Declaration: | have not made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years.

| object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 7485 for the reason(s) set out below.

Cumulative impacts of aircraft emissions and spoil truck emissions

« 1 object to the EIS because the proponent has failed to take account of the cumulative impact of emissions from spoil truck
' vehicles from it proposed Darley Road, Leichhardt civil and tunnel site operations and emissions from aircraft to which
residents near the site are already exposed. '

The attached extract froh Webtrak shows that Darley Road, Leichhardt and adjacent streets are directly under the flight path.

Airplane exhaust, like car exhaust, contains a variety of air pollutants, including sulfur dioxide and nitrogen oxides. Many of
these particles of pollution are tiny, about a hundred millionths of an inch wide, or smaller than the width of a human hair. So-
called particulate matter that's especially small is the main culprit in human health effects, especially since the particulates can
become wedged deep in the lung and possibly enter the bloodstream, scientists say.

Exposure to loud noise from living under a flight path over a long period of time may increase the risk of developing high blood
pressure or having a stroke, a 2013 study by researches at the University of Athens suggests.

Researchers examined data from 420 people living near busy Athens International Airport in Greece and found living with high
noise levels from aircraft, especially at night, was associated with high blood pressure.

Every additional 10 decibels of night-time aircraft noise appeared to result in a 69 per cent increased risk of high blood
pressure, also known as hypertension.

The researchers at the University of Athens found that around half the participants (just under 45 per pent) were exposed to
more than 55 decibels of daytime aircraft noise, while around one in four (jUSt over 27 per cent ) were exposed to more than 45
decibels of night-time aircraft noise.

Only around one in 10 (11 per cent) were exposed to significant road traffic noise of more than 55 decibels.

Between 2004-6 and 2013, 71 people were newly diagnosed with high blood pressure and 44 were diagnosed with heart flutter
(cardiac arrhythmia), while a further 18 had a heart attack, the researchers found.

I object to the plan for a construction site on Darley Rd because in addition to the existing aircraft emissions and noise
experienced by people living near the site, this will mean an additional cumulative impact of spoil truck diesel exhaust
emissions and noise every 4 minutes in peak hour based on number of truck movements per hour and in excess of every 4
minutes per hour in non peak permitted construction hours. This will give rise to increased health risks from noise and air
pollution which research suggest will cause increased blood pressure and risk of stroke.

=
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Attention: = Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of Planning and
Environment, GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

Submission in relation to: Application Number - SSI 7485
Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link

Name: I |
address: N suours [ R - c..-

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website Yes @

Declaration: | have not made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years.

| object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 7485 for the
reason(s) set out below.

Hours of operation

e |object to the EIS because it is effectively a 24 hour operation despite the fact that the proponent
represents that spoil removal from this site would only occur within standard construction hours.

The EIS states in 6.5.8 Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4):

.‘Reasonable and feasible work practices and mitigation measures would be implemented to minimise
potential noise impacts due to activities occurring at the Darley Road civil and tunnel site. Local residents,
businesses and the NSW EPA would be kept informed about works outside standard day time
construction hours at the site.

The EIS allows for the possibility of spoil handling above ground 24 hours 7 days a week. The EIS fails to
assess or explain the impacts of this on the residents in nearby streets. These impacts could include
construction noise, light and heavy vehicles (other than spoil trucks), workers arriving for shifts and

leaving after shifts. It is not clear to what extent the acoustic shed will contain noise. The Jim Holt report
stated that the acoustic shed would not operate effectively due to its location on the site. It is not clear ‘
whether the proponent will mandate the contractor to employ the highest level of acoustic protectlon

rather than what is feasible.

¢

Noise impacts

e The resident’s of Darley Rd, Francis, Hubert and Charles St have little acoustic protection against the
noise of truck engines, exhaust and brakes and none is contemplated in the EIS.

| object to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt because the truck noise impacts for .
residents will be too great for the extended period of construction involved and the Darley Road civil and
tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt should be rejected on this basis.
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Attention: Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of Planning and Environment, GPO Box
- 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

Submission in relation to:  Application Number - SSI 7485
Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link

Name: _ ' ‘ ]
Address: — Suburb_’_%
Signature: g -

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website £/ No ! ' :
Declaration: | have not made any reportable political donations in the iast 2 years.

| object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #5SI 7485 for the reason(s) set out below.

Noise impacts

e The proponent has identified that the most affected receivers are residential receivers which adjoin the Darley Road civil and
tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt on Darley Road between Norton Street and Falls Street. The most noise affected receivers are
located between Charles Street and Norton Street due to their proximity to the construction site.

The proponent has identified that the worst case construction scenario will occur during

- Road adjustments works

- ‘spoil handling works within the acoustic shed during all works penods
Highest construction noise impacts:

- Use of a rock breaker during the daytime period as part of the demolition works and

- Use of a road profiler during the night-time period as part of the road adjustment works
| object to the EIS because the proponent provides that spoil handling works within the acoustic shed will take place for the
duration of the construction phase which could be up to two to three years’ duration, yet there is no clear plan for measures
that wili be taken to minimise noise impacts.

« | object to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt on the basis that there is no clear plan in the EIS for
measures that will provide the maximum possible level of mitigation from noise impacts. | also object because there is no clear
plan for remedies available to residents who are impacted.

« | objectto the EIS because the proponent’s assessment of who are Highly Noise Affected receivers in the area adjacent to the
Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt is incorrect and wrongly minimises the actual number of Highly Noise
Affected receivers.

e Many residents in Charles St and Hubert St were highly affected by noise from works conducted during the renovation of 7
Darley Rd in 2016. In Hubert St, residents at least as far as No 31 and No 32 Hubert St were affected. The affected properties
are not correctly reflected in the EIS.

| object to the EIS because it underestimatéls the number of residents that will be highly affected by noise. It does not take
account of the impact of vehicle noise from fully laden spoil trucks driving up the very steep incline from Darley Rd to the City -
‘West Link. It does not take account of the noise impact of vehicles using air brakes down the same incline and braking to
enter the site.

« | objectto the EIS because the proponent incorrectly asserts construction traffic is unIiker to result in a noticeable increase in
LAeq noise levels at receivers along the proposed construction traffic routes (Darley Road, Leichhardt and City West Link).
This does not take-account of the impact of vehicle noise from fully laden spoil trucks driving up the very steep incline from
Darley Rd to the City West Link. It does not take account of the noise impact of vehicles using air brakes down the same
incline and braking to enter the site. The impact of these will be substantial.

Commercial trucks are very loud; a standard diesel engine produces approximately 100 decibels (dB) of noise.

Engine braking noise can be disturbing both because it is loud and also as it has a distinctive characteristic modulation. Engine
braking noise is caused by pulses of gases being emitted from the truck exhaust system, giving a 'machine gun' sound.

| object to the Darley Rd site because of the level of noise that the trucks will cause.
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Attention: Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of Planning and
Environment, GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

Submission in relation to: Application Number - SSI 7485
Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link

Address: _ ] Suburb! Post Code-

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website Yes@
Declaration: | have not made any reportable political donations in the last 2 yeaw?ﬂ'—q-l'
| object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI1 7485 for the

reason(s) set out below.

Cumulative impacts of aircraft noise and construction noise

* | object to the EIS because the proponent has failed to take account of the cumulative impact of its
proposed-Darley Road, Leichhardt civil and tunnel site operations and the aircraft noise which the

residents near the site already endure.
\

The attached extract from Webtrak shows that Darley Road, Leichhardt and adjacent streets aré directly
under the flight path.

Airservices Australia reports that in April to June 2017 the number of average daily noise events over 70 - °
dBA. In Leichhardt this is an average of 16- 17 per hour over the peak morning period and 16 per hour in
the early evening peak period.

Hourly distribution of noise events abave 70dBA
n

| object to the plan for a construction site on Darley Rd because this will mean an additional cumulative
impact of spoil truck diesel engine, exhaust and potentially air brake noise every 4 minutes in peak hour.-
based on number of truck movements per hour and in excess of every 4 minutes per hour in non peak
permitted construction hours.
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Attention: Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of Planning and Environment, GPO Box
39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

Submission in relation to: Application Number - SSI 7485
Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link

Name:

Address: Suburb _ Post Code

Please include fny personal information wheh-publishing this submission to your website Ye,) : '

Declaration: | have not made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years.

I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 7485 for the reason(s) set out below.

Noise impacts

| objecft to the the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt because engine noise from the trucks approaching the
intersection up the grade would be a constant source of anndyance to residents of Darley Road down to its intersection with
Charles Street.

The independent engineer engaged by the Inner West Council Jim Holt also came to this conclusmn in his report to the Council.
SMC have not recognised this impact in the EIS. They sent a response to the Council as follows:

‘Response: Noise from construction traffic using the public road network is assessed under the Roads and Maritime Noise Criteria
Guideline (NCG), which documents Roads and Maritime’s approach to implementing the Road Noise Policy (RNP). Under the
NCG, an initial screening test is carried out to determine whether noise levels would increase by more than two decibels (dBA).

This represents an increase in the number of vehicles of approximately 60 per cent due to construction traffic or a temporary
reroute due to a road closure. Where increases are 2dBA or less, then further assessment is required as noise level changes would
most likely not be perceptible to most people. Where noise levels increase by more than 2dBA (i.e. 2.1 dBA or greater) further
assessment is required using criteria presented in the NCG.

Darley Road is currently being used by heavy vehicles and light commercial vehicles (construction, delivery etc) that contribute to
background noises. The predicted traffic noise increase (dBA) at the Darley Road site is around 0.5dBA’

You do not need to be an acoustic engineer to know that truck and dogs are very noisy and that local residents will be impacted
greatly, especially those close to where trucks will be accelerating and decelerating. Darley Road, Leichhardt is not currently
experiencing 14 truck and dog movenients an hour during peak time stated in the EIS and an unknown (but presumably greater)
number of truck movements within off peak construction hours. This is a truck movement every 3-4 minutes during peak.
Assuming that they will increase truck movements during off peak residents can expect a truck every 2-3 minutes. We do not need
a screening test or assessment to tell us that residents will be subjected to extreme levels of truck noise.

SMC’s response does not acknowledge this and does not refute Jim Holt's conclusion that residents will be impacted. SMC'’s
response like the proponent’s EIS fails to acknowledge the true impact of the Darley Road civil'and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt.

The resndent s of Darley Rd, Francis, Hubert and Charles St have little acoustic protection against the noise of truck englnes
exhaust and brakes and non is contemplated in the EIS.

| object to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt because the truck noise impacts for residents will be too great
for the extended period of construction involved and the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt should be rejected on
this basis. )
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Your view on the application: | object to it
Attn: Secretary re WestConnex M4-M5 Link EIS, project number SSI 16_7485

| write to express my strong objection to the WestConnex M4-MS5 Link tollroad proposal.

e Building WestConnex will increase air pollution and global warming and encourage more car use,
quickly filling the increased road capacity. '

e Increasing vehicle use by inducing more cars onto the road increases the risks related to climate
change, including extreme rainfall and extreme heat events. ‘

e This stage of WestConnex also facilitates the building of the Western Harbour Tunnel, which will
see tunnels bored under the Balmain peninsula and generate a need for yet more exhaust stacks in
and around Balmain. '

e WestConnex is not a sustainable solution to Sydney's congestion problem. It will have unacceptable
impacts on the health and well-being of local communities, such as increasing toxic pollution levels
from unfiltered exhaust smoke stacks located near schools and parks, especially in Rozelle.

e The government has not committed to a genuine consultation process - it released this M4-MS5 Link
proposal just two weeks after submissions closed for comment on the concept design, and only
provided an eight week consultation period. This does not allow sufficient time for submissions
from the community. “




Extra comments

| have read the Department's Privacy Statement and agree to the Department using my submission in the ways
it describes. | understand this includes full publication on the Department's website of my submission, any
attachments, and any of my personal information in those documents, and possible supply to third parties such

as state agencies, local government and the proponent.

| have not made a reportable donation to a political party.

Yours sincerely,
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Attention: Dlrector Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of Planning and Envuronment GPO Box
39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

Submission in relation to: Application Number - SS| 7485
Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link

Name: I
Address: — Suburb _ Post Code

Signature:

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website Yes‘fNo )

Declaration: | have not made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years.

| object to the WestConnex M4-MS5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SS| 7485 for the reason(s) set out below.

Truck routes

o | object to the EIS because it suggests that no local roads would be used by heavy vehicles during works yet at the same time

acknowledges that spoil trucks may use local roads in exceptional circumstances which include when there is queuing to get

-.into the site. Darley Rd is highly congested with traffic queues forming during much of the day which will lead to queues to

- enter the site. Queuing will not therefore be an exceptional circumstance and the result will be that spoil trucks are able to use
local roads without being in breach, which will be often. This is unacceptable to residents of Francis, Hubert, William and
Charles St and | object to the EIS on this basis. As queuing cannot be avoided on Darley Rd this clearly shows why this
location is inappropriate. The proponent should abandon a dive site completely or find a location directly on the City West Link
where spoil trucks will never use local roads. Why should residents’ lives be put at risk because the project must be delivered
as soon as possible? .

¢ | object to the EIS because it fails to describe the truck route options available to the proponent in relation to the Dérley Rd
site, which SMC have on many occasions told the community they are contemplating as alternatives.

The EIS states in 6.5.8 Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) that ‘It is anticipated that the majority of construction traffic would
enter the site from the southern (westbound) carriageway of Darley Road, Leichhardt via new driveways. Heavy vehicles
associated with spoil haulage would travel eastbound on City West Link and turn right into Darley Road, Leichhardt. A
temporary right turning lane at the intersection of City West Link and Darley Road, Leichhardt would be provided for use by
construction vehicles. Heavy vehicles would exit the site by turning left onto Darley Road, Leichhardt before turning left onto
City West Link.

‘Construction traffic may also access the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) via the westbound lanes of City West Link.’

‘Temporary traffic management measures would be established to enable access and egress arrangements. These would be
detailed in a CTAMP, which would be prepared to manage construction traffic associated with the project.’

| object to the proposal for vehicles associated with spoil haulage to travel eastbound on City West Link and-turn right into
Darley Rd. This proposal is dangerous and the impacts and risks are too great. Darley Rd is acknowledged by RMS to be a
sub-standard road in terms of its construction. The intersection from the city west link is a steep blind turn even for traffic
coming across from James St. This is followed by immediate left hand turns into both Francis St and Hubert St. A number of
properties on Darley Rd would be at risk of destruction from spoil haulage trucks in the event of a truck having to brake
suddenly to avoid stationary vehicles. '

The proponent should abandon a dive site completely or find a location directly on the City West Link where spoil trucks will
never use local roads. Why should residents lives be put at risk because the project must be delivered as soon as possible?

* | object to the EIS because it fails to describe the truck route optilons available to the proponent in relation to the Darley Rd site
and instead allows for the final plan to be detailed in the CTAMP, Preferred Infrastructure Report or Ancillary Facilities
Management Plan. .

Peter Jones of SMC has on many occasions made representations to the community that his plan is to stage trucks from the
port and eventually when possible to have them arrive and depart from the site underground when a tunnel is established
between Leichhardt and the M4 East. He has also said that loading of spoil would take place underground at this time. He
has recently told us of his plan to load trucks from a ramp off the city west link by means of a hopper conveyor which would
pass over the Light rail station delivering spoil into silos below which trucks would pull up to receive their load. The laden
trucks would then travel west bound along the cnty west link. None of this plan is detailed in the EIS.

| object to the fact that | am denied the opportunity to assess the impacts of all options. | object to the fact that | will have no
right or opportunity to have input into the CTAMP, PIR or AFMP on matters which will have a devastating impact to me and to
residents near 7 Darley Rd.
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Attention: Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of Planning and Environment, GPO Box 39,
Sydney, NSW, 2001

Submission in relation to:  Application Number - SSI 7485 ‘
T Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link

Name: g

Organisation:
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Email:
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29.9.17

I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #5SI 7485 for the reason(s) set out below.

Declaration: | have not made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years.

Non-compiiance with SEARS

I object to the proposal because it does not comply with the SEARS requirements. The EIS must include, but not necessarily be limited
to, a description of the project and all components and activities (including ancillary components and activities) required to construct
and operate it, including the location and operational requirements of construction ancillary facilities and access.

In so far as it describes the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt the EIS does not meet this requirement because it does
not describe the components and activities that have been described to the community either in meetings with LAW (Leichhardt Against
WestConnex) or at the WestConnex Community Reference Group established by Sydney Motorway Corporation.

The EIS has been released before the proponent is able to describe how it actually plans to carry out construction activities at Darley
Road, Leichhardt, in particular the plan for staging the arrival of spoil trucks.

The proponent via its agent Sydney Motorway Corporation’s employee Peter Jones has advised on several occasions that spoil haulage
trucks will be staged from the Sydney Ports land on Glebe Island via James Craig Rd. This is to avoid the situation at Haberfield where
trucks circle the Northcote St site as they are not able to queue to enter it creating congestion and noise impacts as they drive slowly
into Wattle St and Ramsay St. before making a second run at the Northcote St site from the Parramatta Road entrance.

No details of this staged spoil haulage proposal at Darley Road, Leichhardt are provided other than that ‘construction traffic may also
access the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt via the westbound lanes of City West Link’.

Peter Jones from Sydney Motorway Corporation has advised that he is in the process of finalising an agreement with Sydney Ports
which will enable him to stage trucks from a location on Glebe Island via James Craig Rd. The EIS should not have been released before
this plan was finalised. Peter Jones has advised that he is only required to describe the ‘worst case scenario’ in the EIS, which is trucks
arriving ad hoc via the eastbound lanes of City West Link. The EIS should describe what the proponent actually plans to do as well as
the worst case scenario so that the impacts of all options being considered can be assessed and commented on.

It is not clear from the EIS how the alternative plan for the staged arrival of spoil trucks from Sydney Ports will be documented and how
stakeholders will have an opportunity to assess its impacts. The EIS does not specifically state that this staged arrival plan will be
documented in the CTAMP, the Ancillary Facilities Management Plan or the Preferred Infrastructure Report.

I object to the EIS on the grounds that it does not comply with the SEARS.
Construction vehicle safety impacts

| object to the EIS because the proposal in relation to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt stated therein, that ‘heavy
vehicles associated with spoil haulage would travel eastbound on City West Link and turn right into Darley Road, Leichhardt’ presents
unacceptable safety and amenity impacts.

The corner of Darley Rd (actually James St) and the City West Link is a pedestrian zone for:

- Pupils of Orange Grove Public School who live in Leichhardt

- Students of Sydney Secondary College, Leichhardt Campus who alight at Leichhardt Nor‘(h light rail stop
- Students of other schools along the light rail who board at Leichhardt North light rail stop

- Commuters who board at Leichhardt North light rail stop

- Residents walking to Leichhardt Park Acquatic Centre and adjacent sporting facilities

- Residents walking to the Orange Grove markets on Saturdays

The proponents plan brings pedestrians and school children in particular directly into the path of spoil haulage trucks at an intersection
found to be the third most dangerous according to Transport for NSW figures.

A further impact will be to discourage people from walking in this area leading to greater car use for local trips.

1 object to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt on the above grounds.
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Attention: Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of Planning and
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Signature: -
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| object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SS| 7485 for the
reason(s) set out below.

Non-compliance with SEARS

+ | object to the proposal because it does not comply with the SEARS requirements. The EIS must include,
but not necessarily be limited to, a description of the project and all components and activities
(including ancillary components and activities) required to construct and operate it, including the location
and operational requirements of construction ancillary facilities and access.

Peter Jones from Sydney Motorway Corporation has advised that he is in the process of finalising an
agreement with Sydney Ports which will enable him to stage trucks from a location on Glebe Island via
James Craig Rd. The EIS should not have been released before this plan was finalised. Peter Jones has
advised that he is only required to describe the ‘worst case scenario’ in the EIS, which is trucks arriving ad
hoc via the eastbound lanes of City West Link. The EIS should describe what the proponent actually
plans to do as well as the worst case scenario so that the impacts of all options being considered can be
assessed and commented on.

It is not clear from the EIS how the alternative plan for the staged arrival of spoil trucks from Sydney Ports
will be documented and how stakeholders will have an opportunity to assess its impacts. The EIS does
not specifically state that this staged arrival plan wili be documented in the CTAMP, the Anciliary Facilities
Management Plan or the Preferred Infrastructure Report.

| object to the EIS on the grounds that it does not comply with the SEARS.
Truck routes '

* | object to the EIS because it suggests that no local roads would be used by heavy vehicles during works
yet at the same time acknowledges that spoil trucks may use local roads in exceptional circumstances
which include when there is queuing to get into the site. Darley Rd is highly congested with traffic queues
forming during much of the day which will lead to queues to enter the site. Queuing will not therefore be
an exceptional circumstance and the result will be that spoil trucks are able to use local roads without
being in breach, which will be often. This is unacceptable to residents of Francis, Hubert, William and
Charles St and | object to the EIS on this basis. As queuing cannot be avoided on Darley Rd this clearly
shows why this location is inappropriate. The proponent should abandon a dive site completely or find a
location directly on the City West Link where spoil trucks will never use local roads. Why should residents’
lives be put at risk because the project must be delivered as soon as possible?

Noise impacts

¢ | object to the EIS because the proponent has failed to take account of the noise impact of fully laden
spoil haulage trucks exiting the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt driving up the very
steep blind turn at the intersection with the City West Link. The RMS should install noise measuring
equipment and monitoring cameras at this location to measure noise from heavy vehicles and identify
vehicles whose noise that exceeds the applicable Australian standard.
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| object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 7485 for the
" reason(s) set out below.

Non-compliance with SEARS

¢ | object to the proposal because it does not comply with the SEARS requirements. The EIS must include,
but not necessarily be limited to, a description of the project and all components and activities
‘(including ancillary components and activities) required to construct and operate it, including the location
and-operational requirements of construction ancillary facilities and access.

The EIS has been released before the proponent is able to describe how it actually plans to carry out
construction activities at Darley Road, Leichhardt, in particular the plan for staging the arrival of spoil
trucks.

Hours of operation

e | object to the EIS because it is effectively a 24 hour operation despite the fact that the proponent
represents that spoil removal from this site would only occur within standard construction hours.

The EIS states in 6.5.8 Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4):

‘Spoil handling associated with tunnelling supported by the Darley Road civil and tunnel site would occur
24 hours a day, seven days a week. Spoil would be handled below ground wherever practicable to reduce
the potential for amenity impacts in adjacent areas. Spoil handing at the surface outside standard day
time construction hours would occur within an acoustic shed to manage potential amenity impacts. Spoil
removal from this site would only occur within standard construction hours, between 7.00 am and 6.00 pm
Monday to Friday, and between 8.00 am and 1.00 pm on Saturdays.’

The EIS allows for the possibility of spoil handling above ground 24 hours 7 days a week. The EIS fails to

assess or explain the impacts of this on the residents in nearby streets. These impacts could include

construction noise, light and heavy vehicles (other than spoil trucks), workers arriving for shifts and |
leaving after shifts. ‘It is not clear to what extent the acoustic shed will contain noise. The Jim Holt report ‘
stated that the acoustic shed would not operate effectively due to its location on the site. It is not clear '
whether the proponent will mandate the contractor to employ the highest level of acoustic protect|on
rather than what is feasible. . |

| object to the EIS and the Darley Rd construction site. The proponent should be directed to abandon its

plan for a dive site as it is clear impacts are too great for the community. At the very least the site should

be restricted to standard construction hours for all operations above ground and there should be no shifts
commencing or ending outside of standard construction hours. The proponent should be directed to find a
site where its operations will not impact on residents outside of standard construction hours.
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| object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #5SI 7485 for the reason(s) set out below.

Non-compliance with SEARS

| object to the proposal because it does not comply with the SEARS requirements. The EIS must include, but not necessarily be
limited to, a description of the project and all components and activities (including ancillary components and activities) required to
construct and operate it, including the location and operational requirements of construction ancillary facilities and access.

In so far as it describes the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt the EIS does not meet this requirement because it
does not describe the components and activities that have been described to the community either in meetings with LAW
(Leichhardt Against WestConnex) or at the WestConnex Community Reference Group established by Sydney Motorway
Corporation. .

The EIS has been released before the proponent is able to describe how it actually plans to carry out construction activities at
Darley Road, Leichhardt, in particular the plan for staging the arrival of spoil trucks. '

The proponent via its agent Sydney Motorway Corporation’s employee Peter Jones has advised on several occasions that spoil
haulage trucks will be staged from the Sydney Ports land on Glebe Island via James Craig Rd. This is to avoid the situation at
Haberfield where trucks circle the Northcote St site as they are not able to queue to enter it creating congestion and noise impacts
as they drive slowly into Wattle St and Ramsay St. before making a second run at the Northcote St site from the Parramatta Road
entrance.

No details of this staged spoil haulage proposal at Darley Road, Leichhardt are provided other than that ‘construction traffic may
' also access the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt via the westbound lanes of City West Link’.

Peter Jones from Sydney Motorway Corporation has advised that he is in the process of finalising an agreement with Sydney Ports
which will enable him to stage trucks from a location on Glebe Island via James Craig Rd. The EIS should not have been released
before this plan was finalised. Peter Jones has advised that he is only required to describe the ‘worst case scenario’ in the EIS,
which is trucks arriving ad hoc via the eastbound lanes of City West Link. The EIS should describe what the proponent actuaily
plans to do as well as the worst case scenario so that the impacts of all options being considered can be assessed and commented
on.

It is not clear from the EIS how the alternative plan for the staged arrival of spoil trucks from Sydney Ports will be documented and
. how stakeholders will have an opportunity to assess its impacts. The EIS does not specifically state that this staged arrival plan will
be documented in the CTAMP, the Ancillary Facilities Management Plan or the Preferred Infrastructure Report.

1 object to the EIS on the grounds that it does not comply with the SEARS.
Construction vehicle safety impacts

| object to the EIS because the proposal in relation to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt stated therein, that
‘heavy vehicles associated with spoil-haulage would travel eastbound on City West Link and turn right into Darley Road, Leichhardt’
presents unacceptable safety and amenity impacts.

The corner of Darley Rd (actually James St) and the City West Link is a pedestrian zone for:

- Pupils of Orange Grove Public School who live in Leichhardt

- Students of Sydney Secondary College, Leichhardt Campus who alight at Leichhardt North light rail stop
- Students of other schools along the light rail who board at Leichhardt Nonh light rail stop

- Commuters who board at Leichhardt North light rail stop

- Residents walking to Leichhardt Park Acquatic Centre and adjacent sporting facmtles

- Residents walking to the Orange Grove markets on Saturdays

The proponents plan brings pedestrians and school children in particular directly into the path of spoil haulage trucks at an
intersection found to be the third most dangerous according to Transport for NSW figures.

A further impact will be to discourage people from walking in this area leading to greater car use for local trips.

| object to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt on the above grounds.
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| object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #551 7485 for the reason(s) set out LeIO\(/.

Pedestrian and cyclist movements

o | object to the EIS because it fails to describe the temporary changes to Darley Road, Leichhardt to enable access to and from the
ancillary facility that would likely be required in relation to the Darley Rd site and instead allows for the final plan to be decided by

the contractor.
The EIS states in 6.5.8 Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) that:

‘Temporary changes to Darley Road to enable access to and from the ancillary facility would likely be required. These may include
changes to line marking to provide a temporary turning lane for construction traffic and temporary diversions to the pedestrian
path on the northern side of Darley Road. These would be confirmed during detailed design following the appointment of a design
and construction contractor and in consideration of the safety and function of the road network, maintaining access to the
Leichhardt North light rail stop and providing for continued pedestrian and cyclist movement. *

It is not clear how continued access, pedestrian and cyclist movement will be preserved and | am concerned that the impacts have
not been correctly identified and assessed by the proponent.

| object to the fact that | am denied the opportunity to assess the impacts of all opfions. | object to the fact that | will have no
right or opportunity to have input into detailed design following the appointment of a design and construction contractor.

Light rail access ’ |

+ | object to the EIS because it does not guarantee that the existing access to the Leichhardt North light rail stop would be
maintained at all times. Fig 6-4 indicates that only the eastern access will be maintained. This greatly disadvantages the elderly and
disabled who have to walk up a steep hill to the eastern access. If the proponent cannot guarantee access to the Leichhardt North
light rail stop from the existing entry points or from points that are accessible to all then the Darley Road, Leichhardt construction
site should be abandoned. The proponent should be directed to find a site where its operations will not impact on users of the

Light Rail.
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| object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #5St 7485 for thetreason(s) set out beﬁow.

Truck routes

¢ 1 object to the EIS because it suggests thatno local roads would be used by heavy vehicles during works yet at the same time
acknowledges that spoil trucks may use local roads in exceptional circumstances which include when there is queuing to get into
the site. Darley Rd is highly congested with traffic queues forming during much of the day which will lead to queués to enter the
site. Queuing will not therefore be an exceptional circumstance and the result will be that spoil trucks are able to use local roads
without being in breach, which.will be often. This is unacceptable to residents of Francis, Hubert, William and Charles St and 1
object to the EIS on this basis. As queuing cannot be avoided.on Darley Rd this clearly shows why this location is inappropriate.
The proponent should abandon a dive site completely or find a location directly on the City West Link where spoil trucks will never
use local roads. Why should residents’ lives be put at risk because the project must be delivered as soon as possible?

e | object to the EIS because it fails to describe the truck route options available to the proponent in relation to the Darley Rd site,
which SMC have on many occasions told the community they are contemplating as alternatives.

The EIS states in 6.5.8 Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) that ‘It is anticipated that the majority of construction traffic would
enter the site from the southern (westbound) carriageway of Darley Road, Leichhardt via new driveways. Heavy vehicles associated
with spoil haulage would travel eastbound on City West Link and turn right into Darley Road, Leichhardt. A temporary right turning
lane at the intersection of City West Link and Darley Road, Leichhardt would be provided for use by construction vehicles. Heavy

. vehicles would exit the site by turning left onto Darley Road, Leichhardt before turning left onto City West Link.

‘Construction traffic may also access the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) via the westbound lanes-of City West Link." A

‘Temporary traffic management measures would be established to enable access and egress arrangements. These would be
detailed in a CTAMP, which would be prepared to manage construction traffic associated with the project.’

I object to the proposal for vehicles associated with spoil haulage to travel eastbound on City West Link and turn right into Darley
Rd. This proposal is dangerous and the impacts and risks are too great. Darley Rd is acknowledged by RMS to be a sub-standard
road in terms of its construction. The intersection from the city west link is a steep blind turn even for traffic coming across from
James St. This is followed by immediate left hand turns into both Francis St and Hubert St. A number of properties on Darley Rd
would be at risk of destruction from spoil haulage trucks in the event of a truck having to brake suddenly to avoid stationary
vehicles.

The proponent should abandon a dive site completely or find a location directly on the City West Link where spoil trucks will never
use local roads. Why should residents lives be put at risk because the project must be dglivered as soon as possible?

e 1 object to the EIS because it fails to describe the truck route options available to the proponent in relation to the Darley Rd site
and instead allows for the final plan to be detailed in the CTAMP, Preferred Infrastructure Report or Ancillary Facilities Management
Plan.

Peter Jones of SMC has on many occasions made representations to the community that his plan is to stage trucks from the port
and eventually when possible to have them arrive and depart from the site underground when a tunnel is established between
Leichhardt and the M4 East. He has also said that loading of spoil would take place underground at this time. He has recently told
us of his plan to load trucks from a ramp off the city west link by means of a hopper corveyor which would pass over the Light rail
station delivering spoil into silos below which trucks would pull up to receive their load. The laden trucks would then travel west
bound along the city west link. None of this plan is detailed in the EIS.

| object to the fact that | am denied the opportunity to assess the impacts of all options. | object to the fact that I will have no
right or opportunity to have input into the CTAMP, PIR or AFMP on matters which will have a devastating impact to me and to
residents near 7 Darley Rd.
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| object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #5SI 7485 for the reason(s) set out below.

Declaration: | have not made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years.

Hours of operation

¢ | object to the EIS because it is effectively a 24 hour operation despite the fact that the proponent represents that spoil removal
from this site would only occur within standard construction hours.

The EIS states in 6.5.8 Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4):

‘Spoil handling associated with tunnelling supported by the Darley Road civil and tunnel site would occur 24 hours a day, seven
days a week. Spoil would be handled below ground wherever practicable to reduce the potential for amenity impacts in adjacent.
areas. Spoil handing at the surface outside standard day time construction hours would occur within an acoustic shed to manage
potential amenity impacts. Spoil removal from this site would only occur within standard construction hours, between 7.00 am and
6.00 pm Monday to Friday, and between 8.00 am and 1.00 pm on Saturdays.’

The EiS allows for the possibility of spoil handling above ground 24 hours 7 days a week. The EIS fails to assess or explain the - =«
impacts of this on the residents in nearby streets. These impacts could include construction noise, light and heavy vehicles (other
than spoil trucks), workers arriving for shifts and leaving after shifts. it is not clear to what extent the acoustic shed will contain
noise. The Jim Holt report stated that the acoustic shed would not operate effectively due to its location on the site. It is not clear
whether the proponent will mandate the contractor to employ the highest level of acoustic protection rather than what is feasible.

| object to the EIS and the Darley Rd construction site. The proponent should be directed to abandon its plan for a dive site as it is
clear impacts are too great for the community. At the very least the site should be restricted to standard construction hours for all
operations above ground and there should be no shifts commencing or ending outside of standard construction hours. The
proponent should be directed to find a site where |ts operat:ons will not impact on residents outside of standard construction ‘
hours. . \

¢ | object to the EIiS because it is effectively a 24 hour operation despite the fact that the proponent represents that spoil removal
from this site would only occur within standard construction hours.

The EIS states in 6.5.8 Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4):

‘Reasonable and feasible work practices and mitigation measures would be implemented to minimise potential noise impacts due .
to activities occurring at the Darley Road civil and tunnel site. Local residents, businesses and the NSW EPA would be kept informed
about works outside standard day time construction hours at the site.

The EIS allows for the possibility of spoil handling above ground 24 hours 7 days a week. The EIS fails to assess or explain the
impacts of this on the residents in nearby streets. These impacts could include construction noise, light and heavy vehicles (other
than spoil trucks), workers arriving for shifts and leaving after shifts. [t is not clear to what extent the acoustic shed will contain
noise. The Jim Holt report stated that the acoustic shed would not operate effectively due to its location on the site. It is not clear
whether the proponent will mandate the contractor to employ the highest level of acoustic protection rather than what is feasible.

I'object to the EIS because the proponent/contractor would only have to keep local residents, businesses and the NSW EPA
informed about works outside standard day time construction hours at the site. Local residents, businesses and the NSW EPA

“would have no right to limit works outside standard day time construction hours at the site. As we have seem with other stages of
WestConnex this leads to devastating impacts for residents who must endure significant periods of exposure to out of hours works
which involve noise, lights and disturbance.

I object to the EIS and the Darley Rd construction site. The proponent should be directed to abandon its plan for a dive site as it is
clear impacts are too great for the community. At the very least the site should be restricted to standard construction hours for all
operations above ground and there should be no shifts commencing or ending outside of standard construction hours. The
proponent should be directed to find a snte where its operations will not impact on residents outside of standard construction

hours. |
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| object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #5SI 7485 foltthe reason(s) set out below.

Cumulative impacts of aircraft emissions and spoil truck emissions

e | object to the EIS because the proponent has failed to take account of the cumulative impact of emissions from spoil truck
vehicles from it proposed Darley Road, Leichhardt civil and tunnel site operations and emissions from aircraft to which residents
near the site are already exposed.

The attached extract from Webtrak shows that Darley Road, Leichhardt and adjacent streets are directly under the flight path.
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Airplane exhaust, like car exhaust, contains a variety of air pollutants, including sulfur dioxide and nitrogen oxides. Many of these
particles of pollution are tiny, about a hundred millionths of an inch wide, or smaller than the width of a human hair. So-called
particulate matter that's especially small is the main culprit in human health effects, especially since the particulates can become
wedged deep in the lung and possibly enter the bloodstream, scientists say.

Exposure to loud noise from living under a flight path over a long period of time may increase the risk of developing hngh blood
pressure or having a stroke, a 201 3 study by researches at the University of Athens suggests.

Researchers examined data from 420 people living near busy Athens International Airport in Greece and found living with hlgh
noise levels from aircraft, especially at night, was associated with high blood pressure.

Every additional 10 decibels of night-time aircraft noise appeared to result in a 69 per cent increased risk of high blood pressure,
also known as hypertension. .

The researchers at the University of Athens found that around half the participants (just under 45 per pent) were exposed to more
than 55 decibels of daytime aircraft noise, while around one in four (just over 27 per cent ) were exposed to more than 45 decibels
of night-time aircraft noise.

Only around one in 10 (11 per cent) were exposed to significant road traffic noise of more than.55 decibels.

Between 2004-6 and 2013, 71 people were newly diagnosed with high blood pressure and 44 were diagnosed with heart flutter
(cardiac arrhythmia), while a further 18 had a heart attack, the researchers found.

I object to the plan for a construction site on Darley Rd because in addition to the existing aircraft emissions and noise experienced
by people living near the site, this wili mean an additional cumulative impact of spoil truck diesel exhaust emissions and noise every
4 minutes in peak hour based on number of truck movements per hour and in excess of every 4 minutes per hour in non peak
permitted construction hours. This will give rise to increased health risks from noise and air pollution which research suggest will
cause increased blood pressure and risk of stroke.
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| object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI
7485 for the reason(s) set out below.

¢ Asbestos contaminated site

| object to the Darley Road Civil and Tunne! Construction site at Leichhardt because the
proponent has failed to comply with the SEARS requirement in relation to Air quality,
that the project is designed, constructed and operated in a manner that minimises air
quality impacts (including nuisance dust and odour) to minimise risks to human health
and the environment to the greatest extent practicable.

The proponent in |dent|fy|ng the potential contamlnatlon impacts at Darley Road states
that: 4

‘Previous soil investigations identified fill material with slightly elevated metals and
PAHSs, although the site is still suitable for ongoing commercial/industrial land use. A
UST has also been decommissioned. If present and not approprlately controlled, there
IS potentlal for:

- Direct contact, mhalatlon and ingestion risk to site workers from contaminated soil
or hazardous building materials via dust

- Discharge of contaminated surface water to the stormwater system and ultimately
Hawthorne Canal and lron Cove

- Incorrect handling or disposal of spoil

- Disturbance of actual or potential acid sulphate soils at the western end of the .
site which could impact local soil and water quality.

The proponent’s assessment is defective as it fails to identify the risk to local residents

. and anyone else in the neighbourhood of excavated soil containing contaminants and
asbestos being blown into nearby streets and into homes and gardens of adjoining
properties. The proponent’s assessment is defective because having identified the
presence of asbestos on the site it fails to specifically identify the potential for |nhalat|on
of asbestos either by workers or residents.




I-object to the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt because of
the impact that disturbance of asbestos and other contaminants will have on health and
on property. The community should not be put at risk when a dive site is not necessary.
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| object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI
7485 for the reason(s) set out below.

e Air quality — exhaust emissions

| object to the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt because the
proponent has failed to comply with the SEARS requirement in relation to Air quality, that
the project is designed, constructed and operated in a manner that minimises air quality
impacts (including nuisance dust and odour) to minimise risks to human health and the
environment to the greatest extent practicable. In particular | object to the Darley Road Civil
and Tunnel Construction site because of the impact it will have -on health.

In 9.3 ‘Construction assessment methodology’ of the EIS the proponent states that one of
the main air pollution and amenity considerations at demolition/construction sites is
increased concentrations of airborne particles and NO2 due to exhaust emissions from on-
site diesel-powered vehicles and construction equipment. In 9.3 the proponent also states
that ‘Exhaust emissions from on-site plant and site traffic are unllkely to have a
S|gn|f|cant impact on local air quality, and in the majority of cases they would not
need to be quantitatively assessed.’

This assessment is incorrect in the case of the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Constructlon
site in Leichhardt and the Department of Planning must require the proponent to submit an
assessment. :

The proponent sets out elsewhere in the EIS its plan to run spoil trucks in and out of the site
via Darley Rd/James St. :

A full laden truck and dog driving up the steep blind section of Darley Rd/James St will have
to use high gears and high revs to get up the hill. This will take longer than for other
vehicles because of the size of a truck and dog and the extensive traffic queuing that takes
place at the intersection. The proponent anticipates there being a truck every 4 minutes in
peak hour which coincides with the peak of foot traffic near the intersection. This means a
truck every traffic, Ilght cycle. This will create unacceptable concentrations of diesel exhaust
in an area used by a lot of pedestrlans to get to and from the North Leichhardt light rail stop.

The Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site in Leichhardt should not be aIIowed to
proceed because of the health impacts from diesel exhaust.
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Iobject to the Westconnex M4-MS link proposals as contained in the EIS for the following reasons:

1. The EIS is a strategy document only. It does not commit to any design, and therefore it doesn’t address any
local issues which are created by the construction of the M4-M5 link. Its whole purpose is to prepare a legal
and bureaucratic pathway for the sale of Sydney Motor Corporation to the private sector thereby removing the
- Government from the oversight and responsibility for the design and construction. It also endeavours to lock
out the public from being able to have any say in what is built, how it is built and where it is built.

2.The EIS shows that traffic on the City West Link, Johnston St, the Crescent, Catherine St and Ross street will
greatly increase during the construction period and also be greatly increased by the time Stage 3 is completed.
It states that Stage 3 will do nothing to improve traffic congestion in the area in fact it will add to the problem.
Many of these areas are already congested at Peak times. This will be highly negative for the local area as more
and more people try to avoid the congestion by using rat runs through the local areas on local streets,

3. The proposed work hours for the Rozelle Rail Yards Site are tunnelling and spoil handling 24 hours a day
seven days a week. On ground construction Mon-Fri 7.00am - 6.00pm, Sat 8.00am- 1.00pm. However as has
been experienced by those at Haberfield and St Peters these hours and especially late and night work have been
extended and implemented when the schedules have fallen behind and this has lead to great physical and
mental stress for many residents through interrupted sleep and loss of sleep especially for those with children.
The roads and sites at night in the area will see a marked increase in noise from truck movements, truck
reversing alarms and running machinery. It will also see a marked increase in light during the night hours with
site illumination and vehicle head lights as has been experienced in other areas. These problems have not been
addressed in the EIS. :

4. The Rozelle Rail Yards site is the location of 3 Unfiltered Pollution Stacks. There is a fourth stack on Victoria
Rd close to Darling St almost opposite Rozelle Primary School. If the Western Harbour Tunnel is built there will
also be a total of 7 Tunnel Portals. Tunnel Portals are also areas of high levels of pollution. It is totally

© unacceptable that the Pollution Stacks are unfiltered. Recently built tunnels in Tokyo successfully filter 98% of
all pollutants. There are atleast 5 schools and childcare centres in close proximity to these pollution stacks.

5. Heart disease will skyrocket due to air pollution caused by Westconnex bringing more cars into the Inner
West says Paul Torzillo, Head of Respiratory medicine at Royal Prince Albert Hospital. Inner West Courier 23rd

May 2017

6. Motor vehicles account for 14% of Particulate Pollution of 2.5 microns and less in Australia. There is no safe
level to exposure to particulate matter of 2.5 microns and less. Fine particulate matter is linked with Asthma,
Lung Disease, Cancer, Stroke and poor lung development in children. Those most at risk are the old, the young
and the unborn of pregnant women.

7. The Rozelle Rail Yard stacks are stated to be 38m high and are situated in a valley area. The majority of
Balmain Road is 39m above sea level and Annandale St is at 29m above sea level. Both are considerably less
than 1 kilometre from the Rail Yard stacks so pollution will be blown directly into many homes in these areas.
This will expose the residents of Annandale, Lilyfield, Rozelle and Balmain to highly increased health risks.

8. There will be major impacts on the Anzac Bridge with a projected increase of 60% in daily traffic. There will
also be major impacts to the Sydney City Centre. The EIS states that this will lead to major impacts on bus
travel time and reliability. The EIS’s suggests that people will have to adjust their travel times to starting for
work earlier and finishing later. This is unacceptable and underlines Westconnex’s waste and total failure.




. : o 003529

1 objeEt to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link pr‘oposals as contained in the EIS application Submission to:
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> The EIS should not be approved as it does not contain any certainty for residents as to what is proposed
“and does not provide a basis on which the project can be approved. The EIS states ‘the detail of the
design.and construction approach is indicative only based on a concept design and is subject to detailed
_design and construction planning to be undertaken by the successful contractors.” Therefore this entire
process is a sham as the extent to which concerns are taken into account is not known as the contractor
. can 5|mply make further changes. As the contractor is not bound to take into account community impacts
~- outside of the strict requirements and as the contractor will be trying to deliver the project as quickly and
cheaply as possible, it is likely that the additional measure proposed with respect to construction noise
mitigation for (example) will not be adopted. The EIS should not be approved on the basis that it does not
provide a reliable basis on which to base the approval documents. It does not provide the community with
a genuine opportunity to provide meaningful feedback in accordance with the legislative obligation of the
Government to provide a consultation process because the designs are ‘indicative’ only and subject to
change. Because of this the EIS is riddled with caveats and lacks clear obligations and requirements of
project delivery. The additional effect of this is that the community and other stakeholders such as the
Council will be unable to undertake compliance activities as the conditions are simply too broad and lack
any substantial detail. '

>> There are overiaps in the construction periods of the New M5 and M4 of up to one year. This will
significantly worsen impacts for residents close to construction areas. No additional mitigation or any
compensation is offered for residents for these periods.(Executive Summary xxvii). It is unacceptable that
residents should have these prolonged periods.of exposure to more than one project. The EIS makes no
attempt to measure or iitigate the cumulative impact of these prolonged periods of construction noise
exposure.

> The EIS states that there may be a ‘small increase in pollutant concentrations’ near surface roads.The EIS
states that potential health impacts associated with changes in air quality (specifically nitrogen dioxide and
particulates) within the local community have been assessed and are considered to be ‘acceptable.” We
disagree that the impacts on human health are écceptable and object to the project in its entirety because
of these impacts. (Executive Summary xvi) ' :

> The EIS is misleading because it discusses the creation of 14,350 direct jobs during construction. It omits °
the fact that jobs have also been lost because of acquisition of businesses, many of which were Iong-
standing and employed hundreds of workers. (Executive Summary xviii)

>> No noise barriers have been proposed. This is unacceptable and appropriate noise barriers should be
included in the EIS for consideration. (Executive Summary xvii) '

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties
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1 object to the WestConnex M4-MS Link proposals as contained in the EIS
application # SSI 7485, for the reasons set out below.

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website

Declaration : 1

1. The EIS states that property damage due to ground
movement may occur. We object to the projectinits
entirety on this basis. The EIS states that ‘settlement,
induced by tunnel excavation, and groundwater
drawdown, may occurin some areas along the tunnel
alignment’. The risk of ground movement is Iessened‘
where tunnelling is.more than 35 metres. However,
some tunnelling is at less than 10 metres. This
proposed tunnel alignment creates an uhacceptable
risk of ground movement. In addition, the EIS states
thatthere are a number of discrete areas to the north
and northwest of the Rozelle Rail Yards, to the north
of Campbell Road at St Peters and in the vicinity of
Lord Street at Newtown where ground water
movement above 20 milliliters is predicted ‘strict’
limits on the degree of settlement permitted would
be imposed on the project” and ‘damage’ would be
rectified at no cost to the owner. would be placed
(Executive Summary, xvii -iii). The project should not
be permitted to be delivered in such a way that there
is a known risk to property damage that cannot be
mitigated to an acceptable level of risk.

2. There is no evidence provided in the EIS that the

ventilation outlets will be date. The EIS simply states -

that ‘the ventilation outlets would be designed to
effectively disperse the emissions from the tunnel
and are predicted to have negligible effect on local air
quality (xiv, Executive Summary). This is inadequate
and details of the impacts on air quality need to be
provided so that the residents and experts can
meaningfully comment on the impact.

3. TheEISstatesthat ‘a preferred noise mitigation
option’ would be determined during ‘detailed
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design’. This is unacceptable and residents have no
opportunity to comment on the detailed designs.
The failure to include this detail means that residents
have no idea as to what is plannéd and cannot
comment or input into those plans. (Executive
Summary xvi)

The EIS states that all vegetation will be removedon
the site whichincludes a mature tree. | object to the
removal of the tree which creates a visual and noise
barrier for residents from the City West Link. If the
tree is removed it must be replaced with a mature
tree as soon as the remediation of the site
commences.

The proposal for a permanent water treatment plant
and substationto the south of the site on Darley Road
will prevent direct pedestrian access to the iight rail
station. It will affect the future uses of the site once
the project is completed. The facility is out of step
with the area which is comprised of low rise homes
and detracts from the visual amenity of the area. This
siteisa pedestrian'hub and will be a visual blight for
pedestrians, bike users and the homes that have.
direct line of sight to the facility. It should not be
permitted on this site.

‘The EIS does not mention the impact of aircraft noise

and its cumulative impact. As such, the noise levels
identified are misleading. | object to the selection of
the Darley Road site because of the unacceptable
noise impacts it will have on surrounding homes and
businesses.

Ay
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I object to the WestConnex M4-MS Link proposals as contained in the EIS 4 Submission to:

application # SSI 7485, for the reasons set out below.

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website

Declaration : [
Address:...............

SubUurb: i LML

1. The project directly affected five listed heritage

items, including demolition of the stormwater canal

at Rozelle. Twenty-one other statutory heritage

items of State or local heritage significant would be

subject to indirect impacts through vibration,

settlement and visual setting. And directly affected

nine individual buildings as assessed as being

potential local heritage items. It is unacceptablethat -
heritage items are removed or potentially damaged

and the approval should prohibit such
destruction.(Executive Summary xviii)

2.. The EIS states that ‘Impacts associated with ,
property acquisition would be managed through a
property acquisition support service.” There is no
reference as to how this support service will be
more effective than that currently offered. There

were many upset residents and businesses who did
not believe they were treated in a respectful and fair
manner in earlier stages. The EIS needs to include
details as to lessons learned from earlier projects
and how this will be .improved for the M4-M5
impacted residents and businesses. (Executive
Summary xviii)

The EIS states that investigation would be
undertaken to confirm whether the Victoria Road
bridge is a potential roost site for microbats. There
will be attempts to ‘manage potential impacts’ if
confirmed. This is inadequate. The project should
not be permitted to impact on vulnerablespecies.

The EIS acknowledges that visual impacts will
occur during construction. However it does not
propose to address these negative impacts in the
design of the project. This is unacceptable and the
EIS needs to propose walls,, plant and perimeter
treatments and
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other measures at appropriate locations to lessen the
impact on visual amenity. (Executive Summary
xviii)

The EIS does not provide any opportunity to
comment on the urban design and landscape
component of the project. It states that ‘a detailed
review and finalisation of the architectural treatment
of the project operational infrastructure would be
undertaken “during detailed design’. The
Community should be given an opportunity to
comment upon and influence the design and we
object to the approval of the EIS on the basis that
this detail is not provided, nor is.the community (or

" other stakeholders) given an opportunity to

comment or influence the final design.

The construction and operation of the project will
result in 51 property acquisitions. We object to the
project in its entirety because of this impact. We
note that a number of long-standing businesses have
been acquired and that many families and businesses
in earlier stages have been forced to go to court to
seek fair compensation. We object to the acquisition
in particular of the Dan Murphys site. The business
was substantially renovated and a new business
opened with full knowledge of the likely
acquisition. We object to it being acquired and
compensated in this'circumstances and call on the

‘Government to investigate the circumstances which

led to this occurring (Executive Summary xvii)
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1 object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS Submission to:
application # SSI 7485, for the reasons set out below.

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website

Declaration : |

Suburb: v (Lf); ................................................

1.  We object to the location of a permanent substation
and water treatment plant following the completion of
the project on the Darley Road site. This will limit the
future uses of the land and the community has been
continually assured that the land, which is
Government-owned, would be available for
community purposes. The presence of this facility will
forever prevent the ability for safe and direct
pedestrian access to the light rail stop, with users
required to walk down a dark and winding path. It will
also limit the future use of the site. If a permanent
facility is to be located then it should be moved to the
north of the site so that it is out of sight of homes and
has less visual impact onresidents.

2. Tunnel depths the tunnel depths for the Leichhardt
area as low as 35 metres. This creates and
unacceptable risk of damage to homes due to
settlement (ground movement) The EIS

- acknowledges that at tunnellmg at 35 metres and less
this is a real risk. There is no mitigation provided for
this risk. Instead, it states that properties will be
repaired at the Government’s expense. However no
details or assurance as to how this will occur are
provided. The project should not be approved with
such tunnelling depths permitted and with no detail as
to the extent of damage and how and when it will be
repaired. It will lead to the situation where residents
and businesses are forced to éngage structural
engineers and lawyers to prove that the damage was
linked to Westconnex works, with no assurance that
this property damage will be promptly and
satisfactorily fixed.

3. The EIS states that, if the current proposal for
' ventilation facilities do not manage to achieve
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satisfactory environmental and health impacts, that
further ventilation facilities may be proposed. This is
unacceptable and the EIS does not provide the
alternative locations for any such facilities and
therefore the community is deprived of any
o;;portunity to comment on their impacts. The EIS
should not be approved on the basis that there may be

1

additional ventilation facilities that are not disclosed
in the EIS.

Many students walk or ride to Orange Grove and
Leichhardt Secondary College schools via Darley
Road.There are also a number of chlldcare céntres

- very close to the Darley Road site.

The presence of 170 heavy and light vehicle
movements a day at this site will create an
unacceptable risk to students. The EIS should not
permit any truck movements near the Darley Road site.
The alternative proposal which provides that all spoil
trucks enter and leave from the City West link is the
only proposal that should be considered.

All of the streets abutting Darley Road identified as
NCA 13 (James Street to Falls Street) should have a
strict prohibition on any truck movements and worker
contractor parking. These homes are already suffering
the worst construction impacts of the work on the site
and should be spared the further imposition of lack of
parking and additional noise impacts. The EIS needs

to prohibit outright truck movements (including

parking) and worker parking on all of these streets.

“
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I object to the WestConnex M4-MS5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS Submission to:
application # SSI 74885, for the reasons set out below. .
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1. The substation and water treatment plant should be
moved to the north end -of the site near the City

West link. This will mean that the site is less 4. Al of the ‘streets abutting Darley Road identified as

visible to residents and most pedestrian access is NCA 13 (James Street to falls Street) should have

. . a blank rohibiti o
at this end. There are no homes that will have : et prohibition on any truck movements and

direct line of site of the facility if it is moved. This worker contractor parking. These hoems are already
will also enable direct pedestrian access to the light
rail Without the need to use the winding path at
the rea‘r of the site which creates safety issues

and adds to the time required to access the light

rail stop.

2. Thé site should be returned to the community as
compensation for the imposition of this construction
site in our neighbourhood for a S year period. If
the substation and water treatment plant is moved
to the nqrth of the site, then the lower half of the
site (which is the most accessible end) éould be
“converted into open space with mature trees
planted. As this site is _immediatély. adjacent to the
bay run, bicycle parking and other facilities that
support active transport could be included. This
would result increase the green space for residents
and result in a pleasant green environment for

pedestrians, rather than a fenced facility.

3. The EIS currently pérmits trucks to access local .
roads in ‘exceptional circumstances’, which includes
queuing at the site. Given the constraints of the
site (and based on experience with cars accessing
the sité for Dan Murphy's ), qu'euiné will be the
. norm and not the exception. The EIS needs to be
amended to rule our -queuing as- an‘exceptional

circumstance which allows trucks to use local roads.
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The EIS states that an alternative truck ‘
movement is proposed which involves use of the
City West Link and no need for spoil trucks to
access Darley Road. This proposal is supported,
subject to further information about potential
impacts being provided. The EIS should not be
approved on its current basis which provides for
170 heavy and light vehicles accessing Darley
Road on a daily basis. This will create '
unacceptable safety issues and noise impacts for
adjacent homes while also compromising
pedestrian and bicycle access to the light railand
bay run. It will also lead to truck chaos on this
critical arterial road providing access to and
across the City west Link. The current proposal
which provides for truck movements solely on
Darley Road should not be approved and
approval should only be given to the alternative
proposal. I repeat however my objection to the
selection of this site altogether, but propose the
least worst impact should be chosen if this site is
to be used.

The EIS indicates that 36 homes will have
unacceptable noise impacts for extended periods
at the Darley road construction site. The EISdoes
not mention the cumulative impact of aircraft
noise in the Leichhardt or St Peters area, and
therefore does not reflect the true impact of
construction noise on the amenity of nearby
residents and businesses. The noise impacts of
construction are not able to be mitigated to an
acceptable level and the EIS should not be
approved on this basis.

We object to the selection of the Darley Roadsite
on the basis that it provides for dailymovements
of 170 heavy and light vehicles accessing Darley
Road. This creates an unacceptable risk to the
safety of pedestrians accessing the North
Leichhardt light rail stop as well as bicycle users
accessing the bicycle route on Darley Roadand

entering Canal road to join the dedicated bike
paths on the bay run. Many school children cross
at this point to walk to Orange Grove and
Leichhardt Secondary College. The EIS statesthat
an alternative truck movement is proposed
which involves use of the City West Link with no
trucks to access Darley Road. The selection of
Darley Road should not be approved if itinvolves
any truck movements on Darley Road, which is
what it currently provides.

No workers associated with the WestConnex
project should be permitted to park on local
streets. Parking is at a premium in this area and
many residents to not have off-street parking.
The removal of 20 car spaces for five years as is
proposed on Darley Road will worsen this
situation as will the removal of ‘kiss and ride
facilities’ at the light rail. There is also a pre-DA
application for 120 units on William Streetwhich
is not taken into account in the EIS. This will
place further stress on parking. The EIS needs to
outright prohibit any worker parking on local
streets.

Leichhardt residents were repeatedly told by
SMC that the Darley Road site would be
operational for three years. The EIS states that it
will be operational for 5 years. This creates an
unacceptable impact for residents. The works on
the site should be restricted to a three-year
program as was promised.

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties
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1 object to the WestConnex M4-MS5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS
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1. The EIS should not be approved as it does not
contain any certainty for residents as to what is
proposed and does not provide a basison
which the project can be approved. The EIS -
states ‘the detail of the design and construction
approach is indicative only based on a concept
design and is subject to detailed design and
construction planning to be undertaken by the
successful contractors.” Therefore this entire
process is a sham as the extent to which
concerns are taken into account is not known
as the contractor can simply make further
changes. As the contractor is not bound to take
into account community impacts outside of the
strict requirements and as the contractor will be
trying to deliver the project as quickly and
cheaply as possible, it is likely that the
additional measure proposed with respect to
construction noise mitigation for (example) will
not be adopted. The EIS should not be

approved on the basis'that it does not provide a.

reliable basis on which to base the approval.
documents. It does not provide the community
with a genuine opportunity to prbvide
meaningful feedback in accordance with the
legislative obligation of the Government to
provide a consultation process because the
designs are ‘indicative’ only and subject to
change. Because of this the EIS is riddled with
caveats and lacks clear obligations and
requirements of project delivery. The additional
effect of this is that the community and other

stakeholders such as the Council will be unable -

to undertake compliance activities as the
conditions are simply too broad and lack any
substantial detail.

2.

There are overlaps in the construction periods

- of the New M5 and M4 of up to one year. This

will significantly worsen impacts for residents
close to construction areas. No additional
mitigation or any compensation is-offered for
residents for these periods.(Executive

- Summary xxvii). It is unacceptable that-

residents should have these prolonged periods
of exposure to more than one project. The EIS
makes no attempt to measure or mitigate the -

cumulative impact of these prolonged periods

of construction noise exposure.

The EIS states that there may be a ‘small
increase in pollutant concentrations’ near
surface roads.The EIS states that potential
health impacts associated with changes in air
quality (specifically nitrogen dioxide and
particulates) within the local community have
been assessed and are considered to be’
‘acceptable.’ We disagree that the impacts on
human health are acceptable and object to the
project in its entirety because of these impacts.-
(Executive Summary xvi)

The EIS ig misleading because it discussesthe
creation of 14,350 direct jobs during
construction. It omits the fact that jobs have
also been lost because of acquisition of
businesses, many of which were long-standing
and employed hundreds of workers. (Executive
Summary xviii) ‘

No noise barriers have been proposed. This is
unacceptable and appropriate noise barriers
should be included in the EIS for consideration.
(Executive Summary xvii)
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I object to the WestConnex M4-MS Link proposals as contained in the EIS 4 ‘Submission to:
application # SSI 7485, for the reasons set out below.

Declaration : |

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website

The EIS states that construction noise levels would
exceed the relevant goals without additional
mitigation. The additional mitigation is mentioned
but not proposed. All possible mitigation should be
-included as a condition of approval. The EIS
acknowledges that substantial above ground
invasive works will be required to demolish the
Dan Murphys building and establish the road. The
EIS noise projections |nd|cate that for 10 weeks
residents will suffer-unacceptable noise impacts.
The EIS doe not contain a plan to manage or
mitigate this terrible impact. There is no detail as to
which homes will be offered (if at all) temporary
relocation; there are no details of any noise walls
or what treatments will be provided to individual
homes that are badly affected. The approval needs -
to contain detail as to how this unacceptable
impact will be managed and minimised during the
construction period and, in particular, during site
establishment. | object to the selection of the
Darley Road site on the basis that the works
required (demolition and surface works) will create
unacceptable and unbearable noise and vibration
impacts for extended periods. The EIS indicates that
at least 36 homes will basically be unliveable
during this period. In addition, the planned 170
heavy and light vehicles will considerably worsen
the impact of construction noise.

| object to the proposal to the Darley Road civil
and tunnel site because of the unacceptable risk it
will create to the safety of our community. Darley
Road is a known accident and traffic blackspot and
the movements of hundreds of trucks a day will
create an unacceptable risk of accidents. On
Transportfor NSW's own figures, the intersection

. Plénning Services,
Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

Attn: Director — Transport Assessments
Application Number: SSI 7485
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at the City West Link and James Street is the third
most dangerous in the inner west.

The EIS permits trucks to access local roads in
exceptional circumstances which includes queuing
at the site. Given the constraints of the Darley Road
site queuing will be the usual situation. The EIS
needs to be amended to remove queuing as an
exceptional circumstance. The truck movements
'should properly managed by the contractor so tHa;
there is no queuing. This exception will make it
easier for contractors to neglect their obligation to

- monitor and manage truck movements in and out

of the site and needs to be removed. The EIS needs
to specifically mention all local streets abutting
Darley Road and expressly prohibited truck
movements (including lparking) on these streets.
This should include all streets from the north
(James St) to the south (Falls Road), which are near
the project footprint.

Leichhardt f'esidents were repeatedly told by SMC
that the Darley Road site would be operational for
three years. The EIS states that it will be operational
for 5 years. This creates an unacceptable impact for
residents. The ‘works on the site should be
restricted to a three-year program as was promised.

The EIS does not mention the impact of aircraft
noise and its cumulative im'pact. As such, the noise
levels identified are misleading. | object to the
selection of the Darley Road site because of the
unacceptable noise impacts it will have on
surrounding homes and businesses.

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
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I object to the WestConnex M4-MS5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS : Submission to:
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1. The EIS states that an alternative truck movement is proposed which involves use of the City West Link and no
need for spoil trucks to access Darley Road. This proposal is supported, subject to further information about
potential impacts being provided. The EIS should not be approved on its current basis which provides for 170
heavy and light vehicles accessing Darley Road on a daily basis. This will create unacceptable safety issues and
noise impacts for adjacent homes while also compromising pedestrian and bicycle access to the light rail and
bay run.’It will also lead to truck chaos on this critical arterial road providing access to and across the City west
Link. The current proposal which provides for truck movements solely on Darley Road should not be approved
and approval should only be given to the alternative proposal. | rep'eat however my objection to the selection
of this site altogether, but propose the least worst impact should be chosen if this site is to be used.

2. The EIS indicates that 36 homes will have unacceptable noise impacts for extended periods at the Darley road
‘construction site. The EIS does not mention the cumulative impact of aircraft noise in the Leichhardt or St
Peters area, and therefore does not reflect the true impact of construction noise on the amenity of nearby
residents and businesses. The noise impacts of construction are not able to be mitigated to an acceptable level
and the EIS should not be approved on this basis.

3. We object to the selection of the Darley Road site on the basis that it provides for daily movements of 170
heavy and light vehicles accessing Darley Road. This creates an unacceptable risk to the safety of pedestrians
accessing the North Leichhardt light rail stop as well as bicycle users accessing the bicycle route on Darley
Road and entering Canal road to join the dedicated bike paths on the bay run. Many school children cross at -
this point to walk to Orange Grove and Leichhardt Secondary College. The EIS states that an alternative truck -
movement is proposed which involves use of the City West Link with no trucks to access Darley Road. The
selection of Darley Road should not be approved if it involves any truck movements on Darley Road, which is
what it currently provides.

4. No workers associated with the WestConnex.project should be permitted to park on local streets. Parking is at
a premium in this area and many residents to not have off-street parking. The removal of 20 car spaces for five
years as is proposed on Darley Road will worsen this situation as will the removal of ‘kiss and ride facilities’ at
the light rail. There is also a pre-DA application for 120 units on William Street which is not taken into account
in the EIS. This will place further stress on parking. The EIS needs to outright prohibit any worker parking on
local streets.

5. Leichhardtresidents were repeatedly told by SMC that the Darley Road site would be operational for three
years. The EIS states that it will be operational for 5 years. This creates an unacceptable impact for
residents. The works on the site should be restricted to a three-year program as was promised..
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)7 : | . Planning Services, .
ETE’[L MA’(5 "‘l’ /’\/ b(( Department of Planning and Environment
................................................................... " GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 .

............................................................................................................................... Attn: Director —_ Transport ASSCSSmentS

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website Application Number: SSI 7485
Declaration : |

i 7 : S il A Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5
s TAuES STREET

The EIS states that construction noise levels would exceed the relevant goals without additional mitigation.
The additional mitigation is mentioned but not proposed. All possible mitigation should be included as a
condition of approval. The EIS acknowledges that substantial above ground invasive works will be required to
demolish the Dan Murphys building and establish the road. The EIS noise projections indicate that for |0
weeks residents will suffer unacceptable noise impacts. The EIS doe not contain a plan to manage or mitigate
this terrible impact. There is no detail as to which homes will be offered (if at ali) temporary relocation; there

are no details of any noise walls or what treatments will be provided to individual homes that are badly

affected. The approval needs to contain detail as to how this unacceptable impact will be managed and
minimised during the construction period and, in particular, during site establishment. | object to the
selection of the Darley Road site on the basis that the works required (demolition and surface works) will
create unacceptable and unbearable noise and vibration impacts for extended periods. The EIS indicates that
at least 36 homes will basically be unliveable during this period. In addition, the planned 170 heavy and light '
vehicles will considerably worsen the impact of construction noise. '

| object to the proposal to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site because of the unacceptable risk it will create
to the safety of our community. Darley Road is a known accident and traffic blackspot and the movements of
hundreds of trucks a day will create an unacceptable risk of accidents. On Transport for NSW’s own figures, °
the intersection at the City West Link and James Street is the third most dangerous in the inner west.

The EIS permits trucks to access local roads in exceptional circumstances which includes queuing at the site.
Given the constraints of the Darley Road site queuing will be the usual situation. The EIS needs to be
amended to remove queuing as an exceptional circumstance. The truck movements should properly managed
by the contractor so that there is no queuing. This exception will make it easier for contractors to neglect their
obligation to monitor and manage truck movements in and out of the site and needs to be removed. The EIS
needs to specifically mention all local streets abutting Darley Road and expressly prohibited truck movements
(including parking) on these streets. This should include all streets from the north (James St) to the south (Falls
Road), which are near the projectfootprint. ‘ ’

Leichhardt residents were repeatedly told by SMC that the Darley Road site would be operational for three
years. The EIS states that it will be operational for 5 years. This creates an unacceptable impact for
residents. The works on the site should be restricted to a three-yéar program as was promised.

The EIS does not mention the impact of aircraft noise and its cumulative impact. As such, the noise levels
identified are misleading. | object to the selection of the Darley Road site because of the unacceptable noise
impacts it will have on surrounding homes and businesses.

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties

“Name Email Mobile _
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Planning Services,
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) GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

-
............................................................................................................................... Attn: Director — Transport Assessments

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website Application Number: SSI 7485
Declaration : 1 . _ .
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1. The project directly affected five listed heritage items, including demolition of the stormwater canal at Rozelle. ;
Twenty-one other statutory heritage items of State or local heritage significant would be subject to indirect impacts
through vibration, settlement and visual setting. And directly affected nine individual buildings as assessed as’
being potential local heritage items. It is unacceptable that heritage items are removed or potentially damaged and
the approval should prohibit such destruction.(Executive Summary xviii)

2. The EIS states that ‘Impacts associated with property acquisition would be managed through a property acquisition
- support service.” There is no reference as to how this support service will be more effective than that currently ,
offered. There were.many upset residents and businesses who did not believe they were treated in a respectful and fair
manner in earlier stages. The EIS needs to include details as to lessons learned from earlier projects and how this will
be improved for the M4-MS5 impacted residents and businesses. (Executive Summary xviii)

3. The EIS states that investigation would be undertaken to confirm whether the Victoria Road bridge is a potential
roost site for microbats. There will be attempts to ‘manage potential impacts’ if confirmed. This is inadequate. The
project should not be permitted to impact on vulnerablespecies.

4. The EIS acknowledges that visual impacts will occur during construction. However it does not propose to
address these negative impacts in the design of the project. This is unacceptable and the EIS needs to propose
walls,, plant and perimeter treatments and other measures at appropriate locations to lessen the impact on visual
amenity. (Executive Summary xviii)

5. The EIS does not provide any opportunity to comment on the urban design and landscape component of the project. It
states that ‘a detailed review and finalisation of the architectural treatment of the project operational infrastructure
would be undertaken ‘during detailed design’. The Community should be given an opportunity to comment upon
and influence the design and we object to the approval of the EIS on the basis that this detail is not provided, nor is
the community (or other stakeholders) given an opportunity to comment or influence the final design.

6. The construction and operation of the project will result in 51 property acquisitions. We object to the project in its
entirety because of this impact. We note that a number of long-standing businesses have been acquired and that many
families and businesses in earlier stages have been forced to go to court to seek fair compensation. We object to the
acquisition in particular of the Dan Murphys site. The business was substantially renovated and a new business
opened with full knowledge of the likely acquisition. We object to it being acquired and compensated in this
circumstances and call on the Government to investigate the circumstances which led to this occurring (Executive
Summary xvii) '

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties

Name Email . Mobile
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I‘obj,eict to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS Submission to:
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i. The substation and water treatment plant should be moved to the north end of the site near the City West link.
This will mean that the site is less visible to residents and most pedestrién access is at this end. There are no
homes that will have .direct line of site of the facility if it is moved. This will also enable direct pedestrian access
to the light rail without the need to use the winding path at the rear of the site which creates safety issues and

adds to the time required to access the light rail stop.

2. The site should be returned to the community as'compensation for the imposition of this construction site in our
neighbourhood for a 5 year period. If the substation and water treatment plant is moved to the north of the site,
then the lower haif of the site (which is the most accessible end) could be converted into open space with
mature trees planted. As this site is immediately adjacent to the bay run, bicycle parking and other facilities that
support active transport could be included. This would result increase the green space for residents and result in

a pleasant green environment for pedestrians, rather than a fenced facility.

3. The EIS currently permits trucks to access local roads in ‘exceptional circumstances’, which includes queuing &t the
site. Given the constraints of the site (and based on experience with cars accessing the site for Dan Murphy's),
queuing will be the norm and not the exception. The EIS needs to be amended to rule our

queuing as -an exceptional circumstance which allows trucks to use local roads.

4. Al of the streets abutting Darley Road identified as NCA 13 (James Street to falls Street) should have a
blanket prohibition on any truck movements and worker contra'ctor parking. These hoems are already suffering the
worst construction impacts of the work on the site and should be spared the further imposition of lack of parking
and additional noise impacts. These streets are not constructed for heavy vehicle movements and on this basis
should also be ruled out. The EIS needs to prohibit outright truck movements including parking) and worker

parking on all of these streets.

5. The EIS needs to require that all workers are bussed in or use public transport such as the light rail with no
parking whatsoever permitted on local roads at the Darley Road site. This is justified because the site provides 11
car spacers for an ’estimated 100 workers a day on site. The project cannot be approved on this basis without a
strict requirement on workers to use public transport or project provided transport and a prohibition needs to be in
place against parking on local streets. The EIS needs to require that this restriction is included in. all contracts

and in the relevant approval documentation.

6. The Darley Road site should be rejected because it involves acquiring Dan Murphy's. This business was rennovated

and opened with full knowledge that it was to be acquired. The lessee and sub-lessees should not be permitted

Campaign Mailing Lists : 1 would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties
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compensation in these circumstances. The demolition of the entire building (which the EIS confirms will occur) is

wasteful and represents mismanagement of public resources.

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes.and must not be divulged to other parties
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1. The EIS should not be approved as it does not contain any certainty for residents as to what is proposed

and does not provide a basis on which the project can be approved. The EIS states ‘the detail of the
" design and construction apprqach is indicative only based on a concept design and is subject to detailed

design and construction planning to be undertaken by the successful contractors.” Therefore this entire |
process is a sham as the extent to which concerns are taken into account is not known as the contractor
can simply make further changes. As the contractor is not bound to take into account community impacts
outside of the strict requirements and as the contractor will be trying to deliver the project as quickly and
cheaply as possible, it is likely that the additional measure proposed with respect to construction noise
mitigation for (example) will not be adopted. The EIS should not be approved on the basis that it does not
provide a reliable basis on which to base the approval documents. It does not provide the community with
a genuine opportunity to provide meaningful feedback in accordance with the legislative obligation of the
Government to provide a consultation process because the designs are ‘indicative’ only and subject to
change. Because of this the EIS is riddled with caveats and lacks clear obligations and requirements of
project delivery. The additional effect of this is that the community and other stakeholders such as the
Council will be unable to undertake compliance activities as the conditions are simply too broad and lack
any substantial detail. '

2. There are overlaps in the construction periods of the New M5 and M4 of up to one year. This will
significantly worsen impacts for residents close to construction areas. No additional mitigation or any
compensation is offered for residents for these periods.(Executive Summary xxvii). It is.unacceptable that
residents should have these prolonged periods of exposure to more than one project. The EIS makes no
attempt to measure or mitigate the cumulative impact of these prolonged peridds of construction noise
exposure.

3. The EIS states that there may be a ‘small increase in pollutant concentrations’ near surface roads.The EIS
states that potential health impacts associated with changes in air quality (specifically nitrogen dioxide and
particulates) within the local community' have been assessed and are considered to be ‘acceptable.’ We
disagree that the impacts on human health are acceptable and object to the project in its entirety because’
of these impacts. (Executive Summary xvi)

4. The EIS is misleading because it discusses the creation of 14,350 direct jobs during construction. It omits
the fact that jobs have also been lost because of acquisition of businesses, many of which were long-
standing and employed hundreds of workers. (Executive Summary xviii)

5. No noise barriers have been proposed. This is unacceptable and appropriate noise barriers should be
included in the EIS for consideration. (Executive Summary xvii) ‘

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties
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1. We object to the location of a permanent substation and water treatment plant following the completion of the project on
the Darley Road site. This will limit the future uses of the land and the community has been continually assured that the
land, which is Government-owned, would be available for community purposes. The presence of this facility will forever
prevent the ability for safe and direct pedestrian access to the light rail stop, with users required to walk down a dark and
winding path.-It will also limit the future use of the site. If a permanent facility is to be located then it should be moved to
the north of the site so that it is out of sight of homes and has less visual impact on residents.

2. Tunnel depths the tunnel depths for the Leichhardt area as low as 35 metres. This creates and unacceptable risk of damage
to homes due to settlement (ground movement). The EIS acknowledges that at tunnelling at 35 metres and less this is a real
risk. There is no mitigation provided for this risk. Instead, it states that properties will be repaired at the Government’s
expense. However no details or assurance as to how this will occur are provided. The project should not be approved with
such tunnelling depths permitted and -with no detail as to the extent of damage and how and when it will be repaired. It will
lead to the situation where residents and businesses are forced to engage structural engineers and lawyers to prove that the
damage was linked to Westconnex works, with no assurance that this property damage will be promptly and satisfactorily
fixed.

3. The EIS states that, if the current proposal for ventilation facilities do not manage to achieve satisfactory environmental
and health impacts, that further ventilation facilities may be proposed. This is unacceptable and the EIS does not provide
the alternative locations for any such facilities and therefore the community is deprived of any opportunity to comment on
their impacts. The EIS should not be approved on the basis that there may be additional ventilation facilities that are not
disclosed in the EIS. .

4. Many students walk or ride to Orange Grove and Leichhardt Secondary College schools via Darley Road.There are also a
number of childcare centres very close to the Darley Road site.

5. The presence of 170 heavy and light vehicle movements a day at this site will create an unacceptable risk to students.
The EIS should not permit any truck movements near the Darley Road site. The alternative proposal which provides
that all spoil trucks enter and leave from the City West link is the only proposal that should be considered.

6. All of the streets abutting Darley Road identified as NCA 13 (James Street to Falls Street) should have a strict prohibition
" on any truck movements and worker contractor parking. These homes are already suffering the worst construction impacts
of the work on the site and should be spared the further imposition of lack of parking and additional noise impacts. The
EIS needs to prohibit outright truck movements (including parking) and worker parking on all of these streets.

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties
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I object to the WestConnex M4-MS5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS . Submission to:
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1. TheEIS statesthat property damage due to ground movement may occur. We object to the projectinits entirety on
this basis. The EIS states that ‘settlement, induced by tunnel excavation, and groundwater drawdown, may occur in
some areas alongthe tunnel alignment’. The risk of ground movementis lessened where tunnelling is more than 35
metres. However, some tunnellingisatless than 10 metres. This proposed tunnel alignment creates an unacceptable
risk of ground movement. In addition, the EIS states that there are a number of discrete areas to the north and
northwest of the Rozelle Rail Yards, to the north of Campbell Road at St Peters and in the vicinity of Lord Street at
Newtown where ground water movement above 20 milliliters is predicted ‘strict limits on the degree of settlement
permitted would be imposed on the project” and ‘damage’ would be rectified at no cost to the owner. would be placed
(Executive Summary, xvii -iii). The project should not be permitted to be delivered insuch a wéy that there is a known
risk to property damage that cannot be mitigated to an acceptable level of risk.

2. Thereis no evidence provided in the EIS that the ventilation outlets will be date. The EIS simply states that ‘the
ventilation outlets would be designed to effectively disperse the emissions from the tunnel and are predicted to have
negligible effect on local air quality (xiv, Executive Summary). This is inadequate and details of the impacts on air
quality need to be provided so that the residents and experts can meaningfully comment on the impact. "

3. The EIS states that ‘a preferred noise mitigation option’ would be determined during ‘detailed design’. This is
unaccebtable and residents have no opportunity to comment onthe detailed designs. The failure to include this detail
means that residents have no idea as to what is planned and cannot comment orinput into those plans. (Executive
Su‘mmaryxvi)

4. TheEISstates that all vegetation will be removedon the site which includes a mature tree. | object to the removal of the
tree which creates a visual and noise barrier for residents from the City West Link. If the tree is removed it must be
replaced with a mature tree as soon as the remediation of the site commences.

5. " The proposal for apermanent water treatment plant and substation to the south of the site on Darley Road will prevent
direct pedestrian access to the light rail station. It will affect the future uses of the site once the projectis completed.
The facility is out of step with the area which is comprised of low rise homes and detracts from the visual amenity of the
area. Thissite is a pedestrian hub and will be a visual blight for pedestrians, bike users and the homes that have direct
line of sight to the facility. It should not be permitted on this site.

6. TheEISdoes not mention the impact of aircraft noise and its cumulative impact. As such, the noise levelsidentified are
misleading. | object to the selection of the Darley Road site because of the unacceptable noise impacts it will have on
surrounding homes and businesses. -

" Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anfi-WestConhex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties
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Attention Director — Transport Assessments not made any reportable donations in the last two years.

Application Number: SSI 7485 Address: /y § Samss S
Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link Y ya{p
Suburb: Le/c/_,#,,,aﬁ Postcode

| wish to register my strong objections to Stage 3'(M4-M5 Link). My reasons are set out below:

1. The EIS states that prbperty damage due to ground movement “may occur (Ch X, p'y), further stating that
“settlement induced by tunnel excavation and groundwater drawdown may occur in some areas along the tunnel
alignment”. The risk of ground movement is lessened where tunnelling is more than'35 metres underground. (Vol
2B Appendix E p 1) The planned Inner West Interchange proposes tunnels which are astonishingly shallow eg John
St at 22metres Hill St at 28metres Moore St 27metres. Piper St 37metres(Vol 2B Appendix E Part 2) Catherine St at
28metres(Vol 2B Appendix E Part 1). At these shallow depths, the homes above would indisputably sustain serious

- structural damage and cracking. Without provision for full compensation for damage there would be no incentive for
contractors or Roads and Maritime Services to minimise this damage.

2. It is clear that Annandale, Glebe, Rozelle and Lilyfield will be exposed to unacceptable health risks. With four
unfiltered emissions stacks in the area plus a large number of exit portals, the residents of this area will suffer
greatly from poisonous diesel particulates. As you are no doubt aware, the World Health Organisation in 2012 .
declared diesel particulates carcinogenic. ” As you are no doubt aware there are at least 5 schools that will be in the
orbit of these poisonous fumes and children and the elderly are most at risk to lung ailments. As Education Minister
Rob Stokes declared in 2017, “No ventilation shafts will be built near any school” :
3. Rozelle Rail Yards will have 400 car parking spaces provided for workers(EiS). The daily workforce for these sites is
stated to be approximately 550. This means that there will be 150 vehicles will need to park i in nearby local streets
which are already over-subscribed durmg weekdays by commuters takmg the light rail. _
4. Rozelle Interchange and surrounds will experience increased traffic with associated noise and air pollution— most
particularly at the Crescent, Johnson St and Catherine St, Annandale and Ross Street Glebe. These streets are already
highly congested at peak times and with a massive number of extra truck movements and traffic associated with
construction will become gridlocked during peak times.

5. The removal of spoil from the Rozelle Rail Yards will lead to the largest number of Spoil truck movements on the
entire Stage 3 project: 517 Heavy truck movements a day, of which 46 are stated to take place during Peak hours.
This leads to extra noise and air pollution in this area. :

6. The removal of Buruwan Park between The Crescent and Bayview Crescent/Rallway Parade, Annandale to
accommodate the widening realignment of the Crescent would be a direct loss of much-needed parkland in ‘this
inner city area. Further, Buruwan Park lies on a major cycle route from Railway Parade through to Anzac Bridge, UTS
and the CBD. :

7. Unacceptable noise levels will accompany the construction of thlS massive interchange. No analysis has been
provided of the magnitude of increased noise pollution in this area.

There will also be disturbance of soil which may be thick with contaminants such as lead and asbestos(as was the
case in St Peters.) You made no provision for the safe removal of these toxic substances in St Peters and | do not see

any provision in the EiS for their safe removal in this area.



Signatgre:

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website Yes@
Declaration: | have not made ahy reportable political donations in the last 2 years.

| object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 7485 for the
reason(s) set out below

Noise impacts

Many residents in Charles St and Hubert St were highly affected by noise from works conducted during
the renovation of 7 Darley Rd in 2016. In Hubert St, residents at least as far as No 31 and No 32 Hubert
St were affected. The affected properties are not correctly reflected in the EIS.

| object to the EIS because it underestimates the number of residents that will be highly affected by noise.
It does not take account of the impact of vehicle noise from fully laden spoil trucks driving up the very
steep incline from Darley Rd to the City West Link. It does not take account of the noise impact of
vehicles using air brakes down the same incline and braking to enter the site.

Pedestrian and cyclist movements

| object to the EIS because it fails to describe the temporary changes to Darley Road, Leichhardt to
enable access to and from the ancillary facility that would likely be required in relation to the Darley Rd
site and instead allows for the final plan to be decided by the contractor.

The EIS states in 6.5.8 Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) that:

‘Temporary changes to Darley Road to enable access to and from the ancillary facility would likely be
required. These may include changes to line marking to provide a temporary turning lane for construction
traffic and temporary diversions to the pedestrian path on the northern side of Darley Road. These would
be confirmed during detailed design following the appointment of a design and construction contractor and
in consideration of the safety and function of the road network, maintaining access to the Leichhardt North
light rail stop and providing for continued pedestrian and cyclist movement.

It is not clear how continued access, pedestrian and cyclist movement will be preserved and | am -

. concerned that the impacts have not been correctly identified and assessed by the proponent.

| object to the fact that | am denied the opportunity to assess the impacts of all options. | object to the
fact that | will have no right or opportunity to have input into detalled design followmg the appointment of a
design and construction contractor.
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% Many students walk or ride to Orange Grove | & | am appalled to read in the EIS that more

Planning Services,

Application Number: SSI 7485

Application Name: (WestConnex M4-MS5 Link

and Leichhardt Secondary College schools
via Darley Road.There are also a number of
childcare centres very close to the Darley
Road site.

& Because of the high tolls drivers who have to
travel east daily will look for alternative routes
and build up the traffic on local roads, both
here in western Sydney, on Parramatta Rd
and all the way to the city. There is no way
the WestConnex roads will reduce traffic on
un-tolled roads with tolls on the WestConnex
sections so high.

4 There will be 100 workers a day on the site,

with provision for only 10-20 car spaces and
there is a concession that local streets will be
used, who will be 'encouraged' to use public
transport. Our experience with the major
construction sites in Haberfield, and St Peters
that public transport is not used by the
workers and that despite the fact they are not
supposed to do so, they park in our local

- streets and cause strife with our residents.

This EIS contains little or no meaningful
design and construction detail. It appears to
be a wish list not based on actual

effects. Everything is indicative, ‘would’ not
‘will’, telling me nothing is actually ‘known’ for
certain — and is certainly not included here.

1 howe

than 100 homes across the Rozelle
construction sites will be severely affected by
construction noise for months or even years
at a time. This would include hundreds of
individual residents including young children,
school students and people who spend time
at home during the day. The predicted levels
are more than 75 decibels and high enough
to produce damage over an eight hour period.
Such noise levels will severely impact on the
health, capacity to work and quality of life of
residents. NSW Planning should not give
approval to a project that could cause such
impacts. Promises of potential mitigation are
not enough, especially when you consider the
ongoing unacceptable noise in Haberfield -
during the M4East construction.

Increased traffic congestion in areas around
portals will increase pollution along
roadsides, with predicted adverse impacts on
breathing and through long-term carcinogenic
effects. The maps and analysis of the
poliution effects in the EIS should be
presented in a way that enables them to be
understood by ordinary citizens. Instead
information is presented in a way that is
deliberately obscure and hard to interpret.
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Attention: Director~Tran sport Assessments Declaration : | HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years.

Application Number: SS17485 . e -
Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link Address: [(9 %@L@P %
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I submit this objection to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application # SS1 7485, for the
following reasons, and ask that the Minister reject the application

=> lamappalled tolearn that more than 100 homes inevitable. There is never any evaluation of whether in
including hundreds of residents will be affected by noise the light of the negative impacts an alternative public
exceedences 'out of hours' in the vicinity of Darley Road, infrastructure project might be preferable
Leichhardt. This will not just be for a few days but could
continue for years. Such impacts will severely impacton | =
the quality of life of residents.

Daytime noise at 177 properties across the projectis
predicted to be so bad during the years of construction
that extra noise treatments will be required. The is

= This EIS contains no meaningful design and construction however a caveat - the properties will change if the
details and no parametersas to how broad changesand design changes. My understanding is that the design
therefore impacts could be. It therefore fails to allow the could change without the public being specifically

notified or given the chance for feedback. This means
that there is a possibility of hundreds of residents being
severely impacted who are not even identified in this
= TheEIS at7-25 refers to 876 comments (limited to 140 EIS. I find this completely unacceptable.
characters) made via the collaborative map en the
Concept Design ‘up to July’ that were considered in the =>
preparation of the EIS. It does not mention the many

community to be informed about and comment on the
project impacts in a meaningful way.

1 object to the publication of this EIS only 14 days after
the final date for submission of comments on the

hundreds of extended written submissions that were concept design. At the time this EIS was approved for
lodged in late July and early August. These critical publication, there had been no public response to the
‘community engagement’ feedback submissions have public submissions on the design. It was not possible
clearly not been considered in the preparation of the EIS. that the community’s feedback was considered let alone

assessed before the EIS model was finalised. The rushed
process exposes the fundamental lack of integrity in the
feedback process and treats the community with

=> TheEIS states "Direct and indirect traffic disruptions are contempt.

likely to be experienced on local and arterial roads in
mest suburbs that are in close proximity to censtruction | — Many students walk or ride to Qrange Grove and

This castsdoubt over the integrity of the entire EIS
process.

sites. This would include the suburbs of Ashfield, Leichhardt Secondary College schools via Darley
Haberfield, St Peters, Camperdown, Annandale, Road.There are also a number of childcare centres very
Lilyfield, Leichhardt, and Rozelle.” Despite this finding, close to the Darley Road site.

the study then pushes these negativeimpacts aside as

_:
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~ proximity of two major Sydney Water Tunnels

in the Newtown area, stating “Detailed
surveys should be undertaken to verify the
levels and condition of these Sydney Water
Assets”. Why has an EIS been published that
infers that the tunnel alignments have been
thoroughly surveyed and researched, when
further survey work could dramatically alter
the alignments in the future ?

Experience has shown that construction and
other plans by WestCONnex are often
regarded as flexible instruments. Any action
to remedy breaches depends on residents
complaining and Planning staff having
resources to follow up which is often not the
case. | find it unacceptable that the EIS is
written in a way that simply ignores problems
with other stages of WestCONnex.

Permanent substation and water treatment
plant - Residents on Darley Rd opposite the
site and residents in Hubert St will have a
direct line of site to the Motorway operation
infrastructure. The resultant impact is a
permanent degradation of the visual
environment, is a loss of amenity and is
detrimental to the community. This facility
should not be permitted in this location and
the EIS needs to demonstrate why it is
required at this site. If approved, the facility
should be moved to the north of the site out
of line of site of residents. The residual land

...Postcode$:

Application Number: SSI 7485

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5

{f 0 Link

should be returned for community purposes,
such as green space, with future commercial
uses ruled out. If the community is forced to
endure 5 years of severe disruptions due to
this toll road, the compensation should, at the
very least, result in the land being returned to
the community as green space.

I am concerned that while the EIS finds that
tolis do weigh more heavily on lower income
motorists, there is no serious analysis of the
blatant unfairness of letting of private
consortium toll people for decades in order to
pay for less profitable toliways for wealthier
communities.

The EIS does not provide any opportunity to
comment on the urban design and landscape
component of the project. It states that ‘a
detailed review and finalisation of the
architectural treatment of the project
operational infrastructure would be
undertaken ‘during detailed design’. The
Community should be given an opportunity to
comment upon and influence the design and
we object to the approval of the EIS on the
basis that this detail is not provided, nor is the
community (or other stakeholders) given an
opportunity to comment or influence the final
design.

EIS 6.1 (Synthesis, Page 45) states. “......
this may resuilt in changes to both the project
design and the construction methodologies

£ 003535
@
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| object to the WestConnex M4-MS5 Link proposals for the following reasons:

»  The decision to build a three-stage tollway instead of expanding public transport has never been subjected to democratic decision-making and
in fact has been opposed by the great majority of submissions received in response to the Environmental Impact Statements for the first two
stages.

= The original objectives of the project specified improving road and freight access to Sydney Airport and to Port Botany. We now have proposals
for Stages 1,2 and 3 and none achieve this goal. The community is asked to support this proposal on the basis of other major unfunded projects,
which are little more than ideas on a map. This is NOT the way to plan a liveable city.

= There will be 100 workers a day on the site, with provision for only 10-20 car spaces and there is a concession that local streets will be used,
who will be 'encouraged' to use public transport. Our experience with the major construction sites in Haberfield, and St Peters that public
transport is not used by the workers and that despite the fact they are not supposed to do so, they park in our local streets and cause strife
with our residents.

s The EIS at 7-21 states that Community update Newsletters were distributed to residents ‘near the project footprint’ in many suburbs. This
statement is simply not correct. No such newsletters were received by residents in central and northern Newtown. SMC was made aware of
this fact, but has not responded to verbal and written requests for audited confirmation of the addresses ‘letterboxed’. This statement of
community engagement should be rejected by the Department.

. Darley Road is confirmed as a 'civil and tunnel site (dive site) with a 'Motorway Operations' site at one end for machinery during the build and
will then house permanent water treatment facilities, despite evidence tendered to the Concept Design explaining that this intersection has an
high accident rate and is completely unsuitable for such a purpose.

= | do not accept that King Street traffic congestion will be improved by this project, There should be a complete review of the traffic modelling
that does not appear to take sufficient notice of the impact of pouring 51000 extra cars down Euston Rd on top of increases in population in
the area. Given that there is no outlet between the St Peters and Haberfield or Rozelle, all traffic going to the CBD, East or into the Inner West
will use local roads.

= | object to the issue of this EIS only 14 days after the period for submission of comments on the concept design closed. There is no public
response to the 1,000s of comments made on the design and it seems impossible that the comments could have been reviewed, assessed and
responses to them incorporated into the EIS in that time. This casts doubt over the integrity of the entire EIS process.

= There will be 100 workers a day on the site, with provision for only 10-20 car spaces and there is a concession that local streets will be used,
who will be 'encouraged’ to use public transport. Our experience with the major construction sites in Haberfield, and St Peters that public
transport is not used by the workers and that despite the fact they are not supposed to do so, they park in our local streets and cause strife
with our residents.

=  Whyis there no detailed information about the so called ‘King Street Gateway’ included in the EIS ?

» | completely reject this EIS due to its failure to consider the alternative plan put forward by the City of Sydney.

= Anon-line interactive map was published with the M4-M5 Concept Design that indicated a very wide yellow ‘swoosh’ that is upwards of a
kilometre wide in some sections of the M4-MS5 proposals. SMC have NEVER publicly published or acknowledged that the contractor to be
appointed to build the tunnels will be ‘encouraged’ to do so within the yellow swoosh footprint, but may go outside the indicative swoosh area
if found necessary after further geotech and survey work. The proposed Sydney Water Tunnels surveys (EIS 12-57) could potentially see a
dramatic change in the tunnel alignments in the Newtown area. Why were these surveys not done during the past three years such that
‘definitive’ rather than ‘indicative’ alignments could be published. The EIS should be withdrawn till such time that it is a true and fair ‘definitive’
document open for genuine public comment.

»  Other comments:

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties

Name Email Mobile
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| object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained
in the EIS application, for the following reasons:

>  This EIS provides no basis on which to approve such a complex project including the building of interchanges underneath Sydney suburbs
Rozelle and Leichhardt. It would be absurd to approve the building of up to three tunnels under people’s homes on the basis of such flimsy
information.

» Hundreds of risks associated with this project have not been assessed but have instead been deferred to a detailed design stage into which
the public will have no input. | call on the Department of Planning to reject this inadequate EIS that has been prepared by AECOM that has
multiple commercial interests in WestConnex. ’

» The EIS at 7-25 refers to 876 comments (limited to 140 characters) made via the collaborative map on the Concept Design ‘up to July’ that
were considered in the preparation of the EIS. It does not mention the many hundreds of extended written submissions that were lodged in
late July and early August. These critical ‘community engagement’ feedback submissions have clearly not been considered in the preparation
of the EIS. This casts doubt over the integrity of the entire EIS process.

» Increased traffic congestion in areas around portals will increase pollution along roadsides, with predicted adverse impacts on breathing and
through long-term carcinogenic effects. The maps and analysis of the pollution effects in the EIS should be presented in a way that enables
them to be understood by ordinary citizens. Instead information is presented in a way that is deliberately obscure and hard to interpret.

»  This EIS contains little or no meaningful design and construction detail. It appears to be a wish list not based on actual effects. Everything is
indicative, ‘would’ not ‘will’, telling me nothing is actually ‘known’ for certain — and is certainly not included here.

> EIS 6.1 (Synthesis, Page 45) states. “...... this may result in changes to both the project design and the construction methodologies described
and assessed in this EIS. Any changes to the project would be reviewed for consistency with the assessment contained in the EIS including
relevant mitigation measures, environmental performance outcomes and any future conditions of approval”. It is unstated just who would
have responsibility for such a “review(ed) for consistency”, and how these changes would be communicated to the community. The EIS should
not be approved till significant ‘uncertainties’ have been fully researched and surveyed and the results (and any changes) published for public
comment (ie : the Sydney Water Tunnels issues at 12-57)

> The original objectives of the project specified improving road and freight access to Sydney Airport and to Port Botany. Neither Stage 2 or 3

provides such access. Both the new M5 and the new M4-MS5 Link will dump 1,000s more per day onto the roads to the Airport which are
already at capacity.

» There has been no ‘meaningful’ consultation with the community. Some areas affected by M3/MS5 have not even been letterboxed by SMC,
These include St Peters and sections of Erskineville. The SMC received hundreds of submissions on its concept design and failed to respond to
any of these before lodging this EIS.

»  Unfiltered stacks anywhere in Sydney are not unacceptable. There must be a review of the NSW government's unacceptable policy on this
issue. | am appalled that the ex Minister for Planning Rob Stokes who approved the New M5 and unfiltered stacks in St Peters and Haberfield .
would declare that he would not have them in his own area. How can residents have any trust in a process that is underpinned by such
hypocrisy.

» The EIS at 7-51 refers to concerns that were raised by the community that the alignment of tunnels in Newtown appeared to go to the east of
King Street, an area that had had no geotech drilling or testing. SMC staff indicated at Community information sessions that the maps
included in the Concept Design were broad and indicative only, and that further details would be available in the EIS. No further details have
been provided. This casts doubt over the integrity of the entire EIS process.

» Other comments

Campaign Mailing Lists : |- would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties

Name Email Mobile
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% The Rozelle interchange has an
unprecedented concentration of stacks, in a
valley, adjacent to densely populated
suburbs. The interchange has steep and long
climbs, increasing emissions concentrations,
which will then be pumped into the
surrounding area. The modelling does not
account for stop-start conditions. However,
the EIS shows significant traffic volumes
heading onto the Anzac Bridge, which
already operates at the lowest Level of
Service (F) in peak times. There will be
significant queues heading into the tunnels,
greatly increasing the level of emissions. The
existing M5 in peak conditions may provide a
more realistic base line.

< The EIS states that the impact on regional air
quality is minimal and thus concludes that the

project's impact on ozone is negligible. Ozone

is a major pollutant and Western Sydney,
Campbelitown in particular, suffers the worst
ozone pollution. Major components of ozone
are generated in eastern Sydney and drift
west. Previous environment departments
have spoken about the need for an eight-hour
standard concentration and goal for ozone
(DECCEW, 2010, State of Knowledge:
Ozone). OEH needs to provide information
about the value of this standard and on the
impact of new motorways on that level.

<% In view of the above no tunnelling less than
35m in depth from the surface to the crown of

"

Application Number: SS| 7485

Application Name: WestConnex M4-MS5 Link

a tunnel (ie the top) under residences should
be contemplated let alone undertaken. And of
course no tunnelling should be undertaken
under sensitive sites.

The EIS (App H, p.269) refers to the RMS
plans to carry out “network integration” works
surrounding the Rozelle interchange once the
project is complete but offers little detail of the
nature of the works. it mentions the
intersection of the Western Distributor and
Pyrmont Bridge Road at Pyrmont, Western
Distributor near Darling Harbour and a review
of kerbside uses near Western Distributor,
The Crescent, Johnston Street and Ross
Street.

% The analysis shows Anzac Bridge/Western

Distributor is currently at or close to capacity,
particularly in the AM peak where existing
operational and geometric features of the
road network limit the capacity. The EIS
notes that under all scenarios the Project will
generate significant additional traffic on these
links, requiring major and costly additional
motorway infrastructure to the CBD. This is
despite the fact that the NSW Government
recognises that there is no capacity to
accommodate additional car trips to the CBD
and all its policies aim to allocate more street
space to public transport, walking and
cycling. The EIS must assess and identify
any upgrades that the Project will cause or
require. (App H p. xxxiii)
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1 object to the WestConnex M4-Ms Link proposals as contained in the EIS application ~ Submission to:
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0 No need for ‘dive’ site - Leichhardt. There is no need for the Darley Road site, other than a time saving (tunneling) of
several months. It is unacceptable that the community should be forced to endure 5 years of severe disruption to
accommodate the timetable of the private contractors. The EIS should not be approved on the basis that it contains

provision for the Darley Road site without any proper justification as for its need.

0 Rozelle Interchange and surrounds will experience increased traffic with assoclated noise and air pollution- most
particularly at the Crescent, Johnson St and Catherine St, Annandale/Lilyfield/Leichhardt and Ross Street, Glebe. These
streets are already highly congested at peak times and with a massive number of extra truck movements and traffic
associated with construction, these streets will become gridlocked during peak times.

0 The EIS does not mention the impact of aircraft noise and its cumulative impact. As such, the noise levels identified are
misleading. I object to the selection of the Darley Road site because of the unacceptable noise impacts it will have on

surrounding homes and businesses.

0 371 homes and hundreds of residences near the Darley Rd construction site will be affected by noise sufficient to cause
sleep disturbance. The EIS promises negotiation over mitigation on a one by one basis. This is not acceptable to me.On

any case that additional measures would be taken or be effective. This is another unacceptable impact of this project and
reason why it should be opposed.

0 TheEIS is misleading because it discusses the creation of 14,350 direct jobs during construction. It omits the fact that jobs
have also been lost because of acquisition of businesses, many of which were long-standing and employed hundreds of

workers, (Executive Summary xviii)

0 The EIS states that ‘a preferred noise mitigation option’ would be determined during ‘detailed design’. This is
unacceptable and residents have no opportunity to comment on the detailed designs. The failure to include this detail
means that residents have noidea as to what is planned and cannot comment or input into those plans. (Executive

Summary xvi)

0 Forexample, the AECOM EIS for the New M5 failed to deal with how the massively contaminated land fill at Alexandria-
would be managed during construction. After months of sickening odours, the NSW EPA admits that despite fining SMC
and requiring contractors to take measures to control odours, they have not stopped. it acknowledges that it does not
have the power to stop work until WestConnex contractors comply with environmental regulations.
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I submit this objection to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application # SS17485, for the
following reasons, and ask that the Minister reject the application

A. There will be 5 entrances/exits to the Rozelle Yards site
off Lilyfield Road for light vehicles and 2 entrances/exits
for Heavy vehicles.off the City West Link. The2
entrances on the City West Link, one opposite the exit of
the Crescent and one 400 metres further West on the
City West Link will have to have traffic controls set up to
allow trucks to access and exit. This will lead to a big
increase in congestion in this area, the main route to
Anzac Bridgeand Victoria Rd.

B. Unacceptable noise levels will accompany the
construction of this massive interchange. No analysis
has been provided of the magnitude of increased noise
pollution which will adversely affect the local citizens.

C. TheEIS permits trucks to access local roads in
exceptional circumstances which includes queuing at
the site. Given the constraints of the Darley Road site
queuing will be the usual situation. The EIS needs to be
amended to remove queuing as an exceptional
circumstance. The truck movements should properly
managed by the contractor so that there is no queuing.
This exception will make it easier for contractors to
neglect their obligation to monitor and manage truck
movements in and out of the site and needs to be
removed. The EIS needs to specifically mention all local
streets abutting Darley Road and expressly prohibited
truck movements (including parking) on these streets.
This should include all streets from the north (James St)
to the south (Falls Road), which are near the project

footprint.

D. The EIS states that ‘Impacts associated with property
acquisition would be managed through a property
acquisition support service.’ There isno reference as to
how this support service will be more effective than that
currently offered. There were many upset residents and
businesses who did not believe they were treated ina
respectful and fair manner in earlier stages. The EIS
needs to include details as to lessons learned from earlier
projects and how this will beimproved for the M4-M5
impacted residents and businesses. (Executive Summary
xviii)

E. TheDarley Road site should be rejected because it
involves acquiring Dan Murphy’s. This business was
remanovated and opened with full knowledge that it
was to be acquired. The lessee and sub-lessees should not
be permitted compensation in these circumstances. The
demolition of the entire building (which the EIS confirms
will occur) is wasteful and represents mismanagement
of public resources.

F. TheEISat7-25 refers to 876 comments (limited to 140
characters) made via the collaborative map on the
Concept Design ‘up to July’ that were considered in the
preparation of the EIS. It does not mention the many
hundreds of extended written submissions that were
lodged in late July and early August. These critical
‘community engagement’ feedback submissions have
clearly not been considered in the preparation of the EIS.
This casts doubt over the integrity of the entire EIS
process.
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| object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals for the following reasons:

I

II.

It is clear that Annandale, Glebe, Rozelle and Lilyfield will be exposed to unacceptable health
risks. With four unfiltered emissions stacks in the area plus a large number of exit portals, the
residents of this area will suffer greatly from poisonous diesel particulates. This is negligent when
you consider that , the World Health Organisation in 2012 declared diesel particulates carcinogenic.
As you are no doubt aware there are at least 5 schools that will be in the orbit of these poisonous
fumes and children and the elderly are most at risk to lung ailments. Your Education Minister Rob
Stokes declared in 2017, “No ventilation shafts will be built near any school.”

Alternative access route for trucks — Leichhardt: The EIS states that there are ‘investigations’
occurring into alternative access to the Darley Road site. The EIS does not provide any detail on
which residents can comment about alternative access which would keep trucks off Darley Road. The
plans for alternative access should be expedited. It should be a condition of approval that the
alternative access is confirmed and that no spoil trucks are permitted to access Darley Road due to
the unacceptable noise, safety and traffic issues that the current proposal creates.

II1. The EIS was released just 12 days after the closing date for submissions to the Concept Design. This

categorically proves that all the Community Consultations and Submissions to the Concept Design
were a total sham. There were at least 800 posts on the interactive map. These were limited as the
community only had 140 characters available to make their point which was woefully inadequate.
But there were at least 1500 written submissions, some of which were highly detailed and of
considerable length. There is no way that all these subnzissions could have been read, considered,
their arguments integrated into the EIS and then for the EIS of 7200 pages to.be put together,
printed and released 12 days after the the closing date for submlssrans to the Concept Design There
needs to be a major investigation into this flagrant abuse of* the way N SW planning laws have been
flouted for the whole of Westconnex and partlcularly Stage 3. /

IV. The EIS states that property damage due to ground moevement “may occur, further stating that

“settlement induced by tunnel excavation and groundwater drawdown may occur in some areas along
the tunnel alignment”. The risk of ground movement is lessened where tunnelling is more than 36
metres underground. (Vol 2B Appendix E p 1) The planned Inner West Interchange proposes tunnels
which are astonishingly shallow eg John St at 22metres Hill St at 28metres Moore St 27metres. Piper
St 37metres(Vol 2B Appendix E Part 2) Catherine St at 28metres(Vol 2B Appendix E Part 1). At
these shallow depths, the homes above would indisputably sustain serious structural damage and
cracking. Without provision for full compensation for damage there would be no incentive for
contractors or Roads and Maritime Services to minimise this damage. -

The EIS refers to be construction impacts as being ‘temporary’. I do not consider a five year
construction period to be temporary.
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| submit this objection to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application # SSI 7485, for
the following reasons, and ask that the Minister reject the application.

I.  The EIS states that property damage due to ground movement may occur. We object to the project in its entirety
on this basis. The EIS states that ‘settlement, induced by tunnel excavation, and groundwater drawdown, may
occur in some areas along the tunnel alignment’. The risk of ground movement is lessened where tunnelling is
more than 35 metres. However, some tunnelling is at less than 10 metres. This proposed tunnel alignment creates
an unacceptable risk of ground movement. In addition, the EIS states that there are a number of discrete areas to
the north and northwest of the Rozelle Rail Yards, to the north of Campbell Road at St Peters and in the vicinity of
Lord Street at Newtown where ground water movement above 20 milliliters is predicted ‘strict limits on the degree
of settlement permitted would be imposed on the project” and ‘damage’ would be rectified at no cost to the owner.

that there is a known risk to property damage that cannot be mitigated to an acceptable level of risk.

II.  The EIS identifies hundreds of risks at different construction sites. It relation to these risks the EIS recommends
proceeding despite the risks; or seeking a way to mitigate risks during the “detailed design” phase. That phase
excludes the public altogether. That is, the M4/Ms should be approved with no calculation of risks or what

mitigation may mean for impacted residents.

III. Where is the commitment to community consultation and to long term planning when the EIS for the M4/M5
Link is released before any response to the extensive community feedback on the M4-Ms Link concept design
could possibly have been seriously considered. This demonstrates deep government contempt for the people of
NSW and the communities of the Inner West of Sydney in particular.

IV. Unfiltered stacks anywhere in Sydney are not unacceptable. There must be a review of the NSW government's
unacceptable policy on this issue. I am appalled that the ex Minister for Planning Rob Stokes who approved the
New Ms and unfiltered stacks in St Peters and Haberfield would declare that he would not have them in his own
area. How can residents have any trust in a process that is underpinned by such hypocrisy.

V. The increased amount of traffic the M4-Ms Link will dump on the roads to and from the St Peters Interchange
will have a heavy disruptive impact on the local transport routes, whether by vehicle, bus, or active transport
(walking and cycling).
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1 submit this objection to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application # SSI 7485, for
the following reasons, and ask that the Minister reject the application.

A. There are overlaps in the construction periods of the New M5 and M4 of up to one year. This will
significantly worsen impacts for residents close to construction areas. No additional mitigation or any
compensation is offered for residents for these periods.(Executive Summary xxvii). It is unacceptable that
residents should have these prolonged periods of exposure to more than one project. The EIS makes no
attempt to measure or mitigate the cumulative impact of these prolonged periods of construction noise
exposure.

B. Rozelle Rail Yards and Rozelle Civil Site.It is clear that the most highly affected area of Stage 3 will be the
Rozelle area and the massive and hugely complex Rozelle interchange. The suggestion that Westconnex is
capable of building this is highly questionable. Nothing like this has been built anywhere else in the World.
Considering the simple problems of dust management, noxious gasses and the handling of toxic materials like
asbestos that have been so inappropriately dealt with on Stages 1 and 2 by Westconnex this intersection of
Stage 3 is a disaster waiting to happen and should definitely not be allowed to proceed without a massive
investigation. What has been shown in the EIS is totally inadequate for this project to be allowed to proceed.

C. The tunnels under Rozelle/Lilyfield are going to be in three levels. The EIS does not explain what safety
procedures are being built into the project to deal with situations like serious congestion, accidents or fire.
With a serious hold up on the deepest of these tunnels it is clear that the air quality will very quickly become
toxic unless substantial air conditioning is a major part of the design. There is no in depth detail about how
these issues are going to be addressed. This is not acceptable.

D. Vegetation: Leichhardt. The mature trees on the Darley Road site should be preserved. If any trees are
removed during construction it shoutdbe a condition of approvalthatthey are replaced with mature trees.

E. Insufficient time has been given for the community to prepare submissions to the EIS, especially when one
considers that whole neighbourhoods affected by the project were not even notified during the concept
design period. e.g Newtown, east of King St.

F.  1.1599 residences or thousands of residents would have noise levels in the evening sufficient to cause sleep
disturbance. The technical paper in EIS acknowledges that this is the case, even allowing for acoustic sheds
and noise walls. Sleep disturbance has health risks including heightened stress levels and risk of developing
dementia. This is simply not acceptable.
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Submission from: Submission to:
Name:........%.&l’.‘f‘} LS 1,2 N.EWAYN Planning Services,

. Department of Planning and Environment
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Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website Attn: Director — Transport Assessments
Declaration : | HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years.

Address: v\ \§ N\Jo\c., QX . Application Number: SSI 7485 Application

......................................................................

@AM Ec,\/ - Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link

1 submit my objection to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link as contained in the EIS application # SSI 7485, for the following
reasons, and ask that the Minister reject the application and require preparation of a genuine, not indicative, EIS

o Stage 3 is the most complex and expensive stage of WestConnex, yet there are no detailed construction plans. It is not

enough to say there will be mitigation if negative impacts unfold. An EIS should assess risks and be able to predict
whether they are worth risking and if so, what mitigation should be necessary.

o Ido not accept the finding in the Appendix P that there will be no noise exceedences during construction at Campbell

Rd St Peters. There has been terrible noise during the early construction of the New M5. Why would this stop,
especially given the construction is just as close to houses? Is it because the noise is already so bad that comparatively
it will not be that much worse. This casts doubt on the whole noise study.

o The EIS claims to have saved Blackmore Park and Easton Park due to negative community feedback. | am concerned

that this is a false claim and that this site was never really in contention due to other physical factors. | would like
NSW Planning to investigate whether this claim is correct to have heeded the community is false or not.

o The EIS acknowledges that visual impacts will occur during construction. However it does not propose to address these

negative impacts in the design of the project. This is unacceptable and the EIS needs to propose walls,, plant and
perimeter treatments and other measures at appropriate locations to lessen the impact on visual amenity. (Executive
Summary xviii) '

o Motor vehicles account for 14% of Particulate Pollution of 2.5 microns and less in Australia. There is no safe level to

exposure to particulate matter of 2.5 microns and less. Particulate matter is linked with Asthma, Lung Disease, Cancer
and Stroke.

o The Rozelle and Iron Cove interchanges are not to meet the project objective of linking M4 East and New M5 (Part 3.3

of EIS) and should not be included in the Project. Existing motorways (Cross City Tunnel and Eastern Distributor) would
provide suitable road capacity to avoid the city centre.

o The Western Sydney Airport is due to commence construction next year with completion in 2026. Demand for air

travel in Sydney is set to double over the next 20 years. Initial patronage is said to be 10 million passengers per year.
Information should be provided demonstrating how (or whether) the project caters for travel to the new airport and
the likely lessening of demand to the current monopoly airport.

o It all very difficult for the community to access hard copies of the EIS outside normal working and business hours. The

Newtown Library only has one copy of the EIS, and has extremely limited opening hours. This restricted access does
NOT constitute open and fair community engagement. :
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o
Attention: Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of Planning and Enwronment GPO Box 39,
Sydney, NSW, 2001

Submission in relation to: Applitation Number - SSI 7485
Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link

Name: Q&}\\O\}\ \I\Q&XJO\

Organisation: Q‘\\\J \
Address: ,LA(O\ EXCUD \CL % Suburb \ VQ)\CN\Oﬁd)T Post Code {)_C)A(O .

Email:

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website Yes@

Declaration: | have not made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years.

I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 7485 for the reason(s) set out below.

Cumulative impacts of aircraft emissions and spoil truck emissions

« | object to the EIS because the proponent has failed to take account of the cumulative impact of emissions from spoil truck
vehicles from it proposed Darley Road, Leichhardt civil and tunnel site operatlons and emissions from aircraft to which residents
near the site are already exposed

The attached extract from Webtrak shows that Darley Road, Leichhardt and adjacent streets are directly under the flight path.

~y%i‘:dlljc!%am o M /
\ ’
Concord The-Raaks
O dney’ ‘
) { ol

Surry Hll‘ls

Airplane exhaust, like car exhaust, contains a variety of air pollutants, including sulfur dioxide and nitrogen oxides. Many of these
particles of pollution are tiny, about a hundred millionths of an inch wide, or smaller than the width of a human hair. So-called
partlculate matter that’s especially small is the main culprit in human health effects, especially since the partlculates can become
wedged deep in the lung and possibly enter the bloodstream, scientists say.

\

Exposure to loud noise from living under a flight path over a long period of time may increase the risk of developing high blood
pressure or having a stroke, a 2013 study by researches at the University of Athens suggests.

Researchers examined data from 420 people living near busy Athens International Airport in Greece and found living with high
noise levels from aircraft, especially at night, was associated with high blood pressure.

Every additional 10 decibels of night- tlme aircraft noise appeared to result in a 69 per cent increased risk of high blood pressure,
also known as hyperten5|on _ v

The researchers at the University of Athens found that around half the participants (just under 45 per pent) were exposed to more
than 55 decibels of daytlme aircraft noise, while around one in four (just over 27 per cent ) were exposed to more than 45 deC|beIs
of night-time aircraft noise.

Only around one in 10 (11 per cent) were exposed to significant road traffic noise of more than 55 decibels.

. Between 2004-6 and 2013, 71 people were newly diagnosed with high blood pressure and 44 were dlagnosed with heart flutter
(cardiac arrhythmia), while a further 18 had a heart attack, the researchers found.

I object to the plan for a construction site on Darley Rd because in addition to the existing aircraft emissions and noise experienced
by people living near the site, this will mean an additional cumulative impact of spoil truck diesel exhaust emissions and noise every
4 minutes in peak hour based on number of truck movements per hour and in excess of every 4 minutes per hour in non peak
permitted construction hours. This will give rise to increased health risks from noise and air pollution which research suggest will
cause increased blood pressure and nsk of stroke.
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Attention Director
infrastructure Projects, Planning Services,

Name: V\/\Ma 0 : H“'K( ngoN

Department of Planning and Environment - ' o
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 .| Address: 2. g NW ton &%
Application Number: SSI 7485 : Suburb: L @,((/l/la./ro( ‘6 Postcode 2 O 4 O

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link _ Signature: W

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website
Declaration : | HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years.

| object to the whole of the WestConhex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS
application, for the following reasons:

1. 1object to the selection of Darley Road as a civil and construction site on the following grounds.

2. 1 object to the proposal that 170 heavy and light vehicle movements a day will occur at this site. This will create an
unacceptable risk to pedestrians and bicycle users. The EIS should not permit any truck movements near the Darley
Road site. The alternative proposal which provides that all spoil trucks enter and leave from the City Westlink is the

" only proposal that should be considered. The EIS does not mention that many students walk or ride to Orange Grove
" and Leichhardt Secondary College schools via Darley Road. There are also a number of childcare centres very close
to the Darley Road site.

3. 1 object to the location of a permanent substation and water treatment plant following the completion of the project
on the Darley Road site. This will limit the future uses of the land and the community has been continually assured
that the land, which is Government-owned, would be available for.community purposes. The presence of this
facility will forever prevent the ability for safe and direct pedestrian access to the light rail stop, with users
required to walk down a dark and winding path. It will also limit the future use of the site. If a permanent facility is
to be located then it should be moved to the north of the site so that it is out of sight of homes and has less visual
impact on residents.

4. Tunnel depths the tunnel depths for the Leichhardt area as low as 35 metres. This creates and unacceptable risk of
damage to homes due to settlement (ground movement). The EIS acknowledges that at tunnelling at 35 metres and
less this is a real risk. There is no mitigation provided for this risk. Instead, it states that properties will be repaired
at the Government’s expense. However, no details or assurance as to how this will occur aré provided. The project
should not be approved with such tunnelling depths permitted and with no detail as to the extent of damage and
how and when it will be repaired. It will lead to the situation where residents and businesses are forced to engage
structural engineers and lawyers to prove that the damage was linked to WestConnex works, with no assurance that
this property damage will be promptly and satisfactorily fixed.

5. The EIS states that, if the current proposal for ventilation facilities do not manage to achieve satisfactory
environmental and health impacts, that further ventilation facilities may be proposed. This is unacceptable and the
EIS does not provide the alternative locations for any such facilities and therefore the community is deprived of any
opportunity to comment on their impacts. The EIS should not be approved on the basis that there may be additional
ventilation facilities that are not disclosed in the EIS. '

6. All of the streets abutting Darley Road identified as NCA 13 (James Street to Falls Street) should have a strict
prohibition on any truck movements and worker contractor parking. These homes are already suffering the worst
construction impacts of the work on the site and should be spared the further imposition of lack of parking and
additional noise impacts. The EIS needs to prohibit outright truck movements (including parking) and worker
parking on all of these streets. '

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
_ removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties

Name R Email : Mobile
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Attention Director Name: MO\ (‘g 17 (%‘t k (ngon

Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services,

Department of Planning and Environment

GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 Address:  J G MM (on 5+
Application Number: SS| 7485 Suburb: L?,(&hﬂ/(&\‘l’ Postcode 2 0 4—- 0

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link Signature‘: /@"\

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website
Declaration : | HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years.

| object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS
application, for'the following reasons:

1. l-object to the planned acquisition of the Dan Murphys_ site on Darley Road for the creation of a civil and tunnel
works site as it will create unacceptable noise impacts for the community and lead to traffic chaos, along with
creating an increased risk of accidents to pedestrians and cycle users. :

2. The substation and water treatment plant proposed for Darley Road should be moved to the north end of the site
near the City West link so that it is less visible to residents. There are no homes that will have direct line of site of the
facility if it is moved. This will also enable direct pedestrian access to the light rail without the need to use the
winding path at the rear of the site which creates safety issues and adds to the time required to access the light rail
stop.

3. The EIS permits trucks to access local roads in ‘exceptional circumstances’, which includes queuing at the site. Given
the acknowledged constraints of the Darley Rd site (and based on experience with cars accessing the site for Dan
Murphy's), queuing will be the norm and not the exception. The EIS, as pertains to the Darley Road site, needs to be
amended to rule out queuing as an exceptional circumstance which allows trucks to use local roads.

4. At the conclusion of the construction period, the Darley Road site should be returned to the community as
compensation for the imposition of this construction site in our neighbourhood for a 5-year period. If the substation
and water treatment plant is moved to the north of the site, then the lower half of the site (which is the most
accessible end) could be converted into open space with mature trees planted. As this site is immediately adjacent
to the bay run, bicycle parking and other facilities that support active transport could be included. This would result
increase the green space for residents and result in a pleasant green environment for pedestrians, rather than a
fenced facility. The approval conditions need to mandate that the Darley Rd site is to be preserved as green space
or other community purposes at the conclusion of the construction period.

5. No trucks (heévy or light) should be permitted on any streets adjacent to Darley Road identified as NCA 13 (James
Street to Falls Street). A blanket prohibition should be in force with respect to any worker vehicles from the
construction site parking on these local streets. These homes will already suffer the worst construction impacts
and should be spared the further imposition of lack of parking and the additional noise impacts of additional cars
on their street. These local streets are not designed to handle heavy vehicle movements. Therefore, any approval
conditions need to prohibit outright truck movements (including parking) and worker parking on all local streets
adjacent to Darley Road.

6. Any approval conditions and the relevant construction contracts must require that all workers to the Darley Rd site
are bussed in or use public transport such as the light rail, with no parking whatsoever permitted on local roads
adjacent to the Darley Road site. The site currently provides only 11 car spacers for an estimated 100 workers a day
on site. The project cannot be approved on this basis without a strict requirement on workers to use public
transport or project provided transport and a prohibition needs to be in place against parking on local streets.

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details mﬁst be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties

Name Email Mobile
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Attention Director ' Name: [\/\M% 0 P\'H/( Ingo N

infrastructure Projects, Planning Services,

Department of Planning and Environment

GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 address: 2.4 Mar [on 5t
Application Number: SSI 7485 Suburb: L@\O(/\ o ch \L Postcode 2 @ L}’ o

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link Signature: W

Please include my pé}sonal information when publishing this submission io your website
Declaration : | HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years.

| object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS
_application, for the following reasons: -

1. I object to the selection of Darley Road as a civil and construction site on the following grounds.

2. The period of construction proposed is unacceptably long. Leichhardt residents were repeatedly told by SMC that
the Darley Road site would be operational for three years while the EIS states that it will be operational for 5
years. This period creates an unacceptable impact for residents. The works on the site should be restricted to a
three-year program as was promised. '

3. The noise impacts of construction are not able to be mitigated to an acceptable level and the EIS should not be
approved on this basis. The EIS states that 36 homes will have unacceptable noise impacts for extended periods at
the Darley road construction site. The EIS does not mention the cumulative impact of aircraft noise in the
Leichhardt or St Peters area, and therefore does not reflect the true impact of construction noise on the amenity of
nearby residents and businesses. '

4. No truck movements should be permitted on Darley Rd or any local roads in Leichhardt or adjoining suburbs. The
EIS should not be approved on its current basis which provides for 170 heavy and light vehicles accessing Darley
Road on a daily basis. This will create unacceptable safety issues and noise impacts for adjacent homes while also
compromising pedestrian and bicycle access to the light rail and bay run. It will also lead to truck chaos on this
critical arterial road providing access to and across the City West Link. The EIS states that an alternative truck
movement is proposed which involves use of the City West Link and no need for spoil trucks to access Darley Road.
I object to the selection of the Darley Rd site altogether, but propose this alternative, which appears to represent
the least worst impact, should be chosen if this site is to beused.

5. 1object to the number of truck movements proposed at the Darley Road site. The EIS states that there will be daily
movements of 170 heavy and light vehicles accessing Darley Road. This creates an unacceptable risk to the safety of
pedestrians accessing the North Leichhardt light rail stop as well as bicycle users accessing the bicycle route on
Darley Road and entering Canal road to join the dedicated bike paths on the bay run. Many school children cross at -
this point to walk to Orange Grove and Leichhardt Secondary College. The EIS states that an alternative truck
movement is proposed which involves use of the City West Link with no trucks to access Darley Road. The selection
of Darley Road should not be approved if it involves any truck movements on Darley Road, as is currently provided.

\

6. No workers associated with the WestConnex project should be permitted to park on local streets. Parking isata
premium in this area and many residents do not have off-street parking. The removal of 20 car spaces for five
years as is proposed on Darley Road will worsen this situation as will the removal of ‘kiss and ride facilities’ at the
light rail. There is also a pre-DA application for 120 units on William Street which is not taken into account in the
EIS. This will place further stress on parking. The EIS needs to outright prohibit any worker parking on local streets
and provide a plan for enforcement (to be paid for my SMC and not by the Inner West Council).

1y

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties

Name Email Mobile
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Name: :
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Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link Signature: @ g

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website
Declaration : | HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years.

| object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS
application, for the following reasons:

1. | object to the planned acquisition of the Dan Murphys site on Darley Road for the creation of a civil and tunnel
works site. '

2. The Darley Road site has many issues which make tunneling at this point an unaccéptable risk, including that itis in
a flood.zone. This proposal will worsen the existing flooding risk. The mitigation suggested in the EIS is not
adequate. ' ‘

3. TheEIS states that property damage willooccur due to ground movement may occur. The EIS states that ‘settlement,
induced by tunnel excavation, and groundwater drawdowq, may occur in some areas along the tunnel alignment’.
The proposed tunnelalignmentcreatesan unacceptable risk of ground movement. We object to the projectinits
entirety on this basis. The risk of ground movementis lessened where tunnellingis more than 35 metres. However,
some tunnellingis atlessthan 10 metres. . C )

4. The EIS states that ‘a preferred noise mitigation option’ would be determined during ‘detailed design’. This
approach deprives residents of any ability to comment on the detailed designs. (Executive Summary xvi)

5.  TheEIS does not mention the impact of aircraft noise and its cumulative impact. Therefore, noise levelsidentified inthe A
ElSare misleading. The EIS states there will be at least 10 weeks of severe noise impacts during the time that Dan
Murphys is demolished and the road prepared. | object to the selection of the Darley Road site because of the
unacceptable noise impacts it will have on surrounding homes and businesses, with at least 36 homes identified as
suffering extreme noise interference for this initial 10-week period. -

6. TheElSstates thatall vegetation will be removed on the DarleyRoad site which includes several mature trees. | object to
the removal of these trees which create a visual and noise barrier for residents from the City West Link. If the trees
are removed they must be replaced with mature trees as soon as the remediation of the site commences.

7. Thereis no evidence provided in the EIS that the ventilation outlets will be safe. The EIS simply states that ‘the
ventilation outlets would be désigned to effectively disperse the emissionsfrom the tunneland are prédicted to have
negligible effect on local air quality (xiv, Executive Summary). This is inadequate and details of the impacts on air - -
quality need to be provided so that the residents and experts can meaningfully commenton theimpact. -

8. The proposal for a permanent water treatment plant and substation to the south of the site on Darley Road will prévent
direct pedestrian access to the light rail station. It will affectthe future uses of the site once the projectis completed.
The facility is out of step with the area which is comprised of low rise homes and detracts from the visual amenity of the
area. This site is a pedestrian hub and will be avisual blight for pedestrians, bike users and the homes that have direct
line of sight to the facility. It should not be permitted tobelocated on this site. :

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties

Name ) Email Mobile
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| object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS
application, for the following reasons:

| object to the proposal to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site for the reasons set out in this submission.

2. | object because of the unacceptable risk it will create to the safety ‘of our community. Darley Road is a known
accident and traffic blackspot and the movements of hundreds of trucks a day will create an unacceptable risk of
accidents. On Transport for NSW’s own figures, the intersection at the City West Link and James Street is the
third most dangerous in the inner west.

3. The EIS permits trucks to access local roads in exceptional circumstances which includes queuing at the site.

Given the constraints of the Darley Road site queuing will be the usual situation. The EIS needs to be amended to
remove queuing as an exceptional circumstance. The truck movements should properly managed by the contractor
so that there is no-queuing. This exception will make it easier for contractors to neglect their obligation to monitor
and manage truck movements in and out of the site and needs to be removed. The EIS needs to specifically provide
that all local streets abutting Darley Road and expressly prohibited truck movements (including parking) on these -
streets. This should include all streets from the north (James St) to the south (Falls Road), which are near the
project footprint. ’ ‘

4. Leichhardt residents were repeatedly told by SMC that the Darley Road site would be operational for three years.

The EIS states that it will be operational for 5 years. This creates an unacceptable impact for residents. The works

on the site should be restricted to a three-year program as was promised.

5. The EIS states that construction noise levels would exceed the relevant goals without additional mitigation. The
~ additional mitigation is mentionéd but not proposed or any detail provided. All possible mitigation should be
included as a condition of approval. The EIS acknowledges that substantial above ground invasive -works will be
required to demolish the Dan Murphys building and establish the road. The EIS noise projections indicate that for
10 weeks residents will suffer unacceptable noise impacts. The EIS does not contain a plan to manage or mitigate
this terrible impact. There is no detail as to which homes will be offered (if at all) tempo}“ary relocation; there are
- no details of any noise walls or what treatments will be provided to individual homes that are badly affected. The
approval needs to contain detail as to how this unacceptable impact will be managed and minimised during the
construction period and, in particular, during site establishment. | object to the selection of the Darley Road site on
the basis that the works required (demolition and surface works) will create unacceptable and unbearable noise and -
vibration impacts for extended periods. The EIS indicates that at least 36 homes will basically be unlivable during this
period. In addition, the planned 170 heavy and light vehicles will considerably worsen the impact of construction
noise.
6. The EIS does not even mention the impact of aircraft noise and its cumulative impact. As such, the noise levels
identified are misleading. | object to the selection of the Darley Road site because of the unacceptable noise impacts
it will have on surrounding homes and businesses.

)
Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be

removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties

Name Email - _Mobile
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| object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS
application, for the following reasons: '

‘.

1. | further object to the proposal to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site for the reasons set out in this
submission. ‘

2. The EIS should not be approved as it does not contain any certainty for residents as to what is proposed and does
not provide a basis on which the project can be approved. The EIS states ‘the detail of the design and construction
approach is indicative only based on a concept design and is subject to detailed design and construction planning to
be undertaken by the successful contractors.’ The EIS should not be approved on the basis that it does not provide a
reliable basis on which to base the approval documents. It does not provide the community with a genuine
opportunity to provide meaningful feedback in accordance with the legislative obligation of the Government to
provide a consultation process because the designs are ‘indicative’ only and subject to change. Because of this the
EIS is riddled with caveats and lacks clear obligations and requirements of project delivery. The additional effect of
this is that the community and other stakeholders such as the Council will be unable to undertake compliance
activities as the conditions are simply too broad and lack any substantial detail. ’

3. The impacts in the EIS are misleading because they do not include any detail of the cumulative impact caused by
the overlaps in the construction periods of the New M5 and M4 (of up to one year). No additional mitigation or any
compensation is offered for residents for these periods (Executive Summary xxvii). It is unacceptable that residents
should have these prolonged periods of exposure to multiple WestConnex projects. The EIS makes no attempt to
measure or mitigate the cumulative impact of these prolonged periods of construction noise exposure. Nor does the
EIS provide for any traffic management to prevent rat running during the period of construction, when Stages 1 and
2 have opened. The EIS should not be approved without this detail and adequate plans to manage this impact.

4. The EIS is misleading because it discusses the creation of 14,350 direct jobs during construction. It omits the fact
that jobs have also been lost because of acquisition of businesses, many of which were long-standing and
employed hundreds of workers. (Executive Summary xviii)

5. The EIS states that all vegetation on the Darley Road site will be removed. This includes a mature large tree
which provides a visual and noise barrier from the City West Link. The tree should not be permitted to be
removed.

6. Despite the fact the EIS identifies over 30 homes with severe noise impacts, no mitigation is ma%dated. While the
possibility of noise walls is flagged, along with in-home treatments, none of this is a requirement. Nor is any detail
provided on which residents or business owners can comment. No noise barriers have been proposed. This is
unacceptable and appropriate noise barriers should be included in the EIS for consideration. (Execdtive Summary
xvii)

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
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0 The substation and water treatment plant should be moved to the north end of the site near the City West link.
This will mean that the site is less visible to residents and most pedestrian access is at this end. There are no
homes that will have direct line of site of the facility if it is moved. This will also enable direct pedestrian access
to the light rail without the need to use the winding path at the rear of the site which creates safety issues and '

adds to the time required to access the light rail stop.

O The site should be .returned to the community as compensation for the imposition of this construction site ih our
neighbourhood for a 5 year period. If the substation and water treatment plant is moved to the north of the site,
then the lower half of the sité (which is the most accessible.end) could be converted into open space with
mature trees planted. As this site is immediately adjacent to the bay run, bicycle parking aﬁd other facilities that
support active transport could be included. This would result increase the green space for residents and result in
a pleasant green environment for pedestrians, rather than a fenced facility.

= The EIS currently permits trucks to access local roads in ‘exceptional circumstances’, which includes queuing at the
site. Given the constraints of the site (and based on expérience with cars accessing the site for Dan Murphy's),
queuing will be the norm and not the exception.' The EIS needs to be amended to rule our

gueuing as an exceptional circumstance which allows trucks to use local roads.

O Al of the streets abutting Darley Road identified as NCA 13 (James Street to falls Street) should have a
blaﬁket prohibition on any truck movements and worker contractor parking. These hoems are already suffering the |
worst construction impacts of thé work on the site and should be spared the further imposition of lack of parking |
and additional noise impacts. These streets are not constructed for heavy vehicle movements and on this basis
should also be ruled out. The EIS needs to prohibit outright truck movements including parking) and worker

parking on all of these streets.

O The EIS needs to requ’ire that all workers are bussed in or use public transport such as the light rail with no
parking whatsoever permitted on local roads at thé Darley Road site. This is justified because the site provides 11 '
car spacers for an estimated 100 workers a day on site. The project cannot be approved on this basis witholut a
strict requirement on workers to use public transport or project provided transport and a prohibition needs to be in
place against parking on local streets. The EIS needs to require that this restriction is included in all contracts

and in the relevant approval documentation.

O The Darley Road site should be rejected because it involves acquiring Dan Murphy's. This business was rennovated

and opened with full knowledge- that it was to be acquired. The lessee and sub-lessees should not be permitted
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compensation in. these circumstances. The demolition of the entire building (which the EIS confirms will occur) is

wasteful and represents mismanagement of public resources.
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O The project directly affected five listed heritage items, including demolition of the stormwater canal at Rozelle.
Twenty-one other statutory heritage items of State or local heritage significant would be subject to indirect impacts
through vibration, settlement and visual setting. And directly affected nine individual buildings as assessed as being
potential local heritage items. It is unacceptable that heritage items are removed or potentially damaged and the
approval should prohibit such destruction.(Executive Summary xviii)

= The EIS states that ‘Impacts associated with property acquisition would be managed through a property acquisition
support service.” There is no reference as to how this support service will be more effective than that currently,
offered. There were many upset residents and businesses who did not believe they were treated in a respectful and fair
manner in earlier stages. The EIS needs to include details as to lessons learned from earlier projects and how this will
be improved for the M4-MS5 impacted residents and businesses. (Executive Summary xviii)

= The EIS states that investigation would be undertaken to confirm whether the Victoria Road bridge is a potential
roost site for microbats. There will be attempts to ‘manage potential impacts’ if confirmed. This is inadequate. The
project should not be permitted to impact on vulnerablespecies.

O The EIS acknowledges that visual impacts will occur during construction. However it does not propose to
address these negative impacts in the design of the project. This is unacceptable and the EIS needs to propose
walls,, plant and perimeter treatments and other measures at appropriate locations to lessen the impact on visual
amenity. (Executive Summary xviii) '

= The EIS does not provide any opportunity to comment on the urban design and landscape component of the project. It
" states that ‘a detailed review and finalisation of the architectural treatment of the project operational infrastructure
would be undertaken. ‘during detailed design’. The Community should be given an opportunity to comment upon
and influence the design and we object to the approval of the EIS on the basis that this detail is not provided, nor is
the community (or other stakeholders) given an opportunity to comment or influence the final design.

O The construction and operation of the project will result in 51 property acquisitions. We object to the project in its
entirety because of this impact. We note that a number of long-standing businesses have been acquired and that many
families and businesses in earlier stages have been forced to go to court to seek fair compensation. We object to the
acquisition in particular of the Dan Murphys site. The business was substantially renovated and a new business
opened with full knowledge of the likely acquisition. We object to it being acquired and compensated in this
circumstances and call on the Government to investigate the circumstances which led to this occurring (Executive
Summary xvii)
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= The EIS should not be approved as it does not contain any certainty for residents as to what is proposed
and does not provide a basis on which the project can be approved. The EIS states ‘the detail of the
design and construction approach is indicative only'based on a concept design and is subject to detailed
design and construction planning to be undertaken by the successful contractors.’ Therefore this entire
process is a sham as the extent to which concerns are taken into account is not known as the contractor
can simply make further changes. As the contractor is not bound to take into account community impacts
outside of the strict requirements and as the contractor will be trying to deliver the project as quickly and
cheaply as possible, it is likely that the additional measure proposed with respect to construction noise
mitigation for (example) will not be adopted. The EIS should not be approved on the basis that it does not
provide a reliable basis on which to base the approval documents. It does not provide the community with
a genuine opportunity to provide meaningful feedback in accordance with the legislative obligation of the
Government to provide a consultation process because the designs are ‘indicative’ only and subject to
change. Because of this the EIS is riddled with caveats and lacks clear obligations and requirements of
project delivery. The additional effect of this is that the community and other stakeholders such as the
Council will be unable to undertake compliance activities as the conditions are simply too broad and lack
any substantial detail. ' '

[0 There are overlaps in the construction periods of the New M5 and M4 of up to one year. This will
significantly worsen impacts for residents close to construction areas. No additional mitigation or any
compensation is offered for residents for these periods.(Executive Summary xxvii). It is unacceptable that
residents should have these prolonged periods of exposure to more than one project. The EIS makes no
attempt to measure or mitigate the cumulative impact of these prolonged periods of construction noise
exposure.

= The EIS states that there may be a ‘small increase in pollutant concentrations’ near surface roads.The EIS
states that potential health impacts associated with changes in air quality (specifically nitrogen dioxide and
particulates) within the local community have been assessed and are considered to be ‘acceptable.” We
disagree that the impacts on human health are acceptable and object to the project in its entirety because
of these impacts. (Executive Summary xvi) '

O The EIS is misleading because it discusses the creation of 14,350 direct jobs during construction. It omits
the fact that jobs have also been lost because of acquisition of businesses, many of which were long-
standing and employed hundreds of workers. (Executive Summary xviii)

O No noise barriers have been proposed. This is unacceptable and appropriate noise barriers should be
included in the EIS for consideration. (Executive Summary xvii)
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= TheEIS states that property damage due to ground movement may occur. We object to the projectinits entirety on
this basis. The EIS states that ‘settlement, induced by tunnel excavation, and groundwater drawdown, may occur in
some areas alongthe tunnel alignment’. The risk of ground movement s lessened where tunnelling is more than 35
metres. However, some tunnellingisatlessthan 10 metres. This proposed tunnel alignment creates an unacceptable
risk of ground movement. In addition, the EIS states that there are a number of discrete areas to the north and
northwest of the Rozelle Rail Yards, to the north of Campbell Road at St Peters and in the vicinity of Lord Street at
Newtown where ground water movement above 20 milliliters is predicted ‘strict limits on the degree of settlement
permitted would be imposed on the project” and ’damage’ would be rectified at no cost to the owner. would be placed

risk to property damage that cannot be mitigated to an acceptable level of risk.

= There is no evidence provided in the EIS that the ventilation outlets will be date. The EIS simply states that ‘the
ventilation outlets would be designed to effectively disperse the emissions from the tunnel and are predicted to have
negligible effect on local air quality (xiv, Executive Summary). This is inadequate and details of the impacts on air
quality need to be provided so that the residents and experts can meaningfully comment on the impact.

= The EIS states that ‘a preferred noise mitigation option’ would be determined during ‘detailed design’. This is
unacceptable and residents have no opportunity to comment on the detailed designs. The failure to include this detail
means that residents have no idea as to what is planned and cannot comment or input into those plans. (Executive
Summary xvi) A

O TheEIS states that all vegetation will be removed on the site which includes a mature tree. | object to the removal of the
tree which creates a visual and noise barrier for residents from the City West Link. If the tree is removed it must be
replaced with a mature tree as soon as the remediation of the site'’commences.

O Theproposalforapermanentwatertreatment plént and substation to the south of the site on Darley Road will prevent
direct pedestrian access to the light rail station. It will affect the future uses of the site once the projectis completed.
The facility is out of step with the areawhichis comprised of low rise homes and detracts from the visual amenity ofthe
area. Thissite is a pedestrian hub and will be a visual blight for pedestrians, bike users and the homes that have direct
line of sight to the facility. It should not be permitted on this site.

[0 TheEIS doesnot mention the impact of aircraft noise and its cumulative impact. As such, the noise levels identified are
misleading. | object to the selection of the Darley Road site because of the unacceptable noise impacts it will have on
surrounding homes and businesses. :
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| object to the WestConnex l\/l4-l\/|§ Link proposals for the following reasons:

v The substation and water treatment plant- should be moved to the north end of the site nea;' the City West link.
This will mean that the site is less visible to residents and most ‘pedestrian access is at this end. The_re are no
homes' that will have direct line of site of the facility if it is moved. This will also enable direct pedestrian access .
to the light rail without-the need to use the winding path at the rear of the site which creates safety issues and

adds to the time required to access the light rail stop.

Vv The site should be returned to the community aS"compensation for the imposition of this construction site in our
neighbourhood for a 5 year period. If the substation and water treatment plant is moved to the north of the site,
then the lower half of the site (which is theAmost accessible end) could be converted into open space with
mature trees planted. As this site is immediately adjacent to the bay run, bicycle parking and other facilities that
support active transport could be included. This would result increase the green space for residents and result in

a pleasant green environment for pedestrians, rather than a fenced facility..

‘v The EIS currently permits trucks to access local roads in ‘exceptional circumstances’, which includes queuing at the
site. Given the constraints of the site (and based on experience with cars accessing the site for Dan Murphy's),
queuing will be the norm and not the exception. The EIS needs to be amended to rule our queuing as an

exceptional circumstance which allows trucks to-use local roads.

v All of the‘ streets abutting Darley Road identified as NCA 13 (James Street to falls Street) should have a blanket
prohibition on any truck movements and worker contractor parking. These hoems are élready suffering the worst
construction impacts of the work on the site and should be spared .the further imposition of lack of
parking and additional noise impacts. These streets are not constructed for heavy vehicle movements and on this
basis should also be ruled out. The EIS needs to prohibit outright truck movements including parking) and

worker parking on all ’ of these streets.

v The EIS needs to require that all workers are bussed in or use public transport such as the light rail with no
parking whatsoever permitted on local roads at the Darley Road site. This is justified because the site provides 11
car spacers for an estimated 100 workers a day on site. The project cannot be approved on this basis without a
strict requirement on workers to use bublic transport or project provided transport and a prohibition needs to be in
place agéinst parking on local streets. The EIS needs to require that this restriction is included in all contracts

and in the relevant épproval documentation.
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| object to the WestConnex M4-MS5 Link proposals for the following reasons:

Vv  The EIS states thatlproperty damage due to ground movement may occur. We object to the project in its entirety on
this basis. The EIS states that ‘settlement, induced by tunnel excavation, and groundwater drawdown, may occur in
some areas along the tunnel alignmént’. The risk of ground movement is lessened where tunnelling is more than 35
metres. However, some tunnelling is at less than 10 metres. This proposed tunnel alignment creates an unacceptable
risk of ground movement. In addition, the EIS states that there are a number of discrete areas to the north and
northwest of the Rozelle Rail Yards, to the north of Campbell Road at St Peters and in the vicinity of Lord Street at
Newtown where ground water movement above 20 milliliters is predicted ‘strict limits on the degree of settlement
permitted would be imposed on the project” and ‘damage’ would be rectified at no cost to the owner. would be placed
(Executive Summiary, xvii -iii). The project should not be permitted to be delivered in such a way that there is a known

~ risk to property damage that cannot be mitigated to an acceptable level of risk.

v There is no evidence provided in the EIS that the ventilation outlets will be date. The EIS simply states that ‘the
ventilation outlets would be designed to effectively disperse the emissions from the tunnel and are predicted to have
negligible effect on local air quality (xiv, Executive Summary). This is inadequate and details of the impacts on air
quality need to be provided so that the residents and experts can meaningfully comment on the impact.

"V The EIS states that ‘a preferred noise mitigation option’ would be determined during ‘detailed design’. This is

unacceptable and residents have no opportunity to comment on the detailed designs. The failure to include this detail
means that residents have no idea as to what is planned and cannot comment or input into those plans. (Executive
Summary xvi)

Vv TheEISstates that all vegetation will be removed on the site which includes a mature tree. | object to the removal of the
tree which creates a visual and noise barrier for residents from the City West Link. If the tree is removed it must be
replaced with a mature tree as soon as the remediation of the site commences.

v The proposal for a permanent water treatment plantand substation to the south of the site on Darley Road will prevent
direct pedestrian access to the light rail station. It will affect the future uses of the site once the prbject iscompleted.
‘ The facility is out of step with the area which is comprised of low rise homes and detracts from the visual amenity of the
area. This site is a pedéstrian hub and will be a visual blight for pedestrians, bike users and the homes that have direct
“line of sight to the facility. It should not be permi"cted onthissite.

Vv TheEISdoes not mention the impact of aircraft noise and its cumulative impact. As such, the noise levels identified are
fnisleading. | object to the selection of the Darley Road site because of the unacceptable noise impacts it will have on
surrounding homes and businesses. '
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| object to the WestConnex M4-MS5 Link proposals for the following reasons:

v The project directly affected five listed heritage items, including demolition of the stormwater canal at Rozelle. .
Twenty-one other statutory heritage items of State or local heritage significant would be subject to indirect impacts
) through vibration, settlement and visual setting. And directly affected nine individual buildings as assessed as being
potential local heritage items. It is unacceptable that heritage items are removed or potentially damaged and the
approval should prohibit such destruction.(Executive Summary xviii)

v The EIS states that ‘Impacts associated with property acquisition would be managed through a property acquisition
support service.” There is no reference as to how this support service will be more effective than that currently
offered. There were many upset residents and businesses who did not believe they were treated in a respectful and fair
manner in earlier stages. The EIS needs to include details as to lessons learned from earlier projects and how this will
be improved for the M4-MS5 impacted residents and businesses. (Executive Summary xviii)

v The EIS states that investigation would be undertaken to confirm whether the Victoria Road bridge is a potential
roost site for microbats. There will be attempts to ‘manage potential impacts’ if confirmed. This is inadequate. The
project should not be permitted to impact on vulnerable species.

v The EIS acknowledges that visual impécts will occur during construction. However it does not propose to address
these negative impaéts in the design of the project. This is unacceptable and the EIS needs to propose walls,, plant
and perimeter treatments and other measures at appropriate locations to lessen the impact on visual amenity.
(Executive Summary xviii)

v The EIS does not provide any opportunity to comment on the urban design and landscape component of the project. It
states that ‘a detailed review and finalisation of the architectural treatment of the project operational infrastructure
would be undertaken ‘during detailed design’. The Community should be given an opportunity to comment upon and
influence the design and we object to the approval of the EIS on the basis that this detail is not provided, nor is the
community (or other stakeholders) given an opportunity to comment or influence the final design.

v The construction and operation of the project will result in 51 property acquisitions. We object to the project in its
entirety because of this impact. We note that a number of long-standing businesses have been acquired and that many
families and businesses in earlier stages have been forced to go to court to seek fair compensation. We object to the
acquisition in particular of the Dan Murphys site. The business was substantially renovated and a new business
opened with full knowledge of the likely acquisition. We object to it being acquired and compensated in this
circumstances and call on the Government to investigate the circumstances which led to this occurring (Executive
Summary xvii) '
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| object to the WestConnex M4-MS5 Link proposals for the following reasons:

v The EIS states that an alternative truck movement is proposed which involves use of the City West Link and no
need for spoil trucks to access Darley Road. This proposal is supported, subject to further information about
potential impacts being provided. The EIS should not be approved on its current basis which provides for 170
heavy and light vehicles accessing Darley Road on a daily basis. This will create unacceptable safety issues and
noise impacts for adjacent homes while also compromising pedestrian and bicycle access to the light rail and
bay run. It will also lead to truck chaos on this critical arterial road providing access to and across the City west
Link. The current proposal which provides for truck movements solely on Darley Road should not be approved
and approval should only be given to the alternative proposal. I repeat however my objection to the selection
of this site altogether, but propose the least worst impact should be chosen if this site is to be used.

v The EIS indicates that 36 homes will have unacceptable noise impacts for extended periods at the Darley road

"~ construction site. The EIS does not mention the cumulative ifnpact of aircraft noise in the Leichhardt or St
Peters area, and therefore does not reflect the true impact of construction noise on the amenity of nearby
residents and businesses. The noise impacts of construction are not able to be mitigated to an acceptable level
and the EIS should not be approved on this basis.

v We.object to the selection of the Darley Road site on the basis that it provides for daily movements of 170
heavy and light vehicles accessing Darley Road. This creates an unacceptable risk to the safety of pedestrians
accessing the North Leichhardt light rail stop as well as bicycle users accessing the bicycle route on Darley
Road and entering Canal road to join the dedicated bike paths on the bay run. Many school children cross at
this point to walk to Orange Grove and Leichhardt Secondary College. The EIS states that an alternative truck
movement is proposed which involves use of the City West Link with no trucks to access Darley Road. The
selection of Darley Road should not be approved if it involves any truck movements on Darley Road, which is
what it currently provides.

v No workers associated with the WestConnex project should be permitted to park on local streets. Parking is at
a premium in this area and many residents to not have off-street parking. The removal of 20 car spaces for five
. 'years as is proposed on Darley Road will worsen this situation as will the removal of ‘kiss and ride facilities’ at
the light rail. There is also a pre-DA application for 120 units on William Street which is not taken into account
in the EIS. This will place further stress on parking. The EIS needs to outright prohibit any worker parking on
local streets.

v Leichhardt residents were repeatedly told by SMC that the Darley Road site would be operational for three
years. The EIS states that it will be operational for 5 years. This creates an unacceptable impact for
residents. The works on the site should be restricted to a three-year program as was promised.
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I submit this objection to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application # SSI
7485, for the following reasons, and ask that the Minister reject the application

¢ Management of potential impacts — Leichhardt: The EIS states that a Construction traffic and Access
Management plan (CTAMP) would be prepared to minimise delays and disruptions and identify changes to
ensure road safety. The plans are not in the EIS so residents cannot comment. The Els should be rejected
on the basis that the impacts on traffic and safety are not adequately addressed. It is inadequate to simply
refer to a plan, with no provision for residents and other key stakeholders to be involved in its
development.

¢ Local road diversions and closures — Leichhardt: The EIS states that these will occur near the Darley Road
site. There is no detail provided, nor is there a process by which residents can influence such decisions.
The Inner West Council’'s documents state that Darley Road is not built to normal road requirements and
safety standards, as it was established as an access road for the former goods line. Two fatalities have
occurred near the site location; with many accidents. The Council-has been trying to make Darley Road a
safer route for many years. Elwick Street North for example was partially closed as a result of a fatality.
The approval conditions need to make it clear that all road closures need to be made in consultation with
residents affected and that the safety issues are adequately addressed. No arterial traffic from Darley
Road should be allowed to be diverted onto narrow local roads.

e Environmental issues - Substation and water treatment plant — Leichhardt: The EIS states that darley Road
is a contaminated site, and likely has asbestos. The proposal is that ‘treated’ water will be directly
discharged into the stormwater drain at Blackmore oval. There are four long-standing rowing clubs in the
vicinity of this location. This plan will jeopardise the integrity of our waterway and compromise the use of
the bay for recreational activities for boat and other users. We object in the strongest terms to this proposal
on environmental and health reasons. There is no detail of the ongoing Motorway maintenance activities
during operation provided in the EIS. The community therefore cannot comment on the impact that this
ongoing facility will have on the locality. This component of the EIS should not be approved as this
information is not provided and therefore impacts (on parking, safety, noise, amenity of the area) are not
known.

* Flooding — Leichhardt: The EIS states that there may be impacts from flooding which, amongst other
things, may disrupt drainage systems. There is no detail as to how the issues with-flooding at Darley Road
will be managed and on their potential impact on the area. (Executive Summary, xxi)

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My
details must be removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not
be divulged to other parties
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Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

Name:

'a o nese Madoney:

Signature:

Piease include\mly personal information when publishing this submission to your
Attention: Director — Transport Assessments | website. Declaragjon : | HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the
last 2 years.

Application Number: SS| 7485 o - ’\,J\ (‘/\C gf ’ g/—t-
Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link Address: ‘%9\ €\§ ' (e’
Suburb: L@C\’\H P\%‘T Postcode Q/D L‘ P

1 submit this objection to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application # SSI
7485, for the following reasons, and ask that the Minister reject the application

¢ - Health risks to residents — Leichhardt: The EIS states that the ‘main risks’ during construction would be
associated with dust soiling and the effect of airborne particles and human health and amenity (xii). This
will affect local air quality.
e Truck route — Leichhardt: The EIS proposes that all trucks will arrive at the Darley Road civil and tunnel
site from Haberfield and travel along Darley Road to the site, with a right-hand turn now permitted into
-~ James Street. The proposed route will result in a truck every 3-4 minutes for 5 years running directly by the
small houses'on Darley Road. These homes will not be habitable during the five-year construction period
due to the unacceptable noise impacts. The truck noise will be worsened by their need to travel up a steep
hill to return to the City West Link, so the noise impacts will affect not just those homes on or immediately
adjacent to Darley Road. The proposal to run trucks so close to homes is dangerous. There have been two
fatalities on Darley Road at the proposed site location. The EIS does not propose any noise or safety
* barriers to address this. Despite the unacceptable impact to nearby-homes, there is no proposal for noise
walls, nor any mitigation to individual homes.

e Alternative access route for trucks — Leichhardt: The EIS states that there are ‘invesﬁgations' occurring into
alternative access to the Darley Road site. The EIS does not provide any detail on which residents can
comment about alternative access which would keep trucks off Darley Road. No spoil truck movements
should be permitted on Darley Road and the plans for alternative access should be expedited. It should be
a condition of approval that the alternative access is confirmed and that no spoil trucks are permitted to
access Darley Road due to the unacceptable noise, safety and traffic issues that the current proposal
creates.

e Existing vegetation — Leichhardt: The EIS proposes removal of all vegetation on the Darley Road site.
There is a mature tree located on the site which serves as a visual and noise barrier to the heavy City
West Link traffic. Removal of this tree and other vegetation will increase noise impacts to nearby residents
and affect the visual amenity, with homes having a direct line of sight to the City West Link. The existing
mature tree needs to be retained on this and environmental grounds.

¢ Indicative works program — Leichhardt: Leichhardt residents were repeatedly told by SMC that the Darley
Road site would be operational for three years. The EIS states that it will be operational for 5 years. This
creates an unacceptable impact for residents. The works on the site should be restricted to a three-year
program as was promised.

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My
details must be removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not
be divulged to other parties
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1 submit this objection to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application # SSI
7485, for the following reasons, and ask that the Minister reject the application

s The project will worsen traffic near the Darley Road civil and tunnel site during and after construction —
Leichhardt: The EIS states that after the M4-m5 opens, that traffic on Darley Road will increase by 4%.
There is no benefit in the overall project for residents. During construction westbound traffic will increase
on Darley Road by 37%. This increase in traffic for a period of up to five years will make it hazardous to
cross the road and access the light rail and travel to Blackmore oval, the bat run, the dog park and the
Leichhardt pool. In addition, iot will drastically increase both local traffic and outer area traffic at peak
commute times. We therefore object to the location of this site based on the unacceptable traffic impacts it
will have on road users and on pedestrians.

o |mpact on traffic once project opens — Leichhardt; The EIS provides that Darley Road traffic will increase
by 4% following the completion of the project in 2022. There is no benefit for residents flowing from this
project. It is unacceptable thatLeichhardt residents, particularly those close to Darley Road, will be forced
to endure years of highly intrusive construction impacts and then derive no benefit from the project.The
EIS states that the road network will improve once the Western Harbour Tunnel and Beaches Link opens,
which means that residents will have to endure worsened traffic conditions for up to 10 years. While the
traffic on the City West Link is forecast to decrease by up to 40 per cent once the project is completed, this
is based on commuters electing to use the tollways. There is limited evidence to support these statistics
and it is likely that many people will choose to use local roads to avoid the toll which will result in significant
rat-running. There is no plan in the EIS to manage this issue. '

e Constant out of hours work expected and permitted — Leichhardt: The EIS states that ‘'some surface works’
would need to be carried out out-of-hours to minimise traffic disruptions or for safety or operational
reasons’. Given that Darley Road is a known accident black spot and is highly congested, particularly at
peak periods, it is likely that there will be frequent out-of-hours work. This will create an unacceptable
impact on those living close to the site. There are an estimated 36 homes that will suffer severe noise
impacts and out of hours work will adversely affect their amenity of life. In addition, it is likely to lead to
additional road closures and diversions, placing pressure on the local traffic network. No out-of-hours work
should be permitted except in the case of a true emergency. The EIS as drafted effectively permits out of
hours to be undertaken whenever this is convenient to the contractor (Executive Summary xiv).

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My
details must be removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not
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Submission to : Planning Services, Name: L (o p'\w{e M()(\fo V\ej

Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39, Sydrniey, NSW, 2001

Attention: Director — Transport Assessments | website. Declaration : | HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the

Appltcatton Number: SSI 7485 . Address: ggdl E\&N\C/VL Q—J‘Vea—

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link

Slgnature

Please include\hy personal information when publishing this submission to your

last 2 years.

Suburb LE\ C\'\ H m—r Postcode 2» L'—c

I submit this objection to the WestConnex M4-M5 Lmk:propesals as contalned in the EIS appllcatron # SSI
7485, for the following reasons, and ask that the Mlprsterﬂrejegt the apphcatlon : :

. XA St T i‘ . . s
Worker car parking - Leichhardt:.,T he E_I,S;does no_t:provide appropriate parking for the estimatéd 100 or so
workers that the EIS states will work every day at the site, while other equivalent sites have allocated
parking for such workers (Northcote Civil site (150)) and Parramatta Road East Civil site (140). It is also
noted that the EIS provides forJoss.of 20 residential parks on Darley Road. Local streets are at capacity
already because of the lack of off-street parking for. many residents and the Light Rail- stop which -means
that commuters use local streets The EIS:states that workers ‘will be encouraged to use public transport.*
The reference to The EIS needs to mandate that no trucks or construction vehicles are to park in local
streets. There needs to be a requ1rement that is enforceable that workers use the. Light Rail stop Wthh is-
adjacent to the site or a plan to bus in workers.

Accidents — Leichhardt: | object to the proposal to the Darley Road civil and tuhnel site because of the
unacceptable risk it will create to the safety of cur. community. The traffic forecasts indicate that Darley
Road will have 170 heavy and light vehicle movements a day. Darley Road is a known accident and traffic
blackspot and the movements of hundreds of trucks a day will create an unacceptable risk of accidents.

On Transport for NSW’s own figures, the intersection at the City West Link and James Street is the third
most dangerous in the inner west. The addition of hundreds of heavy truck movements a day into that
intersection will increase the risk of serigus accidents for both pedestrians and drivers. The EIS states that
the levels of service are expevcted to Dayley;Road is directly next to the North.Leichhardt Light Rail stop
which is a pedestrian hub. Children travelling to; school walk to the stop. Active transport users such as’
bicycle riders will be at risk, along with pedestnans using Canal Road to access the Bay Run, Leichhardt
pool and the dog park TV : -
Traffic — Leichhardt: | object to the-location-of the Darley Road civil and construction site because the site
cannot accommodate the projected traffic movements without jeopardising the road network. Darley Road
is a critical access road for the residents of Leichhardt-and-the:inner west to access and cross the City
West Link. It is already congested at peak hours and-the: intersection at.James Stréet and the City West
link already has queues at the traffic lights. The only other option for commuters to access the city West
Link is to use Norton Street, a two-lane largely commercnal strip which is already at capacity. The addition
of hundreds of trucks and contractor vehicles will result in traffic grinding to a halt and traffic chaos at this
critical juncture with commuter travel times drastically increased.

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My

details must be removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not
be divulged to other parties
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Please include. ny personal information when publishing this submission to your
Attention: Director — Transport Assessments | website. Declardtion : | HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the
last 2 years.

Application Number: SSI 7485 ' Address:%QQ\ QS W\Q\ﬁ g__w et

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link
' Suburb: |_E\CH uie st Postcode ) o \(D

I submit this objection to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS -application # SSI
7485, for the foliowing reasons, and ask that the Minister reject the application

¢ Unacceptable construction noise levels — Leichhardt: The EIS states that construction noise levels would
exceed the relevant goals without additional mitigation. Activities identified include earthworks, demolition
of existing structures and site establishment and utility-adjustments. The Darley Road site will suffer
unacceptable construction impacts due to the need to demolish the large Dan Murphys building and the
EIS notes that 10 weeks of demolition and road adjustment works will be needed. There are no additional
mitigation meagures proposed for residents during this period such as temporary relocation, noise walls or
treatments for individual homes. The approval needs to contain detail as to how this unacceptable impact
will be managed and minimised during the construction period and, in particular, during site establishment.
(Executive Summary, xiv) We object to the selection of this site on the basis that the works required
(demolition and surface works) will create unbearable noise and vibration impacts and make over 30
homes unlivable and there are NO additional mitigation plans for these residents.

« Risk of settlement (ground movement) — Leichhardt: The EIS states that ‘settlement, induced by tunnel
excavation, and groundwater drawdown, may occur in some areas along the tunnel alignment). The risk of
ground movement is lessened where tunnelling is more than 35 metres. However, it is proposed to tunnel
at 29 metres under hawthorne Parade Haberfield and only 35 metres at Eiswick Street North. This
proposed tunnel alignment creates an unacceptable risk of ground movement. (Executive Summary, xvii).
The EIS states that damage will be rectified at no cost to residents with no detail as to how this will occur
or the likely extent of property damage. The project should not be approved on the basis that it creates a
risk of property damage that cannot be mitigated against so as to bring the risk to an acceptable level.

e Impact on Dobroyd Canal and Hawthorne Canal — Leichhardt: The Hawthorne canal, which is the closest
waterway to the Darley Road site, is described in the EIS as a 'sensitive receiving environment’. (Executive
Summary, xix). Darley Road is a contaminated site with asbestos and the water treatment plant to be
established during construction proposes running water from the treatment plant directly into the
waterways. The permanent water treatment plant will involve water from the tunnel discharged to local
stormwater systems and waterways, therefore this is a permanent impact. This proposal will further
compromise the quality of the waterway and impact on the four rowing clubs in close vicinity.'

* Noise barriers: No noise barriers have been proposed. This is unacceptable and appropriate noise barriers
should be included in the EIS for consideration. (Executive Summary xvii)

Campaigh Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My
details must be removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not
be divulged to other parties
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application # SSI 7485, for the reasons set out below.
J Planning Services,
Name: géﬂo’& 4 ‘7 Department of Planning and Environment
....................... vy GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001
Signature:............L AL AL... Attn: Director — Transport Assessments
Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website Application Number: SSI 7485

Declaration : 1

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5
Link

Address:

Suburb: . L&P ................. OZ% ..................................... Postcode....Z..@@...

O The EIS states that an alternative truck movement is proposed which involves use of the City West Link and no

need for spoil trucks to access Darley Road. This proposal is supported, subject to further information about

potential impacts being provided. The EIS should not be approved on its current basis which provides for 170
heavy and light vehicles accessing Darley Road on a daily basis. This will create unacceptable safety issues and

noise impacts for adjacent homes while also compromising pedestrian and bicycle access to the light rail and
bay run. It will also lead to truck chaos on this critical arterial road providing access to and across the City west
Link. The current proposal which provides for truck movements solely on Darley. Road should not be approved
and approval should only be given to the alternative proposal. | repeat however my objection to the selection

of this site altogether, but propose the least worst impact should be chosen if this site is to be used.

O The EIS indicates that 36 homes will have unacceptable noise impacts for extended periods at the Darley road

construction site. The EIS does not mention the cumulative impact of aircraft noise in the Leichhardt or St
Peters area, and therefore does not reflect the true impact of construction noise on the amenity of nearby

residents and businesses. The noise impacts of construction are not able to be mitigated to an acceptable level

and the EIS should not be approved on thisbasis.

0 We object to the selection of the Darley Road site on the basis that it provides for dail}\l movements of 170
heavy and light vehicles accessing Darley Road. This creates an unacceptable risk to the safety of pedestrians
accessing the North Leichhardt light rail stop as well as bicycle users accessing the bicycle route on Darley
Road and entering Canal road to join the dedicated bike paths on the bay run. Many school children cross at
this point to walk to Orange Grove and Leichhardt Secondary College. The EIS states that an alternative truck
movement is proposed which involves use of the City West Link with no trucks to access Darley Road. The
selection of Darley Road should not be approved if it involves any truck movements on Darley Road, which is
what it currently provides.

= No workers associated with the WestConnex project should be permitted to park on local streets. Parking is at
a premium in this area and many residents to not have off-street parking. The removal of 20 car spaces for five
years as is proposed on Darley Road will worsen this situation as will the removal of ‘kiss and ride facilities’ at
the light rail. There is also a pre-DA application for 120 units on William Street which is not taken into account
in the EIS. This will place further stress on parking. The EIS needs to outright prohibit any worker parking on

local streets.

O Leichhardtresidents were repeatedly told by SMC that the Darley Road site would be operational for three
years. The EIS states that it will be operational for 5 years. This creates an unacceptable impact for
residents. The works on the site should be restricted to a three-year program as was promised.

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be

removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties
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I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application Submission to:
# SS1 7485, for the reasons set out below.

B Planning Services,
Name: (/M/m t\/ Department of Planning and
................................................................. T A »
- : GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001
Signature: RSP /P TUORI vy, SURSSRTTTY SIURIIN

' ] . Attn: Director - Transport Assessments
Please include my personal inférmation whén publishing this submission to your website

Declaration : | HAVE NOT mfade any repfrtable political donations in the last 2 years. Application Number: SSI 7485
6 ey &' ’ Application
Address:...... /.. 3P .......................................................................................................
Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5
[&7cormrre o7 oY
Suburb: 6- ........................................................................... Postcode ST ..OLmk

Noise impacts

23. The EIS indicates that 36 homes will have unacceptable noise impacts for extended periods at the Darley
road construction site. The EIS does not mention the cumulative impact of aircraft noise in the Leichhardt
or St Peters area, and therefore does not reflect the true impact of construction noise on the amenity of
nearby residents and businesses. The noise impacts of construction are not able to be mitigated to an’
acceptable level and the EIS should not be approved on this basis. :

AIternatlve truck movement proposal -

24. We object to the selection of the Darley Road S|te on the basis that it provides for daily movements of 170
heavy and Ilght vehicles accessing Darley Road. This creates an unacceptable risk to the safety of
pedestrians accessing the North Leichhardt light rail stop as well as bicycle users accessing the bicycle
route.on Darley Road and entering Canal road to join the dedicated bike paths on the bay run. Many
school children cross at this point to walk to Orange Grove and Leichhardt Secondary College. The EIS
states that an alternative truck movement is proposed which involves use of the City West Link with no
trucks to access Darley Road. The selection of Darley Road should not be approved if it involves any truck
movements on Darley Road, which is what it currently provides.

Parking
25. No workers assomated with the WestConnex project should be permitted to park on local streets. Parking
is at a premium in this area and many residents to not have off-street parking. The removal of 20 car
‘ h spaces for five years as is proposed on Darley Road will worsen this situation as will the removal of ‘kiss
and ride facilities’ at the light rail. There is also a pre-DA application for 120 units on William Street which is
not taken into account in the EIS. This will place further stress on parking. The EIS needs to outrlght
. prohibit any worker parking on local streets:

Installation of a permanent motorway operations complex-

26. We object to the location of a permanent substation and water treatment plant following the completion of
the project on the Darley Road site. This will limit the future uses of the land and the community has been’
continually assured that the land, which is Government-owned, would be available for community
purposes. The presence of this facility will forever prevent the ability for safe and direct pedestrian access
to the light rail stop, with users required to walk down a dark and winding path. It will also limit the future
use of the site. If a permanent facility is to be located then it should be moved to the north of the site so
that it is out of sight of homes and has less visual impact on residents.

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestCon_nex'campaigns - My details must be
réemoved before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties’
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1 object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application Submission to:
# SSI 7485, for the reasons set out below, '

Planning Services,

Department of Planning and
Environment

GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

. Attn: Director - Transport Assessments

Application Number: SSI 7485
Application

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5
Link

Heritage impacts'

5. The project directly affected five listed heritage items, including demolition of the stormwater canal at
Rozelle. Twenty-one other statutory heritage items of State or local heritage significant would be subject to
indirect impacts through vibration, settlement and visual setting. And directly affected nine individual.
buildings as assessed as being potential local heritage items. It is unacceptable that heritage items are
removed or potentially damaged and the approval should prohibit such destruction.(Executive Summary
xviii)

_Property acquisition support service
6.. The EIS states that ‘Impacts associated with property acquisition would be managed through a property
acquisition support service.’ There is no reference as to how this support service will be more effective
than that currently offered. There were many upset residents and businesses who did not believe they
were treated in a respectful and fair manner in earlier stages The EIS needs to include details as to
lessons learned from earlier projects and how this will be improved for the M4- M5 impacted reSIdents and
businesses. (Executlve Summary xviii) ' .

Biodiversity

7. The EIS states that investigation would be undertaken to confirm whether the Victoria Road bridge is a
. potential roost site for microbats. There will be attempts to ‘manage potential impacts’ if confirmed. This is
inadequate. The project should not be permitted to impact on vulnerable species.

Visual amenity

8. The EIS acknowledges that visual impacis will occur during construction. However it does not propose to
address these negative impacts in the design of the project. This is unacceptable and the EIS needs to
propose walls,, plant and perimeter treatments and other measures at appropriate locations to lessen the
impact on visual amenity. (Executive Summary xviii) :

Lack of ability to comment on the urban design as part of the approval process

9. The EIS does not provide any opportunity to comment on the urban design and landscape component of
the project. It states that ‘a detailed review and finalisation of the architectural treatment of the project
operational infrastructure would be undertaken ‘during detailed design’. The Community should be given
an opportunity to comment upon and influence the design and we object to the approval of the EIS on the
basis that this detail is not provided, nor is the communlty (or other stakeholders) given an opportunity to
comment or influence the final design. :

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti- WestConnex campaigns - My detalls must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campalgn purposes and must not be dlvulged to other parties
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1 object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application  Submission to:
# SSI 7485, for the reasons set out below.

Planning Services,

Department of Planning and
Environment

GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

Attn: Director - Transport Assessments

Application Number: SSI 7485
Application

% o Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5
SUDUID: couviet ittt et sttt snb s et anseae Postcode...ce....loo.cmnn... Link

e TheElSstates that property damage due to ground movement may occur. We object to the projectinits entirety on
this basis. The EIS states that ‘settlement, induced by tunnel excavation, and groundwater drawdown, may occur in
some areas along the tunnelalignment’. The risk of ground movementis lessened where tunnelling is more than 35
metres. HoWever, sometunnellingis atless than 10 metres. This proposed tunnelalignment creates an unacceptable
risk of ground movement. In addition, the EIS states that there are a number of discrete areas to the north and
northwest of the Rozelle.RaiI Yards, to the north of Campbell Road at St Peters and in the vicinity of Lord Street at
Newtown where ground water movement above 20 milliliters is predicted ‘strict limits on the degree of settlement
permitted would be imposed onthe project” and ‘damage’ would be rectified at no cost to the owner. would be placed

risk to property damage that cannot be mitigated to anacceptable level of risk.

¢ There is no evidence provided in the EIS that the ventilation outlets will be date. The EIS simply states that ‘the
ventilation outlets would be designed to effectively disperse the emissions from the tunnel andare prAedictedAt‘o have
negligible effect on local air quality (xiv, Executive Summary). This is inadequate and details of the impacts on air
quality need to be provided so that the residents and experts can meaningfully comment on the impact. \

® The EIS states that ‘a preferred noise mitigation option’ would be determined 'during ‘detailed de'sign'. This is
unabceptable and residents have no opportunity to comment on the detailed designs. fhe failure to include this detail
means that residents have no idea as to what is planned and cannot comment or input into those plans. (Executive
Summary xvi)

0 TheEISstates thatall vegetation will be removed on the site which includes a mature tree. | object to the removal of the
tree which creates a visual and noise barrier for residents from the City West Link. If the tree is removed it must be °
' replaced with a mature tree as soon as the remediation of the site commences.

0 ‘ Thev’proposal foré permanent watertreatment plant ahd substationito the south of the site on Darley Road will prevent
direct pedestrian access to the light rail station. It will affect the future uses of the site once the projectis completed.
The facility is out of step with the area which s comprised of low rise homes and detracts from the visual amenity of the
area. This site is a pedestrian hub and will be a visual blight for pedestrians, bike users and the homes that have direct
line of sight to the facility. It should not be permitted on this site. ' '

0 TheElSdoesnot mention'the impact of aircraft noise and its cumulative impact. As such, the noise levels identified are
misleading. | object to the selection of the Darley Road site because of the unacceptable noise impactsit will have on
surrounding homes and businesses.

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties
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Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, Please‘ﬁ;clude include my pe/sonal lnformatlon when publlshmg th:s submission to your website.
Department of Planning and Environment £ NOT made reportable political donations in the last 2 years.

GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 Address 6 P é/ /: , J—?“
Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link Suburb mmﬁ Postcode @éb

| object to the WestConnex M4-MS5 Link proposals for the following reasons:

*  We object to the location of a permanent substation and water treatment plant following the completion of the project
on the Darley Road site. This will limit the future uses of the land and the community has been continually assured that
the land, which is Government-owned, would be available for community purposes. The presence of this facility will
forever prevent the ability for safe and direct pedestrian access to the light rail stop, with users required to walk down a
dark and winding path. It will also limit the future use of the site. If a permanent facility is to be located then it should
be moved to the north of the site so that it is out of sight of homes and has less visual impact on residents.

= Tunnel depths the tunnel depths for the Leichhardt area as low as 35 metres. This creates and unacceptable risk of
damage to homes due to settlement (ground movement). The EIS acknowledges that at tunnelling at 35 metres and less
this is a real risk. There is no mitigation provided for this risk. Instead, it states that properties will be repaired at the
Government’s expense. However no details or assurance as to how this will occur are provided. The project should not
be approved with such tunnelling depths permitted and with no detail as to the extent of damage and how and when it
will be repaired. It will lead to the situation where residents and businesses are forced to engage structural engineers and
lawyers to prove that the damage was linked to Westconnex works, with no assurance that this property damage will be
promptly and satisfactorily fixed.

s The EIS states that, if the current proposal for ventilation facilities do not manage to achieve satisfactory environmental
and health impacts, that further ventilation facilities may be proposed. This is unacceptable and the EIS does not
provide the alternative locations for any such facilities and therefore the community is deprived of any opportunity to
comment on their impacts. The EIS should not be approved on the basis that there may be additional ventilation
facilities that are not disclosed in the EIS.

. Many students walk or ride to Orange Grove and Leichhardt Secondary College schools via Darley Road.There are also
a number of childcare centres very close to the Darley Road site.

s The presence of 170 heavy and light vehicle movements a day at this site will create an unacceptable risk to students.
The EIS should not permit any truck movements near the Darley Road site. The alternative proposal which provides
that all spoil trucks enter and leave from the City West link is the only proposal that should be considered.

= All of the streets abutting Darley Road identified as NCA 13 (James Street to Falls Street) should have a strict
prohibition on any truck movements and worker contractor parking. These homes are already suffering the worst
construction impacts of the work on the site and should be spared the further imposition of lack of parking and
additional noise impacts. The EIS needs to prohibit outright truck movements (including parking) and worker parking
on all of these streets.
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Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services,
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GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link

| object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals for the following reasons:

= TheEIS states that property damage due to ground movement may occur. We object to the projectinits entirety on
this basis. The EIS states that ‘settlement, induced by tunnel excavation, and groundwater drawdown, may occur in
some areas along the tunnel alignment’. The risk of ground movement is lessened where tunnelling is more than 35
metres. However, some tunnelling is atless than 10 metres. This proposed tunnel alignment creates an unacceptable
risk of ground movement. In addition, the EIS statesthat there are a number of discrete areas to the north and
northwest of the Rozelle Rail Yards, to the north of Campbell Road at St Peters and in the vicinity of Lord Street at
Newtown where ground water movement above 20 milliliters is predicted ‘strict limits on the degree of settlement
permitted would be imposed on the project” and ‘damage’ would be rectified at no cost to the owner. would be placed

risk to property damage that cannot be mitigated to an acceptable level of risk.

= Thereisnoevidence provided in the EIS that the ventilation outlets will be date. The EIS simply states that ‘the
ventilation outlets would be designed to effectively disperse the emissions from the tunnel and are predicted to have
negligible effect on local air quality (xiv, Executive Summary). This is inadequate and details of the impacts on air
quality need to be provided so that the residents and experts can meaningfully comment on the impact.

= The ElSstates that ‘a preferred noise mitigation option’ would be determined during ‘detailed design’. This is
unacceptable and residents have no opportunity to comment on the detailed designs. The failure to include this detail
means that residents have noidea as to whatis planned and cannot comment or input into those plans. (Executive
Summary xvi)

= TheEIS states that all vegetation will be removed on the site which includes a mature tree. | object to the removal of the
tree which creates a visual and noise barrier for residents from the City West Link. If the tree is removed it must be
‘replaced with a mature tree as soon as the remediation of the site commences.

= The proposal for a permanent water treatment plant and substation to the south of the site on Darley Road will prevent
direct pedestrian access to the light rail station. It will affect the future uses of the site once the projectis completed.
The facility is out of step with the area which is comprised of low rise homes and detracts from the visual amenity of the
area. This site is a pedestrian hub and will be a visual blight for pedestrians, bike users and the homes that have direct
line of sight to the facility. It should not be permitted on this site.

= TheElS does not mention the impact of aircraft noise and its cumulative impact. As such, the noise levels identified are
misleading. | object to the selection of the Darley Road site because of the unacceptable noise impacts it will have on
surrounding homes and businesses.
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| object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals for the following reasons:

*  The substation and water treatment plant should be moved to the north end of the site near the City West link. This
will mean that the site is less visible to residents and most pedestrian access is at this end. There are no homes that
will have direct line of site of the facility if it is moved. This will also enable direct pedestrian access to the light rail
without the need to use the winding path at the rear of the site which creates safety issues and adds to the time
required to access the light rail stop.

»  The site should be returned to the community as compensation for the imposition of this construction site in our
neighbourhood for a 5 year period. If the substation and water treatment plant is oved to the north of the site,
then the lower half of the site (which is the most accessible end) could be converted into open space with mature
trees planted. As this site is immediately adjacent to the bay run, bicycle parking and other facilities that support
active transport could be included. This would result increase the green space for residents and result in a pleasant
green environment for pedestrians, rather than a fenced facility.

»  The EIS currently permits trucks to access local roads in ‘exceptional circumstances’, which includes queuing at the
site. Given the constraints of the site (and based on experience with cars accessing the site for Dan Murphy's),
queuing will be the norm and not the exception. The EIS needs to be amended to rule our queuing as an
exceptional circumstance which allows trucks to use local roads.

= All of the streets abutting Darley Road identified as NCA 13 (James Street to falls Street) should have a blanket
prohibition on any truck movements and worker contractor parking. These hoems are already suffering the worst
construction impacts of the work on the site and should be spared the further imposition of lack of parking and
additional noise impacts. These streets are not constructed for heavy vehicle movements and on this basis should
also be ruled out. The EIS needs to prohibit outright truck movements including-parking) and worker parking on all
of these streets. '

=  The EIS'needs to require that all workers are bussed in or use public transport such as the light rail with no parking
whatsoever permitted on local roads at the Darley Road site. This is justified because the site provides 11 car
spacers for an estimated 100 workers a.day on site. The project cannot be approved on this basis without a strict
requirement on workers to use public transport or project provided transport and a prohibition needs to be in place
against parking on local streets. The EIS needs to require that this restriction is included in all contracts and in the
relevant approval documentation.

* The Darley Road site should be rejected because it involves acquiring Dan Murphy's. This business was rennovated
and opened with full knowledge that it was to be acquired. The lessee and sub-lessees should not be permitted
compensation in these circumstances. The demolition of the entire building (which the EIS confirms will occur) is
wasteful and represents mismanagement of public resources.
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IRON COVE AREA

14. The EIS states that ‘a preferred noise mitigation option’ would be determined during ‘detailed design’. This
is unacceptable and residents have no opportunity to comment on the detailed designs. The failure to
include this detail means that residents have no idea as to what is planned and cannot comment or input
into those plans. (Executive Summary xvi) '

Removal of vegetation

15. The EIS states that all vegetation will be removed on the site Which includes a mature tree. | object to the
removal of the tree which creates a visual and noise barrier for residents from the City West Link. If the
tree is removed it must be replaced with a mature tree as soon as the remediation of the site commences.

Substation and water treatment plant

16. The proposal for a permanent water treatment plant-and substation to the south of the site on Darley Road
will prevent direct pedestrian access to the light rail station. It will affect the future uses of the site once the
project is completed. The facility is out of step with the area which is comprised of low rise homes and
detracts from the visual amenity of the area. This site is a pedestrian hub and will be a visual blight for
pedestrians, bike users and the homes that have direct line of sight to the facility. It should not be
permitted on this site.

Relocation of the Substation and water treatment plant

17. The substation and water treatment plant should be moved to the north end of the site near the City West
link. This will mean that the site is less visible to residents and most pedestrian access is at this end. There
are no homes that will have direct line of site of the facility if it is moved. This will also enable direct
pedestrian access to the light rail without the need to use the winding path at the rear of the site which
creates safety issues and adds to the time required to access the light rail stop.

Future use of the Darley Road site

18. The site should be returned to the communlty as compensation for the imposition of thls construction site
in our neighbourhood for a 5 year period. If the substation and water treatment plant is moved to the north
of the site, then the lower half of the site (which is the most accessible end) could be converted into open

- space with mature trees planted. As this site is immediately adjacent to the bay run, bicycle parking and
other facilities that support active transport could be included. This would result increase the green space
for residents and result in a pleasant green environment for pedestrians, rather than a fenced facility.

A .
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I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application ~ Submission to:

# SSI 7485, for the reasons set out below.

Planning Services,

Department of Planning and
Environment

GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

Attn: Director — Transport Assessments’

Declaration : [ HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. Application Number: SSI 7485

é)/a/ﬂt/ & Application
ZG—? WT | . %0 Application Name:AWéstConnex M4-M5

SUBUID: cevveeermeeee e e et et aeaan Postcode..........5...... Link

0 The EIS states that an alternative truck movement is proposed which involves use of the City West Link and no
need for spoil trucks to access Darley Road. This proposal is supported, subject to further information about
potential impacts being provided. The EIS should not be approved on its current basis which provides for 170
heavy and light vehicles accessing Darley Road on a daily basis. This will create unacceptable safety issues and
noise impacts for adjacent homes while also compromising pedestrian and‘bicycle access to the light rail and
bay run. It will also lead to truck chaos on this critical arterial road providing access to and across the City west
Link. The current proposal which provides for truck movements solely on Darley Road should not be approved
and approval should only be given to the alternative proposal. I repeat however my objection to the selection
of this site altogether, but propose the least worst impact should be chosen if this site is to be used.

0 The EIS indicates that 36 homes will have unacceptable noise impacts for extended periods at the Darley road
construction site. The EIS does not mention the cumulative impact of aircraft noise in the Leichhardt or St
Peters area, and therefore does not reflect the true impact of construction noise on the amenity of nearby
residents and businesses. The noise impacts of construction are not able to be mitigated to an acceptable level
and the EIS should not be approved on thisbasis.

O We object to the selection of the Darley Road site on the basis that it provides for daily movements of 170
heavy and light vehicles accessing Darley Road. This creates an unacceptable risk to the safety of pedestrians
accessing the North Leichhardt light rail stop as well as bicycle users accessing the bicycle route on Darley - '
Road and entering Canal road to join the dedicated bike paths on the bay run. Many school children cross at
this point to walk to Orange Grove and Leichhardt Secondary College. The EIS states that an alternative truck
movement is proposed which involves use of the City West Link with no trucks to access Darley Road. The
selection of Darley Road should not be approved if it involves any truck movements on Darley Road, which is
what it currently provides.

e No workers associated with the WestConnex project should be permitted to park on local streets. Parking is at
a premium in this area and many residents to not have off-street parking. The removal of 20 car spaces for five
years as is proposed on Darley Road will worsen this situation as will the removal of ‘kiss and ride facilities’ at
the light rail. There is also a pre-DA application for 120 units on William Street which is not taken into account
in the EIS. This will place further stress on parking. The EIS needs to outright prohibit any worker parking on
local streets.

O Leichhardt residents were repeatedly told by SMC that the Darley Road site would be operational for three
years. The EIS states that it will be operational for 5 years. This creates an unacceptable impact for
residents. The works on the site should be restricted to a three-year program as was promised.
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Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, Please include my persopfl information when publishing this submission to your website.
Department of Planning and Environment I HAVE NOT made reportable political donations in the last 2 years.

GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 Addfess: , 337 M/WM b&-
Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link Suburb' i 6'? Wostcode éyO

| object to the WestConnex M4-MS5 Link proposals for the following reasons:

s The project directly affected five listed heritage items, including demolition of the stormwater canal at Rozelle.
Twenty-one other statutory heritage items of State or local heritage significant would be subject to indirect impacts
through vibration, settlement and visual setting. And directly aflected nine individual buildings as assessed as being
potential local heritage items. It is unacceptable that heritage items are removed or potentially damaged and the
approval should prohibit such destruction.(Executive Summary xviii)

» The EIS states that ‘Impacts associated with property acquisition would be managed through a property acquisition
support service.” There is no reference as to how this support service will be more effective than that currently offered.
There were many upset residents and businesses who did not believe they were treated in a respectful and fair manner
in earlier stages. The EIS needs to include details as to lessons learned from earlier projects and how this will be
improved for the M4-M5 impacted residents and businesses. (Executive Summary xviii)

= The EIS states that investigation would be undertaken to confirm whether the Victoria Road bridge is a potential
roost site for microbats. There will be attempts to ‘manage potential impacts’ if confirmed. This is inadequate. The
project should not be permitted to impact on vulnerable species.

=  The EIS acknowledges that visual impacts will occur during construction. However it does not propose to address
these negative impacts in the design of the project. This is unacceptable and the EIS needs to propose walls,, plant
and perimeter treatments and other measures at appropriate locations to lessen the impact on visual amenity. ‘
(Executive Summary xviii)

»  The EIS does not provide any opportunity to comment on the urban design and landscape component of the project.
It states that ‘a detailed review and finalisation of the architectural treatment of the project operational infrastructure
would be undertaken ‘during detailed design’. The Community should be given an opportunity to comment upon
and influence the design and we object to the approval of the EIS on the basis that this detail is not provided, nor is
the community (or other stakeholders) given an opportunity to comment or influence the final design.

= The construction and operation of the project will result in 51 property acquisitions. We object to the project in its
entirety because of this impact. We note that a number of long-standing businesses have been acquired and that many
families and businesses in earlier stages have been forced to go to court to seek fair compensation. We object to the
acquisition in particular of the Dan Murphys site. The business was substantially renovated and a new business
opened with full knowledge of the likely acquisition. We object to it being acquired and compensated in this
circumstances and call on the Government to investigate the circumstances which led to this occurring (Executive
Summary xwii) »

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties

Name Email Mobile




003549-M00009

.

I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application  Submission to:
# SS1 7485, for the reasons set out below.

Planning Services,

Department of Planning and
Environment

GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

Attn: Director - Transport Assessments

Application Number: SSI 7485
Application

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5
Link

0 We object to the location of a permanent substation and water treatment plant following the completion of the project on
the Darley Road site. This will limit the future uses of the land and the community has been continually assured that the
land, which is Government-owned, would be available for community purposes. The presence of this facility will forever
prevent the ability for safe and direct pedestrian access to the light rail stop, with users required to walk down a dark and
winding path. It will also limit the future use of the site. If a permanent facility is to be located then it should be moved to
the north of the site so that it is out of sight of homes and has less visual impact on residents.

e Tunne! depths the tunnel depths for the Leichhardt area as low as 35 metres. This creates and unacceptable risk of damage
to homes due to settlement (ground movement). The EIS acknowledges that at tunnelling at 35 metres and less this is a real
risk. There is no mitigation provided for this risk. Instead, it states that properties will be repaired at the Government’s
expense. However no details or assurance as to how this will occur are provided. The project should not be approved with
such tunnelling depths permitted and with no detail as to-the extent of damage and how and when it will be repaired. It will
lead to the situation where residents and businesses are forced to engage structural engineers and lawyers to prove that the
damage was linked to Westconnex works, with no assurance that this property damage will be promptly and satisfactorily
fixed.

0 The EIS states that, if the current proposal for ventilation facilities do not manage to achieve satisfactory environmental
and health impacts, that further ventilation facilities may be proposed. This is unacceptable and the EIS does not provide
the alternative locations for any such facilities and therefore the community is deprived of any opportunity to comment on
their impacts. The EIS should not be approved on the basis that there may be additional ventilation facilities that are not
disclosed in the EIS.

0 Many students walk or ride to Orange Grove and Leichhardt Secondary College schools via Darley Road.There are also a
number of childcare centres very close to the Darley Roadsite.

0 The presence of 170 heavy and light vehicle movements a day-at this site will create an unacceptable risk to students.
The EIS should not permit any truck movements near the Darley Road site. The alternative proposal which provides
that all spoil trucks enter and leave from the City West link is the only proposal that should be considered.

0 All of the streets abutting Darley Road identified as NCA 13 (James Street to Falls Street) should have a strict prohibition
on any truck movements and worker contractor parking. These homes are already suffering the worst construction impacts
of the work on the site and should be spared the further imposition of lack of parking and additional noise impacts. The
EIS needs to prohibit outright truck movements (including parking) and worker parking on all of these streets.
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Unacceptable construction noise impacts

32. The EIS states that construction noise levels would exceed the relevant goals without additional mitigation.
The additional mitigation is mentioned but not proposed. All possible mitigation should be included as a
condition of approval. The EIS acknowledges that substantial above ground invasive works will be required
to demolish the Dan Murphys building and establish the road. The EIS noise projections indicate that for
10 weeks residents will suffer unacceptable noise impacts. The EIS doe not contain a plan to manage or
mitigate this terrible impact. There is no detail as to which homes will be offered (if at all) temporary
relocation; there are no details of any noise walls or what treatments will be provided to individual homes
that are badly affected. The approval needs to contain detail as to how this unacceptable impact will be
managed and minimised during the construction period and, in particular, during site establishment. |
object to the selection of the Darley Road site on the basis that the works required (demolition and surface
works) will create unacceptable and unbearable noise and vibration impacts for extended periods. The EIS
indicates that at least 36 homes will basically be unliveable during this period. In addition, the planned 170 .
heavy and light vehicles will considerably worsen the impact of construction noise.

No mention of aircraft noise

33. The EIS does not mention the impact of aircraft noise and its cumulative impact. As such, the noise levels
identified are misleading. | object to the selection of the Darley Road site because of the unacceptable
noise impacts it will have on surrounding homes and businesses.

Risk of accidents

34. | object to the proposal to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site because of the unacceptable risk it will
create to the safety of our community. Darley Road is a known accident and traffic blackspot and the
movements of hundreds of trucks a day will create an unacceptable risk of accidents. On Transport for = .
NSW’s own figures, the intersection at the City West Link and James Street is the third most dangerous in
the inner west.

Trucks on local streets -

"35. The EIS permits trucks to access local roads in exceptional circumstances which includes queuing at the
site. Given the constraints of the Darley Road site queuing will be the usual situation. The EIS needs to be
amended to remove queuing as an exceptional circumstance. The truck movements should properly
managed by the contractor so that there is no queuing. This exception will make it easier for contractors to
neglect their obligation to monitor and manage truck movements in and out of the site and needs to be
removed. The EIS needs to specifically mention all local streets abutting Darley Road and expressly
prohibited truck movements (including parking) on these streets. This should include all streets from the
north (James St) to the south (Falls Road), which are near the project footprint.
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Acquisition of Dan Murphys site

36. The Darley Road site should be rejected because it involves acquiring Dan Murphy's. This business was
 rem=novated and opened with full knowledge that it was to be acquired. The lessee andAsub-Iéssees
should not be permitted compensation in these circumstances. The demolition of the entire building (which
the EIS confirms will occur) is wasteful and represents mismanagement of public resources. '
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Tunnel depths

27. Tunnel depths the tunnel depths for the Lelchhardt area as low as 35 metres. This creates and
unacceptable risk of damage to homes due to settlement (ground movement). The EIS acknowledges that
at tunnelling-at 35 metres and less this is a real risk. There is no mitigation provided for this risk. Instead, it
states that properties will be repaired at the Government’s expense. Hoéwever no details or assurance as to
how this will occur are provided. The project should not be approved with such tunnelling depths permitted

. and with no detail as to the extent of damage and how and when it will be repaired. It will lead to the -

situation where residents and businesses are forced to engage structural engineers and lawyers to prove .
that the damage was linked to Westconnex works, with no assurance that this property damage will be
promptly and satlsfactorlly fixed.

Ventilation facilities ,

28. The EIS states that, if the current proposal for ventilation facilities do not manage to achieve satisfactory
environmental and health impacts, that further ventilation facilities may be proposed. This is unacceptable -
and the EIS does not provide the alternative locations for any such facilities and therefore the community is
deprived of any opportunity to comment on their impacts. The EIS should not be approved on the basis
that there may be additional ventilation facilities that are not disclosed in the EIS.

SCHOOL SPECIFIC SUBMISSIONS

Impact on safe walking and riding to schools .
29. Many students walk or ride to Orange Grove and Leichhardt Secondary College schools via Darley
Road.There are also a number of childcare centres very close to the Darley Road site.

30. The presence of 170 heavy and light vehicle movements a day at this site will create an unacceptable risk
to students. The EIS should not permit any truck movements near the Darley Road site. The alternative
proposal which provides that all spoil trucks enter and leave from the City West link is the only proposal
that should be considered.

s

Local roads - prohibited truck movements

31. All of the streets abutting Darley Road identified as NCA 13 (James Street to Falls Street) should have a
strict prohibition on any truck movements and worker contractor parking. These homes are already
suffering the worst construction impacts of the work on the site and should be spared the further lmposmon
of lack of parking and additional noise impacts. The EIS needs to prohibit outright truck movements
(including parking) and worker parking on all of these streets.
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Use of local roads by trucks

19. The EIS currently permits trucks to access local roads in ‘exceptional circumstances’, which includes
queuing at the site. Given the constraints of the site (and based on experience with cars accessing the site
for Dan Murphy's), queuing will be the norm and not the exception. The EIS needs to be amended to rule
our queuing as an exceptional circumstance which allows trucks to use local roads.

Local roads - prohibited truck movements

20. Al of the streets abutting Darley Road identified as NCA 13 (James Street to falls Street) should have a
blanket prohibition on any truck movements and worker contractor parking. These hoems are already
sufferlng the worst construction impacts of the work on the site and should be spared the further imposition
of lack of parking and additional noise impacts. These streets are not constructed for heavy vehicle
movements and on this basis should also be ruled out. The EIS needs to prohibit outrlght truck movements
including parklng) and worker parking on all of these streets. : :

Requlrement to use public transport or are bussed in by contractors -

21. The EIS needs to require that all workers are bussed in or use public transport such as the light rail w1th no
parking whatsoever permitted on local roads at the Darley Road site. This is justified because the site
provides 11 car spacers for an estimated 100 workers a day on site. The project cannot be approved on
this basis without a strict requirement on workers to use public transport or project provided transport and
a prohibition needs to be in place against parking on local streets. The EIS needs to require that this
restriction is included in all contracts and in the relevant approval documentation.

Alternative truck movement proposal _
22. The EIS states that an alternative truck movement is proposed which involves use of the City West Link
and no need for spoil trucks to access Darley Road. This proposal is supported, subject to further
informatidn about potential impacts being provided. The EIS should not be approved on its current basis
which provides for 170 heavy and light vehicles accessing Darley Road on a daily basis. This will create
. unacceptable safety issues and noise impacts for adjacent homes while also compromising pedestrian and
_bicycle access to the light rail and bay run. It will also lead to truck chaos on this critical arterial road
providing access to and across the City west Link. The current proposal which provides for truck
movements solely on Darley Road should not be approved and approval should only be given to the
alternative proposal. | repeat however my objection to the selection of this site altogether, but propose the
least worst impact should be chosen if this site is to be used.

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties
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I object to the WestConnex M4- M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application  Submission to:
# SSI 7485, for the reasons set out below.

Name: ‘/m ] %@} ~/

Planning Services,

Department of Planning and
Environment

GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

Attn: Director - Transport Assessments

Declaratjon : | HAYE NOT made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. Application Number: SSI 7485
Application

467 O ,7[0 . Application Name: WestConnex M4-MS

SUDUID: ottt seeeeeeeeeeeteetseeesseeseresteseeseeseesee st seassastesessessesaeresesesereeneens Postcode.........5........ Link

e The EIS should not be approved as it does not contain any certainty for residents as to what is proposed
and does not provide a basis on which the project can be approved. The EIS states ‘the detail of the
design and construction approach is indicative only based on a concept design and is subject to detailed

“design and construction planning to be undertaken by the successful contractors.” Therefore this entire
process is a sham as the extent to which concerns are taken into account is not known as the contractor
can simply make further changes. As the contractor is not bound to take into account community impacts
outside of the strict requirements and as the contractor will be trying to deliver the project as quickly and
cheaply as possible, it is likely-that the additional measure proposed with respect to construction noise
mitigation for (example) will not be adopted. The EIS should not be approved on the basis that it does not
provide a reliable basis on which to base the approval documents. It does not provide the community with
a genuine opportunity to provide meaningful feedback in accordance with the legislative obligation of the
Government to provide a consultation process because the designs are ‘indicative’ only and subject to
change. Because of this the EIS is riddled with caveats and lacks clear obligations and requirements of
project delivery. The additional effect of this is that the community and other stakeholders such as the
Council will be unable to undertake compliance activities as the conditions are sih1p|y too broad and lack
any substantial detail.

0 There are overlap‘s in the construction periods of the New M5 and M4 of up to one year. This will
significantly worsen impacts for residents close to construction areas. No additional mitigation or any
compensation is offered for residents for these periods.(Executive Summary xxvii). It is unacceptable that
residents should have these prolonged periods of exposure to more than one project. The EIS makes no
attempt to measure or mitigate the cumulative impact of these prolonged periods of construction noise
exposure.

e The EIS states that there may be a ‘small increase in pollutant concentrations’ near surface roads.The EIS
states that potential health impacts associated with changes in air quality (specifically nitrogen dioxide and
particulates) within the local community have been assessed and are considered to be ‘acceptable.’ We
disagree that the impacts on human health are acceptable and object to the project in its entirety because
of these impacts. (Executive Summary xvi) ' '

0 TheEISis misleadi'ng because it discusses the creation of 14,350 direct jobs during construction. It omits
the fact that jobs have also been lost because of acquisition of businesses, many of which were long-
standing and employed hundreds of workers. (Executive Summary xviii)

0 No noiée barriers have been proposed. This is unacceptable and appropriate noise barriers should be
included in the EIS for consideration. (Executive Summary xvii)
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| object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application  Submission to:
Planning Services,
Department of Planning and
Environment

- GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

Attn: Director - Transport Assessments

Appiication Number: SSI 7485
Application
yo " Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5
Link

EIS is Indicative only

1. The EIS should not be approved as it does not contain any certainty for residents as to what is proposed
and does not provide a basis on which the project can be approved. The EIS states ‘the detail of the
design and construction approach is indicative only based on a concept design and is subject to detailed
design and construction planning to be undertaken by the successful contractors.’ Therefore this entire
process is a sham as the extent to which concerns are taken into account is not known as the contractor
can simply make further changes. As the contractor is not bound to take into account community impacts
outside of the strict requirements and as the contractor will be trying to deliver the project as quickly and
cheaply as possible, it is likely that the additional measure proposed with respect to construction noise
mitigation for (example) will not be adopted. The EIS should not be approved on the basis that it does not
provide a reliable basis' on which to base the approval documents. It does not provide the community with
a genuine opportunity to provide meaningful feedback in accordance with the legislative obligation of the
Government to provide a consultation process because the designs are ‘indicative’ only and subject to
change. Because of this the EIS is riddled with caveats and lacks clear obligations and requirements fn
project delivery. The additional effect of this is that the community and other stakeholders such as the
Council will be unable to undertake compliance activities as the conditions are simply too broad and lack
any substantial detail. o

Overlap in construction periods

2. There are overlaps in the construction periods of the New M5 and M4 of up to one year. This will
significantly worsen impacts for residents close to construction areas. No additional mitigation or any
compensation is offered for residents for these periods.(Executive Summary xxvii). It is unacceptable that
residents should have these prolonged periods of exposure to more than one project. The EIS makes no
attempt to measure or mitigate the cumulative impact of these prolonged periods: of construction noise
exposure.

Human health risk (Executive Summary xvi)

3. The EIS states that there may be a ‘small increase in pollutant concentrations’ near surface roads.The EIS
states that potential health impacts associated with changes in air quality (specifically nitrogen dioxide and
~ particulates) within the local community have been assessed and are considered to be ‘acceptable.’ We
disagree that the impacts on human health are acceptable and object to the project in its entirety because
of these impacts. -

Jobs created

4. The EIS is misleading because it discusses the creation of 14,350 direct jobs during constructid_n. It omits
“the fact that jobs have also been lost because of acquisition of businesses, many of which were long-
standing and employed hundreds of workers. (Executive Summary xviii) :
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I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application Submission to:
# SSI 7485 for the reasons set out below.

Planning Services,

Department of Planning and
Environment

GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

) Attn: Director ~ Transport Assessments
Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website

Declaration : | HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. Application Number: SSI 7485
Application

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5
Link

Use of local roads by trucks

19. The EIS currently permits trucks to access local roads in ‘exceptional circumstances’, which includes
queuing at the site. Given the constraints of the site (and based on experience with cars accessing the site
for Dan Murphy's), queuing will be the norm and not the exception. The EIS needs to be amended to rule
our queuing as an exceptional circumstance which allows trucks to use local roads.

Local roads - prohibited truck movements

20. All of the streets abutting Darley Road identified as NCA 13 (James Street to falls Street) should have a
blanket prohibition on any truck movements and worker contractor parking. These hoems are already
suffering the worst construction impacts of the work on the site and should be spared the further imposition
of lack of parking and additional noise impacts. These streets are not constructed for heavy vehicle
movements and on this basis should also be ruled out. The EIS needs to prohibit outright truck movements
including parking) and worker parking on all of these streets.

Requirement to use public transport or are bussed in by contractors

21. The EIS needs to require that all workers are bussed in or use public transport such as the light rail with no
parking whatsoever permitted on local roads at the Darley Road site. This is justified because the site
provides 11 car spacers for an estimated 100 workers a 'day on site. The project cannot be approved on
this basis without a strict requirement on workers to use public transport or project provided transport and
a prohibition needs to be in place against parking on local streets. The EIS needs to require that this
restriction is included in all contracts and in the relevant approval documentation.

Alternative truck movement proposal

22. The EIS states that an alternative truck movement is proposed which involves use of the City West Link
and no need for spoil trucks to access Darley Road. This proposal is supported, subject to further
information about potential impacts being provided. The EIS should not be approved on its current basis
which provides for 170 heavy and light vehicles accessing Darley Road on a daily basis. This will create
unacceptable safety issues and noise impacts for. adjacent homes while also compromising pedestrian-and
bicycle access to the light rail and bay run. It will also lead to truck chaos on this critical arterial road
providing access to and across the City west Link. The current proposal-which provides for truck
movements solely on Darley Road should not be approved and approval should only be given to the
alternative proposal. | repeat however my objection to the selection of this site altogether, but propose the
least worst impact should be chosen fif this site is to be used.

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties
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Attention Director Name: CWIAS e son

Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services,

Department of Planning and Environment | Address: \2 4 € igsd 1ot S+
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

Application Number: SSI 7485 Suburb: LYW DY _Postcode 2046

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 SlgnatureM
Link

Please INCLUDE my personal information when pUb|IShI his submission to your
website

Declaration : | HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years.

| object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as
contained in the EIS application, for the following reasons: .

1.

Traffic operational modelling — Leichhardt. The EIS does not provide any operational modelling for
the Darley Road area (8-11), despite the fact 170 vehicles a day are proposed to enter this highly
congested (during peak hours) area. Darley Road is a critical arterial road for commuters accessing the
City West Link and this analysis should be provided so that impacts can be properly assessed.

Crash statistics — City West Link and James St intersection. The EIS only analyses crash statistics
near the interchanges. It does not provide.any detail as to the number of crashes at the James St/City
West Link intersection which, on Transport for NSW's own figures, is the third most dangerous
intersection in the inner west. Nor does it comment on the two fatalities that occurred on Darley Road
near the proposed construction site. The EIS needs to detail the increased risk in crashes that will be
caused by the additional 170 vehicles a day that are proposed to enter and leave Darley Road during
the construction period. The EIS needs to detail how this risk of crashes will be managed to an
acceptable level, which it does not.

Worker parking — Leichhardt. There is provision in the EIS for only a dozen worker car parks and no
provision for the 100 or so workers who will be permanently based at the Darley Road site for up to five
years. A major construction site project should not be permitted in a neighbourhood area without allocated
parking for all workers. No other business would be permitted to be established without this requirement
being satisfied — why is it acceptable for this project? In addition, the EIS proposes the removal of 20 car
spaces used by residents on Darley Road and will remove the ‘kiss and ride’ facility at the light rail stop. This
will result in residents being unable to park in their own street and will increase noise impacts from workers
doing shift changeovers 24 hours a day. The EIS needs to mandate the use of public transport or provide
for workers to be bussed in if adequate allocated parking is not provided.

Number of vehicle movements — Leichhardt. The EIS states that there will be 170 heavy and light vehicle
movements a day during construction (5 years). There is no guarantee that these figures are accurate as
they are indicative only. The effect of these movements will be drastically increased commuter times for
anyone accessing the City West Link during peak periods. The Darley Road site is equally busy on Saturday
and this is not accounted for or acknowledged in the EIS. The EIS should not permit this number of vehicle
movements and should be rejected on this basis-as there is no plan as to how this will be managed. Referring
to a future traffic management plan is inadequate — there is no guarantee that any such plan will be able to
manage this traffic impact to an acceptable level.

Access routes — Leichhardt. The EIS states that all construction vehicles will enter and leave via Darley
Road. Although near the City West Link, Darley Rd abuts a large number of small, local streets and homes
and streets near Darley Road will be impacted by a heavy vehicle movement every 3-4 minutes. This is an
unacceptable impact. No heavy or light vehicle movements should be permitted on Darley Road whatsoever
and an alternative route which does not involve Darley Road is the only route that should be approved.

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must
be removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other
parties
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Attention Director

Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services,
Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box -39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

Name: Cans ?\M ¢s0 ~N

Address: V3L iLS\A\(,\\ =<

Application Number: SS| 7485

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link

Suburb: L»mg\}m’?/ Postcode 2080

Signature; Z%—/‘%‘/’

Please INCLUDE my personal information wh@fﬂjblishing Egis;éﬂ)mission to your website
Declaration : | HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years.

| object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-MS5 Link proposals as
contained in the EIS application, for the following reasons:

1. Construction hours — Leichhardt. The EIS states that works affecting parts of the surface road network

‘subject to high traffic volumes’ will occur out of hours. As Darley Road falls into this category it is likely -
residents will be subjected to regular out of hours works. This is an unacceptable impact given the EIS
provides for 10 weeks of surface works. Any approval conditions need to place a reasonable and enforceable
limit on the number of nights of out of hours work. '

EIS is ‘indicative only’ The EIS states that the EIS is indicative only and can be subject to change by the
contractor. In addition, the community will have no opportunity to comment on the detailed designs, nor on
the preferred Infrastructure Report. The EIS should not be approved as it does not give the community a
meaningful opportunity to comment on the impacts to which it will be subject to as a result of this project.
Lack of information The EIS sets out the ‘consultation’ which has occurred with the community over the
past 12 months. However, these consultation sessions have not provided any meaningful information. And
in the EIS no detail is provided as to how impacts will be managed. For example, the traffic will be subject to
a traffic management plan. What is traffic cannot be managed to an acceptable level at Darley Road? The
EIS does not provide any assurance that impacts such as congestion caused by the addition of 170 vehicle
movements a day at the Darley Road site, will be managed to an acceptable level.

Blackmore oval. The EIS states that Blackmore Oval was not taken for this project as a result of feedback
from the community. | understand that the site was unsuitable for tunneling as it suffered from flooding and
was ruled out on this basis. The EIS should not contain misrepresentations such as this.

Flooding — Leichhardt. Darley Road and adjacent streets such as Hubert St are exposed to flood. The flood
impact could be exacerbated by the disruption or blockage of existing drainage networks, which are risks
identified in the EIS. The EIS has not assessed whether the identified risk to the existing drainage network
will cause increased risk of flood damage to flood lots and it fails to take account of the Inner West Council’s
Leichhardt Floodplain Risk Management Plan which contains recommended flood modification options. The
EIS has not assessed whether its drainage infrastructure will impede the Inner West Council’s Leichhardt
Floodplain Risk Management Plan option HC_FM3 to lay additional pipes/culverts from Elswick Street to
Hawthorne Canal (via Regent Street and Darley Road). RMS has not assessed whether its drainage
infrastructure will impede Inner West Council’'s Leichhardt Floodplain Risk Management Plan option
HC_FM4 to lay additional pipes/ culverts from William Street to Hawthorne Canal via Hubert Street and
Darley Road. The EIS should not be approved as it has not properly explained or assessed these impacts.
Leichhardt North Light Rail — The presence of hundreds of trucks and heavy machinery at the Darley Road
site will make it difficult and hazardous for pedestrians to access the light rail. There is no detail in the EIS
as to how this impact will be managed and the EIS should not be approved without properly identifying
management strategies for this risk.

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must

be removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other

parties

Name R Email

Mobile




003551-M00002

Attention Director
Name: s S ~
Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, @\ 5! NP 8

Department of Planning and Environment Address: \3]Q m ALY S g,—
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

" Application Number: SSI 7485 Suburb: Lf/\C\QW\w Al Postcode Y040

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link SlgnatureM

Please INCLUDE my personal information when publishing thlﬁmlssmn to your website
Declaration : | HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years.

| object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as
contained in the EIS application, for the following reasons: '

1. Acquisition and demolition of Dan Murphys — | object to the acquisition of this site on the basis that Dan
Murphys renovated and started a new business in December 2016, in full knowledge that they were to be
acquired, with the acquisition process commencing early November 2016. This is maladministration of public

“money and the tax payer should not be left to foot the compensation bill in these circumstances. It is also
wasteful that several million dollars was spent on renovations, for the entire structure to de demolished less
than 18 months later.

2. Night works — Leichhardt. The EIS states that to minimize disruptions to traffic on the existing road network
(including in peak hours) there will be night-works where appropriate. Given the congested nature of Darley
Road, it is likely there will be frequent night work (EIS, 6.4). This will create an unacceptable impact in
residents. It is unacceptable that a highly unsuitable site has been selected. And, instead of a proper plan to
manage traffic, the EIS contemplate work simply occurring at night. This is objected to in the strongest terms.

3. Additional facilities. The EIS states that the contractor may decide upon additional ‘construction ancillary
facilities’ to the 12 identified in the EIS. The EIS should not be approved on the basis that there may be more
unidentified sites taken, as residents will have no opportunity to comment on their impacts. The approval
condition should limit any construction facilities to those already notified and detailed in the EIS.

4. Permanent substation and water treatment plant - Residents on Darley Rd opposite the site and residents
in Hubert St will have a direct line of site to the Motorway operation infrastructure. The resultant impact is a
permanent degradation of the visual environment, is a loss of amenity and is detrimental to the community.
This facility should not be permitted in this location and the EIS needs to demonstrate why it is required at
this site. If approved, the facility should be moved to the north of the site out of line of site of residents. The
residual land should be returned for community purposes, such as green space, with future commercial uses
ruled out. If the community is forced to endure 5 years of severe disruptions due to this toll road, the
compensation should, at the very least, result in the land being returned to the community as green space.

5. Noise mitigation — Leichhardt. The noise mitigation proposed in the EIS is unacceptable. No detail of
noise walls is provided, giving residents no opportunity to comment on whether final impacts are acceptable.
This is despife the fact 36 homes are identified in the EIS as severely affected by construction noise. The

_acoustic shed proposed is of the lowest grade and does not cover the entire site, resulting in noise impacts
from the movement of trucks in and out of the tunnel access point. The highest grade acoustic shed should
be provided, with the shed covering the entire site. The additional noise mitigation such as noise walls, need
to be set out in detail so that residents can properly comment on the impacts.

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must
be removed before this submnssnon is Iodged and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other
parties

Name Email Mobile



o _ 003551-M00003

| Attention Dlrector. . . Name: CRMLIS [ym P sod
. Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services,
| Department of Planning and Environment Address: \ 5 g4 5\A) Q¢ S
PO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 ) .
Application Number: SSI 7485 Suburb: LN WBROY .~ postcode 2040
Application Name WestConnex M4-M5 Link Signature: :
Please INCLUDE my personal information when publishing.this submission to your weébsite
Declaration : | HAVE NOT made any.reportable political donations.in.the last 2 years.

I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, 'and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as
contained in the EIS application, for the following reasons: .

1. Heavy vehicle movements during peak hours — Leichhardt. The EIS states that ‘reasonable and practical
management strategies would be investigated to minimize the volume of heavy vehicle movements during
peak hours.’ (8-53). This is also not acceptable as it is not known what will actually be done to manage this
impact. It is not good enough for the EIS, which forms the basis of the approval of this project, to simply
mention ‘investigations’ and not detail a proper plan (on which residents can comment) on management of
heavy vehicle movements during peak hours. In addition, Darley Road is very congested from 7am until
9.30am and then from 4pm-6.30pm, well outside the ‘peak’ periods identified in the EIS. And the impact on
traffic will be caused by ‘light’ vehicles and not simply heavy vehicles. It is clear that there is no plan for
managing these vehicle movements. The EIS should not be approved as drafted. It is unacceptable for this
volume of vehicles to be proposed for this critical arterial road with no plan for management.

2. Light construction vehicle routes — the EIS acknowledges that these vehicles will use ‘dispersed’
routes (8-62). In other words, construction vehicles will use and park on local roads. The EIS does not
propose any management as to which roads they use. The addition of 70-100 light vehicle movements
day in Leichhardt will result in our small, congested streets, which are already at capacity and suffering
parking shortages, will have the added impact of workers travelling to and from the site and parking in
local streets. There will be rat running. The EIS should provide an agreed route (using arterial roads
only) that can be used by all vehicles associated with the project.

3. EIS is Indicative only - The EIS should not be approved as it does not contain any certainty for
residents as to what is proposed and does not provide a basis on which the project can be approved.
The EIS states ‘the detail of the design and construction approach is indicative only based on a concept
design and is subject to detailed design and construction planning to be undertaken by the successful
contractors.” The community will have no opportunity to comment on the Preferred Infrastructure Report
which forms the basis of the approval conditions. This means the community will have limited say in the
management of the impacts identified in the EIS. The EIS needs to provide an opportunity for the
community to meaningfully input into this report and approval conditions.

4. Intersection of James St and City West Link — The EIS (8-630 indicates that there will be an increase
in traffic volume during construction of nearly 400 vehicles during peak hour. The only-strategy to manage
this is allowing a right-hand turn into James Street. This intersection is the third most dangerous in the inner
west (based on TINSW’s own statistics). There is no analysis of crash statistics at this intersection provided
in the EIS. The EIS should not be approved in its current form. It needs to provide certainty to the community
that they will be able to reasonable access this part of the road network in a timely and safe manner.

-,
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Attention Dlrector. ' . Name: CA S 1Al so ~
infrastructure Projects, Planning Services,

Department of Planning and Environment | Address: )3 b §revhoie Q
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 20Q1 '

Application Number: SSI 7485 Suburb: LENCOARSS ¥ postcode PR {0

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 ,Signature/://%/_ ] E ‘ . N
Link . e~ A

Please INCLUDE my,personal information when ‘publis hin§ this submission to your
’ website
Declaration : | HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years.

| object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-MS5 Link proposals as
contained in the EIS application, for the following reasons: '

1. No need for ‘dive’ site — Leichhardt. There is no need for the Darley Road site, other than a time saving
(tunneling) of several months. It is-unacceptable that the community should be forced to endure 5 years of
severe disruption to accommodate the timetable of the private contractors. The EIS should not be approved
on the basis that it contains provision for the Darley Road site without any proper justification as for its need.

2. Truck routes — Leichhardt: No trucks should be permitted on Darley Road or local roads in Leichhardt
or Lilyfield. The EIS proposés that all trucks will arrive at the Darley Road civil and tunnel site from
Haberfield and travel along Darley Road to the site, with a right-hand turn now permitted into James
Street. The proposed route will result in a truck every 3-4 minutes for 5 years running directly by the
small houses on Darley Road. These homes will not be habitable during the five-year construction
period due to the unacceptable noise impacts. The truck noise will be worsened by their need to travel
up a steep hill to return to the City West Link, so the noise impacts will affect not just those homes on
or immediately adjacent to Darley Road. The proposal to run trucks so close to homes is dangerous
and there have been two fatalities on Darley Road at the prbposed site location. The EIS does not
propose any noise or safety barriers to address this. Despite the unacceptable impact to nearby homes,
there is no proposal for noise walls, nor any mitigation to individual homes.

3. Alternative access route for trucks — Leichhardt: The EIS states that there are ‘investigations’ .
occurring into alternative access to the Darley Road site. The EIS does not provide any detail on which
residents can comment about alternative access which would keep trucks off Darley Road. The plans
for alternative access should be expedited. It should be a condition of approval that the alternative
access is confirmed and that no spoil trucks are permitted to access Darley Road due to the

. unacceptable noise, safety and traffic issues that the current proposal creates.

4. Vegetation: Leichhardt. The mature trees on the Darley Road site should be preserved. If any trees are
removed during construction it should be a condition of approval that they are replaced with mature trees. -

5. Permanent substation and water treatment plant — Leichhardt: | object to the location of this facility in
our neighbourhood as out of step with the surroundings. If it is retained, then it should be moved to the north
of the site, out of view from homes. The residual land should be retumned for community purposes such as
parkland.

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must
be removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other
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Attention Director | Name: C/AMS S’) M8 S~

Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services,

Department of Planning and Environment | Address: \SL € LaNK Qs
GPQO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 -

Application Number: SSI 7485 Suburb: L EACARAGD YT . __Postcode 2040

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Slgnatur%//
Link '

Please INCLUDE my personal. information when- publlshlng this submission to your
website

Declaration : | HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years.

| object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals

as contained in the EIS application, for the following reasons:

Leichhardt Environmental issues - Substation and water treatment plant

The EIS proposes that ‘treated’ water from the tunnel will be directly discharged into the
stormwater drain at Blackmore oval. There are four long-standing rowing clubs in the vicinity
of this location. This plan will jeopardise the integrity of our waterway and compromise the use
of the bay for recreational activities for boat and other users. We object in the strongest terms
to this proposal on environmental and health reasons.

Presence of Substation and water treatment plant - Leichhardt

There is no detail in the EIS about the impact of the ongoing Motorway maintenance activities
during operation provided (noise, vibrations, hours of operation, workers on site etc). The
community therefore cannot comment on the impact that this permanent facility will have on
the amenity of the area. The erection of this facility should not be approved in the basis that
no information is provided and therefore impacts (on parking, safety, noise, amenity of the
area) are not known.

. Out-of-hours and night work - Leichhardt

Because Darley Rd is highly congested during day time, it is likely there will be frequent out of
hours and night work. The EIS as drafted effectively permits out of hours to be undertaken
whenever this is convenient to the contractor. This will create an unacceptable impact on those
living close to the site. The approval conditions need to prohibit out of hours and night work except
in genuine exceptional circumstances (for example, a risk to life). It is unacceptable to not provide
limits and clear rules on such work.

Flooding — Leichhardt

The EIS states that there may be impacts from flooding which, amongst other things, may disrupt
drainage systems. Darley Road is in a flood zone and there have been ongoing issued with flooding
requiring remedial work. This proposal creates an unacceptable risk of flooding and associated
damage and a major tunnelling site should not be permitted on this site on this ground. There is no
detail as to how the issues with flooding at Darley Road will be managed and on their potential
impact on the area.

Disruption to road network — Leichhardt

Disruption to road network
The EIS states that there will be ‘impacts’ ‘that would affect the efficiency of the road network.” No
detail is provided in the EIS as to how cars will be able to access and cross the City West Link
once 170 vehicles (heavy and light) access the site on a daily basis. it belies common sense how
this can even be considered, given its impact on commuter times.

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must

be removed before this submission is lodged, and must be usid only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other

parties 2
A
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I object to the WestConnex M4-MS5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS
application # SSI 7485 for the reasons set out below.

NAME: ooveereemerrrireineens Q B&Q*%oj .......................................................

Pleéase include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website
Declaration : |
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"Submission to:

Planning Services,
Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

Attn: Director — Transport Assessments

Application Number: SSI 7485

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5
Link

The EIS states that property damage due to ground movement may occur. We object to the projectinits entirety on
this basis. The EIS states that ‘settlement, induce‘d by tunnel excavation, and groundwater drawdown, may occur in
some areas alongthe tunnel alignment’. The risk of ground movement is lessened where tunnelling is more than 35
metres. However, some tunnellingis at lessthan 10 metres. This proposed tunnel alignment creates an unacceptable
risk of ground movement. In addition, the EIS states that there are a number of discrete areas to the north and
northwest of the Rozelle Rail Yards, to the north of Campbell Road at St Peters and in the vicinity of Lord Street at
Newtown where ground water movement above 20 milliliters is predicted ‘strict limits on the degree of settlement
permitted would be imposed on the project” and ‘damage’ would be rectified at no cost to the owner. would be placed

risk to property damage that cannot be mitigated to anacceptable level of risk.

There is no evidence provided in the EIS that the ventilation outlets will be date. The EIS simply states that ‘the
”ventilation outlets would be designed to effectively disperse the emissions from the tunnel and are predicted to have
negligible effect on local air quality (xiv, Executive Summary). This is inadequate and details of the impacts on air
quality need to be provided so that the residents and experts can meaningfully comment on the impact.

~

The EIS states that ‘a preferred noise mitigation option’ wouldnl\oe determined during ‘detailed design’. This is
unacceptable and residents have no opportunity to comment on the detailed designs. The failure to includé this detail
means that residents have no idea as to what is planned and cannot comment or input into those plans. (Executive
Summary xvi)

The EIS states that all vegetation will be removed on the site which includes a mature tree. | object to the removal of the
tree which creates a visual and noise barrier for residents from the City West Link. If the tree is removed it must be
replaced with a mature tree as soon as the remediation of the site commences.

The proposal for a permanent water treatment plant and substation to the south of the site on Darley Road will prevent
direct pedestrian access to the light rail station. It will affect the future uses of the site once the projectis completed.
The facility is out of step with the area which is comprised of low rise homes and detracts from the visual amenity of the
area. This site is a pedestrian hub and will be a visual blight for pedestrians, bike users and the homes that have direct
line of sight to the facility. [t should not be permitted on this site. |

The EIS does not mention the impact of aircraft noise and its cumulative impact. As such, the noise levels identified are
misleading. | object to the selection of the Darley Road site because of the unacceptable noise impacts it will have on
surrounding homes and businesses.

Name Email - : - Mobile

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties
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1 object to the WestConnex M4-MS Link proposals as contained in the EIS application = Submission to:
# SSI 7485, for the reasons set out below. :

Planning Services,

Department of Planning and
Environment

GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

: Attn: Director - Transport Assessments
Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website :

Declaration : | HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. Application Number: SSI 7485

Applicati
AdAress:...oovrvneennn. 2., '_l .......... C"“@‘*\ ........ , Q" ......................................................... pprication

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5

Suburb: . }Z ZZ/QQ) ................................... R Postcode... RO >} Link

Tunnel depths
27 Tunnel depths the tunnel depths for the Leichhardt area as low as 35 metres. This creates and
" unacceptable risk of damage to homes due to settlement (ground movement). The EIS acknowledges that
‘at tunnelling at 35 metres and less this is a real risk. There is no mitigation provided for this risk. Instead, it
states that properties will be repaired at the Government’s expense. However no details or assurance as to
how this will occur are provided. The project should not be approved with such tunnelling depths permitted
and with no detail as to the extent of damage and how and when it will be repaired. It will lead to the
" situation where residents and businesses are forced to engage structural engineers and lawyers to prove
that the damage was linked to Westconnex works, with no assurance that this property damage will be
promptly and satisfactorily fixed.

Ventilation facilities
28. The EIS states that, if the current proposal for ventilation facilities do not manage to achieve satisfactory
environmental and health impacts, that further ventilation facilities may be proposed. This is unacceptable ‘
and the EIS does not provide the alternative locations for any such facilities and therefore the community is |
~ deprived of any opportunity to comment on their impacts. The EIS should not be approved on the basis |
that there may be additional ventilation facilities that are not disclosed in the EIS. ’

SCHOOL SPECIFIC SUBMISSIONS

I‘mpact on safe walking and riding to schools -
29. Many students walk or ride to Orange Grove and Leichhardt Secondary College schools via Darley
~ Road.There are also a number of childcare centres very close to the Darley Road site. .

30. The presence of 170 heavy and light vehicle movements a day at this site will create an unacceptable risk
to students. The EIS should not permit any truck movements near the Darley Road site. The alternative
proposal which provides that all spoil trucks enter and leave from the City West link is the only proposal
that should be considered.

Local roads - prohibited truck movements

31. All of the streets abutting Darley Road identified as NCA 13 (James Street to Falls Street) should have a
strict prohibition on any truck movement.s and worker contractor parking. These homes are already
suffering the worst construction impacts of the work on the site and should be spared the further imposition
of lack of parking and additional noise impacts. The EIS needs to prohibit outright truck movements
(including parking) and worker parking on all of these streets.

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be .
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties.

Name Email ' Mobile

,____
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Submission to: Planning Sérvices, Dept of

Planning and Environment. GPO Box 39, Signature:

Sydney, NSW 2001 Please include/delete (cross out or circle) my
personal information when publishing this submission

Attention: Director - Transport Assessments to your website. Declaration: | have not made any

reportable donations in the last two years.

Address: |q« E/V] MXA st

Application Number: SSI 7485

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link

Suburb:w w l/\ﬂ/ 0{ “’Postcode_‘ZO ?O

| wish to register my strong objections to Stage 3 (M4-M5 Link) for the following reasons -

WESTCONNEX OBJECTIVES _
The main reason given for the construction of the WestConnex motorway is to connect to Sydney Airport and Port
Botany. The project has failed to meet both of these objectives.

TRAVEL TIME SAVED? )
If stage 3 of the Westconnex project is completed, it is predicted that by 2033, reductions in peak travel times from
Western Sydney to the airport and to the Botany Port area will be miniscule. Parramatta to Sydney airport will save 10
minutes, between Burwood and Sydney Airport the time saved will be 5§ minutes and between Silverwater and Port
Botany the time saved will be 10 minutes. These are only the best predictions put forward and time savings may in fact
be much less. The whole rationale for building this wasteful 18 billion dollar polluting project was precisely for that

‘ reason... to reduce travel times and to connect with Port Botany and the Airport.

SUBSIDENCE AND HOUSE DAMAGE

The EIS states that property damage due to ground movement "may occur”, further stating that “settlement induced by
tunnel excavation and groundwater drawdown may occur in some areas along the tunnel alignment”. The risk of
ground movement and subsidence is lessened where tunnelling is more than 35 metres underground. (Vol 2B
‘Appendix E p 1) The planned Inner West Interchange at Leichhardt, Lilyfield and Annandale proposes tunnels which
are astonishingly shallow eg John St at 22m, Hill St at 28m, Moore St 27m (Vol 2B Appendix E Part 2), Catherine
St at 28m (Vol 2B Appendix E Part 1). At these shallow depths, the homes above would indisputably sustain serious
structural damage and cracking. Without provision for full compensation for damage there would be no incentive for
contractors or Roads and Maritime Services to minimise this damage.

DEPTHS OF TUNNELS AND INCOMPLETE EIS DIAGRAMS

In response to enquiries made to the Westconnex Info line it was confirmed that the depths are measured from the
excavation to the surface. Diagrams of the tunnel dimensions in the EIS only give 5.3m as a minimum height. When
further clarification was sought of the total height ie from the tunnel floor to the crown (top of the tunnel), Westconnex
infoline confirmed that 5.3m is the ‘minimum height’, and when pressed further that there is an extra 2.2m above this to
allow for signage and jet fans, giving a total height of 7.5m.

This'is in contrast to information from staff at the Westconnex Information Balmain session who claimed the extra
section above the minimum height of 5.3m would be between 1 to 1.5m.

It throws into confusion what the total height of the tunnels are and therefore the depths of tunnels below homes, which
again the Information Session staff stated could be changed by the contractors. What are residents expected to
believe? Yet Westconnex is asking residents to provide feedback on inadequate, conflicting information.

Significantly, there is nothing in the EIS to ensure that tunnelling would be at a sufficient depth so as not to
endanger the integrity of homes, including vibration, and noise impacts.

Recent experience tells us that residents in the ongoing construction of Stages 1 and 2 have suffered extensive
damage to their homes caused by vibration, tunnelling activities, and changed soil moisture content costing thousands
of dollars to rectify, with their claims still not settled. Insurance policies will not cover this type of damage. The onus has
been on residents to prove that damage to their homes was caused by Westconnex. Furthermore, the EIS actually
concedes there will be moisture drawdown caused by tunnelling. There is nothing addressing these major concerns in
the EIS. This is what residents living in the path of WestConnex are facing and it is totally unacceptable.-

In view of the above no tunnelling less than 35m in depth from the surface to the crown of a tunnel (ie the top)
under residences should be undertaken. And of course no tunnelling should be undertaken under sensitive
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UNFILTERED STACKS

it is clear that Annandale, Glebe, Rozelle, Leichhardt and Lilyfield will be exposed to unacceptable health risks. With
massive number of extra truck four unfiltered emissions stacks in the area plus a large number of exit portals, the
residents of this area will suffer greatly from poisonous diesel particulates. This is negligent when you consider that,
the World Health Organisation in 2012 declared diesel particulates carcinogenic. " As you are no doubt aware there
are at least 5 schools that will be in the orbit of these poisonous fumes and children and the elderly are most at risk to
lung ailments. Your Education Minister Rob Stokes declared in 2017, "No ventilation shafts will be built near any
school.”

AIR AND NOISE POLLUTION

Rozelle Interchange and surrounds will experience increased traffic with associated noise and air pollution— most
particularly at The Crescent, Johnson St Annandale and Catherine St Leichhardt and Ross Street Glebe. These streets
are already highly congested at peak times and with a massive number of extra truck movements and traffic
associated with construction, these streets will become gridlocked during peak times. Also, the widening of The
Crescent between the city West Link and Johnston Street with an extra lane being constructed will lead to heavy
traffic congestion on a road that has 3 Primary/infants schools.

Furthermore, the EIS states that the current Rozelle Interchange and surrounds of Anzac Bridge are presently close to
full capacity. In fact, Anzac Bridge is currently at maximum capacity during peak hours. With the proposed
construction, the area is going to be subjected to a huge increase in vehicle movements throughout the 5 year
construction period.

TRUCK MOVEMENTS .

The removal of spoil from the Rozelle Rail Yards WI|| lead to the largest number of spoil truck movements on the
entire Stage 3 project: 517 Heavy truck movements a day, of which 46 are stated to take place during peak hours.
This will lead to extra noise and air pollution in this area.

The unacceptable noise levels which will accompany the construction of this massive mterchange will further add to
the discomfort of the residents. No analysis has been provided of the magnitude of increased noise pollution which will
adversely affect residents. The EIS actually states that local residents may have to keep their windows and doors
closed to keep out the noise and dust. The proposed work hours for construction in the Goods Yard for the tunneling
and spoil removal are 24 hours a day, seven days a week. ThIS could lead to loss of sleep for local residents as well as
loss of lifestyle.

There will also be disturbance of soil in the old- Rozelle Goods Yard which may be thick with toxic contammants such as
lead and asbestos (as was the case in St Peters.) You made no provision for the safe removal of these toxic
substances in St Peters and | do not see any provision in the EIS for their safe removal in this area.

PROPOSED ‘PARK’

The proposed building of a park in the area of the Goods Yard right in the middle of a large number of exit portals and
poisonous smoke stacks borders on being criminally negligent. This new ‘recreational area’ will be subject to the
dangerous invisible particulates of 2.5 microns and smaller so many residents and children will be unaware that they -
are being poisoned. All evidence shows that these particulates are linked with increased cases of asthma, lung
disease, cancer and stroke placing further pressure on our already overloaded health system.

RESIDENT CONSULTATION

Although the EIS indicates what is to be expected when construction begins, it also states that that only after
Construction Contractors have been engaged would project designs and methodologies be finally worked out and
agreed upon. This may result in major changes to the project design and construction methodologies. The
community would have no say in this process! '

Further, in the introduction of the EIS it clearly‘ states that the information in the EIS is ‘indicative of the final design’
only. The reality of this statement means that the prolect may be completely different to stated plans in the EIS and
shows the process |s a sham.
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I object to the Westconnex M4-M5 link proposals as contained in the EIS for the following reasons:

1. The EIS is a strategy document only. It does not commit to any design, and therefore it doesn’t address any
local issues which are created by the construction of the M4-MS5 link. Its whole purpose is to prepare a legal
and bureaucratic pathway for the sale of Sydney Motor Corporation to the private sector thereby removing the
Government from the oversight and responsibility for the design and construction. It also endeavours to lock
out the public from being able to have any say in what is built, how it is built and where it is built.

2.The EIS shows that traffic on the City West Link, Johnston St, the Crescent, Catherine St and Ross street will
greatly increase during the construction period and also be greatly increased by the time Stage 3 is completed.
It states that Stage 3 will do nothing to improve traffic congestion in the area in fact it will add to the problem.
Many of these areas are already congested at Peak times. This will be highly negative for the local area as more
and more people try to avoid the congestion by using rat runs through the local areas on local streets.

3. The proposed work hours for the Rozelle Rail Yards Site are tunnelling and spoil handling 24 hours a day
seven days a week. On ground construction Mon-Fri 7.00am - 6.00pm, Sat 8.00am- 1.00pm. However as has
been experienced by those at Haberfield and St Peters these hours and especially late and night work have been
extended and implemented when the schedules have fallen behind and this has lead to great physical and
mental stress for many residents through interrupted sleep and loss of sleep especially for those with children.
The roads and sites at night in the area will see a marked increase in noise from truck movements, truck
reversing alarms and running machinery. It will also see a marked increase in light during the night hours with
site illumination and vehicle head lights as has been experienced in other areas. These problems have not been

addressed in the EIS.

4. The Rozelle Rail Yards site is the location of 3 Unfiltered Pollution Stacks. There is a fourth stack on Victoria
Rd close to Darling St almost opposite Rozelle Primary School. If the Western Harbour Tunnel is built there will
also be a total of 7 Tunnel Portals. Tunnel Portals are also areas of high levels of pollution. It is totally
unacceptable that the Pollution Stacks are unfiltered. Recently built tunnels in Tokyo successfully filter 98% of
all pollutants. There are at least 5 schools and childcare centres in close proximity to these pollution stacks.

5. Heart disease will skyrocket due to air pollution caused by Westconnex bringing more cars into the Inner
West says Paul Torzillo, Head of Respiratory medicine at Royal Prince Albert Hospital. Inner West Courier 23rd

May 2017

6. Motor vehicles account for 14% of Particulate Pollution of 2.5 microns and less in Australia. There is no safe
level to exposure to particulate matter of 2.5 microns and less. Fine particulate matter is linked with Asthma,
Lung Disease, Cancer, Stroke and poor lung development in children. Those most at risk are the old, the young
and the unborn of pregnant women.

7. The Rozelle Rail Yard stacks are stated to be 38m high and are situated in a valley area. The majority of
Balmain Road is 39m above sea level and Annandale St is at 29m above sea level. Both are considerably less
than 1 kilometre from the Rail Yard stacks so pollution will be blown directly into many homes in these areas.
This will expose the residents of Annandale, Lilyfield, Rozelle and Balmain to highly increased health risks.

8. There will be major impacts on the Anzac Bridge with a projected increase of 60% in daily traffic. There will
also be major impacts to the Sydney City Centre. The EIS states that this will lead to major impacts on bus
travel time and reliability. The EIS’s suggests that people will have to adjust their travel times to starting for
work earlier and finishing later. This is unacceptable and underlines Westconnex’s waste and total failure.
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Assessments

I object to the Westconnex M4-MS5 link proposals as contained in the EIS for the following reasons:

1. The EIS is a strategy document only. It does not commit to any design, and therefore it doesn’t address any
local issues which are created by the construction of the M4-MS5 link. Its whole purpose is to prepare a legal
and bureaucratic pathway for the sale of Sydney Motor Corporation to the private sector thereby removing the
Government from the oversight and responsibility for the design and construction. It also endeavours to lock
out the public from being able to have any say in what is built, how it is built and where it is built.

2.The EIS shows that traffic on the City West Link, Johnston St, the Crescent, Catherine St and Ross street will
greatly increase during the construction period and also be greatly increased by the time Stage 3 is completed.
It states that Stage 3 will do nothing to improve traffic congestion in the area in fact it will add to the problem.
Many of these areas are already congested at Peak times. This will be highly negative for the local area as more
and more people try to avoid the congestion by using rat runs through the local areas on local streets.

3. The proposed work hours for the Rozelle Rail Yards Site are tunnelling and spoil handling 24 hours a day
seven days a week. On ground construction Mon-Fri 7.00am - 6.00pm, Sat 8.00am- 1.00pm. However as has
been experienced by those at Haberfield and St Peters these hours and especially late and night work have been
extended and implemented when the schedules have fallen behind and this has lead to great physical and
mental stress for many residents through interrupted sleep and loss of sleep especially for those with children.
The roads and sites at night in the area will see a marked increase in noise from truck movements, truck
reversing alarms and running machinery. It will also see a marked increase in light during the night hours with
site illumination and vehicle head lights as has been experienced in other areas. These problems have not been
addressed in the EIS. :

4. The Rozelle Rail Yards site is the location of 3 Unfiltered Pollution Stacks. There is a fourth stack on Victoria
Rd close to Darling St almost opposite Rozelle Primary School. If the Western Harbour Tunnel is built there will
also be a total of 7 Tunnel Portals. Tunnel Portals are also areas of high levels of pollution. It is totally
unacceptable that the Pollution Stacks are unfiltered. Recently built tunnels in Tokyo successfully filter 98% of
all pollutants. There are at least 5 schools and childcare centres in close proximity to these pollution stacks.

5. Heart disease will skyrocket due to air pollution caused by Westconnex bringing more cars into the Inner
West says Paul Torzillo, Head of Respiratory medicine at Royal Prince Albert Hospital. Inner West Courier 23rd

May 2017

6. Motor vehicles account for 14% of Particulate Pollution of 2.5 microns and less in Australia. There is no safe
level to exposure to particulate matter of 2.5 microns and less. Fine particulate matter is linked with Asthma,
Lung Disease, Cancer, Stroke and poor lung development in children. Those most at risk are the old, the young
and the unborn of pregnant women. :

7. The Rozelle Rail Yard stacks are stated to be 38m high and are situated in a valley area. The majority of
Balmain Road is 39m above sea level and Annandale St is at 29m above sea level. Both are considerably less
than 1 kilometre from the Rail Yard stacks so pollution will be blown directly into many homes in these areas.
This will expose the residents of Annandale, Lilyfield, Rozelle and Balmain to highly increased health risks.

8. There will be major impacts on the Anzac Bridge with a projected increase of 60% in daily traffic. There will
also be major impacts to the Sydney City Centre. The EIS states that this will lead to major impacts on bus
travel time and reliability. The EIS’s suggests that people will have to adjust their travel times to starting for
work earlier and finishing later. This is unacceptable and underlines Westconnex’s waste and total failure.
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I am strongly opposed to Stage 3 (M4-MS5 Link) for the following reasons -

WESTCONNEX PURPOSE )
1.The main reason given for the construction of the WestConnex motorway is to connect to Sydney Airport and Port
Botany. The project has failed to meet both of these objectives.

QUESTIONABLE TRAVEL

2. If stage 3 of the Westconnex project is completed, it is predicted that by 2033, reductions in peak travel times from
Western Sydney to the airport and to the Botany Port area will be miniscule. Parramatta to Sydney airport will save 10
minutes, between Burwood and Sydney Airport the time saved will be S minutes and between Silverwater and Port
Botany the time saved will be 10 minutes. These are only the best predictions put forward and time savings may in fact
be much less. The whole rationale for building this wasteful 18 billion dollar polluting project was precisely for that
reason... to reduce travel times and to connect with Port Botany and the Alrport

SUBSIDENCE AND HOUSE DAMAGE

3.The EIS states that property damage due to ground movement "may occur”, further stating that “settlement induced
by tunnel excavation and groundwater drawdown may occur in some areas along the tunnel alignment". The risk of
ground movement and subsidence is lessened where tunnelling is more than 35m underground. (Vol 2B Appendix
E p 1) The planned Inner West Interchange proposes tunnels which are extremely shallow eg John St at 22m, Hill St
at 28m, Moore St 27m (Vol 2B Appendix E Part 2) Catherine St at 28m (Vol 2B Appendix E Part 1). At these
shallow depths, the homes above would indisputably sustain serious structural damage and cracking. Without provision
for full compensation for damage there would be no incentive for contractors or Roads and Maritime Services to
minimise this damage. ’

UNFILTERED STACKS - HEALTH DANGERS

4. It is clear that Annandale, Glebe, Rozelle and Lilyfield will be exposed to unacceptable health risks. With massive
number of extra truck four unfiltered emissions stacks in the area plus a large number of exit portals, the residents
of this area will suffer greatly from poisonous diesel particulates. This is negligent when you consider that, the World
Health Organisation in 2012 declared diesel particulates carcinogenic. " As you are no doubt aware there are at least 5
schools that will be in the orbit of these poisonous fumes and children and the elderly are most at risk to lung ailments.
Your Education Minister Rob Stokes declared in 2017, "No ventilation shafts will be built near any school.”

PARKING CONGESTION

S. Rozelle Rail Yards will have 400 car parking spaces provided for workers(EIS). The daily workforce for these sntes
is stated to be approximately 550. This means that 150 vehicles will need to park in nearby local streets which are
already over-subscribed during weekdays by commuters taking the light rail.

AIR AND NOISE POLLUTION
6. Rozelle Interchange and surrounds will experience increased traffic with associated noise and air pollution—
most particularly at the Crescent, Johnson St and Catherine St, Annandale/Lilyfield/Leichhardt and Ross Street, Glebe.




These streets are already highly congested at peak times and with a massive number of extra truck movements and
traffic associated with construction, these streets will become gridlocked during peak times. Also, the widening of the
Crescent between the city West Link and Johnston street with ar extra lane being constructed will lead to heavy
traffic congestion on a road that has 3 Primary/Infants schools. :

Furthermore, the EIS states that the current Rozelle Interchange and surrounds of Anzac Bridge are presently close to
full capacity. In fact, Anzac Bridge is currently at maximum capacity during peak hours. With the proposed
construction, the area is going to be subjected to a huge increase in vehicle movements throughout the 5 year
construction period.

REMOVAL OF SPOIL - TRUCK MOVEMENTS

7.The removal of spoil from the Rozelle Rail Yards will lead to the largest number of spoil truck movements on the
entire Stage 3 project: 517 Heavy truck movements a day, of which 46 are stated to take place during peak hours.
This will lead to extra noise and air pollution in this area.

The unacceptable noise levels which will accompany the construction of this massive interchange will further add to
the discomfort of the residents. No analysis has been provided of the magnitude of increased noise pollution which will
adversely affect residents. The EIS actually states that local residents may have to keep their windows and doors closed
to keep out the noise and dust. The proposed work hours for construction in the Goods Yard for the tunneling and spoil
removal are 24 hours a day, seven days a week. This could lead to loss of sleep for local residents as well as loss of
lifestyle. ' '

There will also be disturbance of soil in the old Rozelle Goods Yard which may be thick with toxic contaminants such
as lead and asbestos (as was the case in St Peters.) You made no provision for the safe removal of these toxic
substances in St Peters and 1 do not see any provision in the EIS for their safe removal in this area.

LOSS OF PARKS AND RECREATIONAL SPACE
8. The removal of Buruwan Park between The Crescent and Bayview Crescent/Railway Parade, Annandale to
accommodate the widening realignment of the Crescent would be a direct loss of much-needed parkland in this

innercity area. Further, Buruwan Park lies on 2 major cycle route from Railway Parade through to Anzac Bridge, IJTS
-and the CBD.

PROPOSED PARK

9.The proposed building of a park in the area of the Goods Yard right in the middle of a large number of exit portals
and poisonous smoke stacks borders on being criminally negligent. This new “’recreational area’ will be-subject to
the dangerous invisible particulates of 2.5 microns and smaller so many residents and children will be unaware that they
are being poisoned. All evidence shows that these particulates are linked with increased cases of asthma, lung
disease, cancer and stroke placing further pressure on our already overloaded health system.

CONSULTATION

10. Although the EIS indicates what is to be expected when construction begins, it also states that that only after
Construction Contractors have been engaged would project designs and methodologies be finally worked out and
agreed upon. This may result in major changes to the prOJect design and construction methodologles The
community would have no say in this process!

SUBJECT TO CHANGE

11. In the introduction of the EIS it clearly states that the information in the EIS is “indicative of the final design” only.
The reality of this statement means that the project may be completely different to stated plans in the EIS with residents
given no say in the final outcome.

For the reasons listed above the project should not go ahead and alternatives looked into that seriously takes
into consideration all of the issues raised above such as has been proposed by the City of Sydney Council.
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Attention: Director — Transport
Assessments

I object to the Westconnex M4-M5 link proposals as contained in the EIS for the following reasons:

1. The EIS is a strategy document only. It does not commit to any design, and therefore it doesn’t address any
local issues which are created by the construction of the M4-M5 link. Its whole purpose is to prepare a legal
and bureaucratic pathway for the sale of Sydney Motor Corporation to the private sector thereby removing the
Government from the oversight and responsibility for the design and construction. It also endeavours to lock
out the public from being able to have any say in what is built, how it is built and where it is built.

2.The EIS shows that traffic on the City West Link, Johnston St, the Crescent, Catherine St and Ross street will
greatly increase during the construction period and also be greatly increased by the time Stage 3 is completed.
It states that Stage 3 will do nothing to improve traffic congestion in the area in fact it will add to the problem.
Many of these areas are already congested at Peak times. This will be highly negative for the local area as more
and more people try to avoid the congestion by using rat runs through the local areas on local streets.

3. The proposed work hours for the Rozelle Rail Yards Site are tunnelling and spoil handling 24 hours a day
seven days a week. On ground construction Mon-Fri 7.00am - 6.00pm, Sat 8.00am- 1.00pm. However as has
been experienced by those at Haberfield and St Peters these hours and especially late and night work have been
extended and implemented when the schedules have fallen behind and this has lead to great physical and
mental stress for many residents through interrupted sleep and loss of sleep especially for those with children.
The roads and sites at night in the area will see a marked increase in noise from truck movements, truck
reversing alarms and running machinery. It will also see a marked increase in light during the night hours with
site illumination and vehicle head lights as has been experienced in other areas. These problems have not been

addressed in the EIS.

4. The Rozelle Rail Yards site is the location of 3 Unfiltered Pollution Stacks. There is a fourth stack on Victoria
Rd close to Darling St almost opposite Rozelle Primary School. If the Western Harbour Tunnel is built there will
also be a total of 7 Tunnel Portals. Tunnel Portals are also areas of high levels of pollution. It is totally
unacceptable that the Pollution Stacks are unfiltered. Recently built tunnels in Tokyo successfully filter 98% of
all pollutants. There are at least 5 schools and childcare centres in close proximity to these pollution stacks.

5. Heart disease will skyrocket due to air pollution caused by Westconnex bringing more cars into the Inner
West says Paul Torzillo, Head of Respiratory medlcme at Royal Prince Albert Hospital. Inner West Courier 23rd

May 2017

6. Motor vehicles account for 14% of Particulate Pollution of 2.5 microns and less in Australia. There is no safe
level to exposure to particulate matter of 2.5 microns and less. Fine particulate matter is linked with Asthma,
Lung Disease, Cancer, Stroke and poor lung development in children. Those most at risk are the old, the young

and the unborn of pregnant women.

7. The Rozelle Rail Yard stacks are stated to be 38m high and are situated in a valley area. The majority of
Balmain Road is 39m above sea level and Annandale St is at 29m above sea level. Both are considerably less
than 1 kilometre from the Rail Yard stacks so pollution will be blown directly into many homes in these areas.
This will expose the residents of Annandale, Lilyfield, Rozelle and Balmain to highly increased health risks.

8. There will be major impacts on the Anzac Bridge with a projected increase of 60% in daily traffic. There will
also be major impacts to the Sydney City Centre. The EIS states that this will lead to major impacts on bus
travel time and reliability. The EIS’s suggests that people will have to adjust their travel times to starting for
work earlier and finishing later. This is unacceptable and underlines Westconnex’s waste and total failure.



003559

7

Attention Director ‘ ' M ' ! ' (

. . . Name: (
Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, §( 0 “H/
Department of Planning and Environment Address: % ‘ \' H; {1/
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

' \

Application Number: SSI 7485 Suburb: LQ(P{ﬂ;l’\ I M ode 2 O 6‘0
Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link Signature: % (/}\ /

g NJ
Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to'your website
Declaration : | HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years.

| object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS
application, for the following reasons:

1. Iobject to the selection of Darley Road as a civil and construction site on the following grounds.

2. 1 object to the proposal that 170 heavy and light vehicle movements a day will occur at this site. This will create an
unacceptable risk to pedestrians and bicycle users. The EIS should not permit any truck movements near the Darley
Road site. The alternative proposal which provides that all spoil trucks enter and leave from the City West link is the
only proposal that should be considered. The EIS does not mention that many students walk or ride to Orange Grove
and Leichhardt Secondary College schools via Darley Road. There are also a number of childcare centres very close
to the Darley Road site. '

3. 1object to the location of a permanent substation and water treatment plafxt following the completion of the project
on the Darley Road site. This will limit the future uses of the land and the community has been continually assured
that the land, which is Government-owned, would be available for community purposes. The presence of this
facility will forever prevent the ability for safe and direct pedestrian access to the light rail stop, with users
required to walk down a dark and winding path. It will also limit the future use of the site. If a permanent facility is
to be located then it should be moved to the north of the site so that it is out of sight of homes and has less visual
impact on residents.

4. Tunnel depths the tunnel depths for the Leichhardt area as low as 35 metres. This creates and unacceptable risk of
damage to homes due to settlement (ground movement). The EIS acknowledges that at tunnelling at 35 metres and
less this is a real risk. There is no mitigation provided for this risk. Instead, it states that properties will be repaired
at the Government’s expense. However, no details or assurance as to how this will occur are provided. The project

- should not be approved with such tunnelling depths permitted and with no detail as to the extent of damage and
how and when it will be repaired. It will lead to the situation where residents and businesses are forced to engage
structural engineers and lawyers to prove that the damage was linked to WestConnex works, with no assurance that
this property damage will be promptly and satisfactorily fixed.

5. The EIS states that, if the current proposal for ventilation facilities do not manage to achieve satisfactory
environmental and health impacts, that further ventilation facilities may be proposed. This is unacceptable and the
EIS do'es‘ not provide the alternative locations for any such facilities and therefore the community is deprived of any
opportunity to comment on their impacts. The EIS should not be approved on the basis that there may be additional
ventilation facilities that are not disclosed in the EIS.

6. All of the streets abutting Darley Road identified as NCA 13 (James Street to Falls Street) should have a strict
prohibition on any truck movements and worker contractor parking. These homes are already suffering the worst
construction impacts of the work on the site and should be spared the further imposition of lack of parking and
additional noise impacts. The EIS needs to prohibit outright truck movements (including parking) and worker
parking on all of these streets. ' ‘ '

S\

]
Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties

Name Email ) Mobile
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| object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-MS5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS
application, for the following reasons:

1. I further object to the proposal to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site for the reasons set out in this
submission.

2. The EIS should not be approved on the basis that it does not provide a reliable basis on which to base the
approval documents. It does not provide the community with a genuine opportunity to provide meaningful
feedback in accordance with the legislative obligation of the Government to provide a consultation process
because the designs are ‘indicative’ only and subject to change Because of this the EIS has many caveats and
depends upon further steps (such as traffic management plans), the detail of which is not provided. The
community has no cértainty that any of the impacts from construction will be managed to an acceptable level.

3. There are overlaps in the construction periods of the New M5 and M4 of up to one year. This will significantly
worsen impacts for residents close to construction areas. No additional mitigation or any compensation is
offered for residents for these periods (Executive. Summary xxvii). it is unacceptable that residents should have
these prolonged periods of exposure to more than one project. The EIS makes no attempt to measure or
mitigate the cumulative impact of these prolonged periods of construction noise exposure.

4. The EIS states that there may be a ‘small increase in pollutant concentrations’ near surface roads. The EIS
states that potential health impacts associated with changes in air quality (specifically nitrogen dioxide and
particulates) within the local community have been assessed and are considered to be ‘acceptable.’ We
disagree that the impacts on human health are acceptable and object to the project in its entirety because of
these impacts. (Executive Summary xvi)

5. The EIS is misleading because it discusses the creation of 14,350 direct jobs during construction. It omits the
fact that jobs have also been lost because of acquisition of businesses, many of which were long-standing and
employed hundreds of workers. (Executive Summary xviii)

6. There are 36 homes identified as having severe noise impacts during construction in Leichhardt and Lilyfield.
No noise barriers have been identified so residents are unable to comment as to whether this impact will be
reduced. No prbposal for alternative accommodation is provided. This is unacceptable and all of the proposed
noise mitigation options should be detailed in the EIS so that residents have an opportunity to comment on’
what is proposed. (Executive Summary xvii)

7. There is no plan to manage traffic on Darley Road proposed in the EIS. This critical arterial road is regularly
congested at peak periods. Reference in the EIS to developing a traffic management plan in the future is not
acceptable. The detail of what is proposed needs to be contained in the EIS so that residents can assess whether
the impact of 170 light and heavy vehicle movements a day in and out of the site can be acceptably managed.

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties

Name Email Mobile
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| object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-MS5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS
application, for the following reasons:

1. I object to the planned acquisition of the Dan Murphys site on Darley Road for the creation of a civil and tunnel
works site. )

2. The Darley Road site has many issues which make tunneling at this point an unacceptable risk, including that itisin
a flood zone. This proposal will worsen the existing flooding risk. The mitigation suggested in the EIS is not
adequate. ' )

3. TheElSstatesthat property damage willoccurdue to ground movement may occur. The EIS states that ‘settlement,
induced by tunnel excavation, and groundwater drawdown, may occur in some areas along the tunnel alignment’.
The proposed tunnelalignmentcreatesan unacceptable risk of ground movement. We object to the pr'oject inits
entirety on this basis. The risk of ground movementis Iessened where tunnellingis more than 35 metres. However,
sometunnellingis atlessthan 10 metres.

4. The EIS states that ‘a preferred noise mitigation option’ would be determined during ‘detailed design’. This
approach deprives residents of any ability to comment on the detailed designs. (Executive Summary xvi)

5. The EIS does not mention the impact of aircraft noise ar;d its cumulativeimpact. Therefore, noise levels identified inthe
EiSare misleading. The EIS states there will be at least 10 weeks of severe noise impacfs during the time that Dan
Murphys is demolished and the road prepared. | object to the selection of the Darley Road site because of the
unacceptable noise impacts it will have on surrounding homesand businesses, with at least 36 homes identified as
suffering extreme noise interference for this initial 10-week period.

6. The EIS states thatall vegetation will be removed on the Darley Road site which includes several mature trees. | object to
the removal of these trees which create a visual and noise barrier for residents from the City West Link. If the trees
are removed they must be replaced with mature trees as soon as the remediation of the site commences.

7. There is no evidence provided in the EIS that the ventilation outlets will be safe. The EIS simply states that ‘the
ventilation outlets would be designed to effectively disperse the emissions from the tunneland are predicted to have
negligible effect on local air quality (xiv, Executive Summary). This is inadequafe and details of the impacts on air
quality need to be provided so that the residents and experts can meaningfully commenton theimpact.

8. The proposal for apermanent water treatmentplantand substation to the south of the site on Darley Road will prevent
direct pedestrian access to the light rail station. It will affect the future uses of the site once the project is completed.
The facilify is out of step with the area which is comprised of low rise homes and detracts from the visual amenity of the
area. This site is a pedestrian huband will be avisual blight for pedestrians, bike users and the homes that have direct
line of sight to the facility. It should not be permitted tobe located on this site. .

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and‘ must not be divulged to other parties

I

Name Email___ Mobile
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| object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS
application, for the following reasons:

1. | object to the planned acquisition of the Dan Murphys site on Darley Road for the creation of a civil and tunnel
works site as it will create unacceptable noise impacts for the community and lead to traffic chaos, along with
creating an increased risk of accidents to pedestrians and cycle users.

2. The substation and water treatment plant proposed for Darley Road should be moved to the north end of the site
near the City West link so that it is less visible to residents. There are no homes that will have direct line of site of the
facility if it is moved. This will also enable direct pedestrian access to the light rail without the need to use the
winding path at the rear of the site which creates safety issues and adds to the time required to access the light rail
stop.

3. The EIS permits trucks to access local roads in ‘exceptional circumstances’, which includes gueuing at the site. Given
the acknowledged constraints of the Darley Rd site (and based on experience with cars accessing the site for Dan
Murphy's), queuing wili be the norm and not the exception. The EIS, as pertains to the Darley Road site, needs to be
amended to rule out queuing as an exceptional circumstance which allows trucks to use local roads.

-~

4. At the conclusion of the construction period, the Darley Road site should be returned to the community as
compensation for the imposition of this construction site in our neighbourhood for a 5-year period. If the substation
and water treatment plant is moved to the north of the site, then the lower half of the site (which is the most
accessible end) could be converted into open space with mature trees planted. As this site is immediately adjacent
to the bay run, bicycle parking and other facilities that support active transport could be included. This would resuit
increase the green space for residents and result in a pleasant green environment for pedestrians, rather than a
fenced facility. The approvail conditions need to mandate that the Darley Rd site is to be preserved as green space
or other community purposes at the conclusion of the construction period.

5. No trucks (heavy or light) should be permitted on any streets adjacent to Darley Road identified as NCA 13 (James
Street to Fails Street). A blanket prohibition should be in force with respect to any worker vehicles from the.
construction site parking on these local streets. These homes will already suffer the worst construction impacts
and should be spared the further imposition.of lack of parking and the additional noise impacts of additional cars
on their street. These local streets are not designed to handle heavy vehicle movements. Therefore, any approval
conditions need to prohibit outright truck movements (including parking) and worker parking on all local streets
adjacent to Darley Road.

6. Any approval conditions and the relevant construction contracts must require that all workers to the Darley Rd site
are bussed in or use public transport such as the light rail, with no parking whatsoever permitted on local r_oaids '
adjacent to the Darley Road site. The site currently provides only 11 car spacers for an estimated 100 workers a day
on site. The project cannot be approved on this basis without a strict requirement on workers to use public
transport or project provided transport and a prohibition needs to be in place against parking on local streets.

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties

Name ' Email Mobile
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| object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS
application, for the following reasons:

I object to the selection of Darley Road as a civil and construction site on the following grounds.

-

2. The period of construction proposed is unacceptably long. Leichhardt residents were repeatedly told by SMC that
the Darley Road site would be operational for three years while the EIS states that it will be operational for 5
years. This period creates an unacceptable impact for residents. The works on the site should be restricted to a
three-year program as was promised.

3. The noise impacts of construction are not able to be mitigated to an acceptable level and the EIS should not be
approved on this basis. The EIS states that 36 homes will have unacceptable noise impacts for extended periods at
the Darley road construction site. The EIS does not mention the cumulative impact of aircraft noise in the
Leichhardt or St Peters area, and therefore does not reflect the true impact of construction noise on the amenity of
nearby residents and businesses.

4. No truck movements should be permitted on Darley Rd or any local roads in Leichhardt or adjoining suburbs. The
EIS should not be approved on its current basis which provides for 170 heavy and light vehicles accessing Darley
Road on a daily basis. This will create unacceptable safety issues and noise impacts for adjacent homes while also
compromising pedestrian and bicycle access to the light rail and bay run. It will also lead to truck chaos on this

_critical arterial road providing access to and across the City West Link. The EIS states that an alternative truck
movement is proposed which involves use of the City West Link and no need for spoil trucks to access Darley Road.
I object to the selection of the Darley Rd site altogether, but propose this alternative, which appears to represent
the least worst impact, should be chosen if this site is to beused.

5. 1object to the number of truck movements proposed at the Darley Road site. The EIS states that there will be daily
movements of 170 heavy and light vehicles accessing Darley Road. This creates an unacceptable risk to the safety of
pedestrians accessing the North Leichhardt light rail stop as well as bicycle users accessing the bicycle route on .
Darley Road and entering Canal road to join the dedicated bike paths on the bay run. Many school children cross at
this point to walk to Orange Grove and Leichhardt Secondary College. The EIS states that an alternative truck
movement is proposed which involves use of the City West Link with no trucks to access Darley Road. The selection
of Darley Road should not be approved if it involves any truck movements on Darley Road, as is currently provided.

6. No workers associated with the WestConnex project should.be permitted to park on local streets. Parking is at a
premium in this area and many residents do not have off-street parking. The removal of 20 car spaces for five
years as is proposed on Darley Road will worsen this situation as will the removal of ‘kiss and ride facilities’ at the
light rail. There is also a pre-DA application for 120 units on William Street which is not taken into account in the
EIS. This will place further stress on parking. The EIS needs to outright prohibit any worker parking on local streets
and provide a plan for enforcement (to be paid for my SMC and not by the Inner West Council).

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties

Name Email Mobile
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| object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-MS Link proposals as contained in the EIS
application, for the following reasons: ’

1. | further object to the proposal to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site for the reasons set out in this

submission.

2. The EIS should not be approved as it does not contain any certainty for residents as to what is proposed and does
not provide a basis on which the project can be approved. The EIS states ‘the detail of the design and construction
approach is indicative only based on a concept design and is subject to detailed design and construction planning to
be undertaken by the successful contractors.” The EIS should not be approved on the basis that it does not provide a
reliable basis on which to base the approval documents. It does not provide the community with a genuine
opportunity to provide meaningful feedback in accordance with the legislative obligation of the Government to
provide a consultation process because the designs are ‘indicative’ only and subject to change. Because of this the
EIS is riddled with caveats and lacks clear obligations and requirements of project delivery. The additional effect of
this is that the community and other stakeholders such as the Council will be unable to undertake compliance
activities as the conditions are simply too broad and lack any substantial detail.

3. The impacts in the EIS are misleading because they do not include any detail of the cumulative impact caused by
the overlaps in the construction periods of the New M5 and M4 (of up to one year). No additional mitigation or any
compensation is offered for residents for these periods (Executive Summary xxvii). It is unacceptable that residents
should have these prolonged periods of exposure to multiple WestConnex projects. The EIS makes no attempt to
measure or mitigate the cumulative impact of these prolonged periods of construction noise exposure. Nor does the
EIS provide for any traffic management to prevent rat running during the period of construction, when Stages 1 and
2 have opened. The EIS should not be approved without this detail and adequate plans to manage this impact.

4. TheEIlSis misieading because it discusses the creation of 14,350 direct jobs during construction. It omits the fact
that jobs have also been lost because of acquisition of businesses, many of which were long-standing and
employed hundreds of workers. (Executive Summary xviii)

5. The EIS states that all vegetation on the Darley Road site will be removed. This includes a mature large tree
which provides a visual and noise barrier from the City West Link. The tree should not be permitted to be
removed. :

6. Despite the fact the EIS.identifies over 30 homes with severe noise impacts, no mitigation'is mandated. While the
possibility of noise walls is flagged, along with in-home treatments, none of this is a requirement. Nor is any detail
provided on which residents or business owners can comment, No noise barriers have been proposed. This is
unacceptable and appropriate noise barriers should be included in the EIS for consideration. {Executive Summary
xvii)

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties
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| object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as
contained in the EIS application, for the following reasons:

1.

Construction hours — Leichhardt. The EIS states that works affecting parts of the surface road network

“subject to high traffic volumes’ will occur out of hours. As Darley Road falls into this category it is likely

residents will be subjected to regular out of hours works. This is an unacceptable impact given the EIS
provides for 10 weeks of surface works. Any approval conditions need to place a reasonable and enforceable
limit on the number of nights of out of hours work.

EIS is ‘indicative only’ The EIS states that the EIS is indicative only and can be subject to change by the
contractor. In addition, the community will have no opportunity to comment on the detailed designs, nor on
the preferred Infrastructure Report. The EIS should not be approved as it does not give the community a
meaningful opportunity to comment on the impacts to which it will be subject to as a result of this project.
Lack of information The EIS sets out the ‘consultation’ which has occurred with the community over the
past 12 months. However, these consultation sessions have not provided any meaningful information. And
in the EIS no detail is provided as to how impacts will be managed. For example, the traffic will be subject to
a traffic management plan. What is traffic cannot be managed to an acceptable level at Darley Road? The
EIS does not provide any assurance that impacts such as congestion caused by.the addition of 170 vehicle
movements a day at the Darley Road site, will be managed to an acceptable level.

Blackmore oval. The EIS states that Blackmore Oval was not taken for this project as a result of feedback
from the community. | understand that the site was unsuitable for tunneling as it suffered from flooding and
was ruled out on this basis. The EIS should not contain misrepresentations such as this.

Flooding — Leichhardt. Darley Road and adjacent streets such as Hubert St are exposed to flood. The flood
impact could be exacerbated by the disruption or blockage of existing drainage networks, which are risks
identified in the EIS. The EIS has not assessed whether the identified risk to the existing drainage network
will cause increased risk of flood damage to flood lots and it fails to take account of the Inner West Council’s
Leichhardt Floodplain Risk Management Plan which contains recommended flood modification options. The
EIS has not assessed whether its drainage infrastructure will impede the Inner West Council’s Leichhardt
Floodplain Risk Management Plan option HC_FM3 to lay additional pipes/culverts from Elswick Street to
Hawthorne Canal (via Regent Street and Darley Road). RMS has not assessed whether its drainage
infrastructure will impede Inner West Council's Leichhardt Floodplain Risk Management Plan option
HC_FM4 to lay additional pipes/ cuiverts from William Street to Hawthorne Canal via Hubert Street and
Darley Road. The EIS should not be approved as it has not.properly explained or assessed these impacts.
Leichhardt North Light Rail — The presence of hundreds of trucks and heavy machinery at the Darley Road
site will make it difficult and hazardous for pedestrians to access the light rail. There is no detail in the EIS
as to how this impact will be managed and the EIS should not be approved without properly identifying
management strategies for this risk. :

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must

be removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other
parties . '
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| object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals

as contained in the EIS application, for the following reasons:
)

Leichhardt Environmental issues - Substation and water treatment plant
The EIS proposes that ‘treated’ water from the tunnel will be directly discharged into the
stormwater drain at Blackmore oval. There are four long-standing rowing clubs in the vicinity

of this location. This plan will jeopardise the integrity of our waterway and compromise the use

of the bay for recreational activities for boat and other users. We object in the strongest terms
to this proposal on environmental and health reasons.

Presence of Substation and water treatment plant - Leichhardt

There is no detail in the EIS about the impact of the ongoing Motorway maintenance activities
during operation provided (noise, vibrations, hours of operation, workers on site etc). The
community therefore cannot comment on the impact that this permanent facility will have on
the amenity of the area. The erection of this facility should not be approved in the basis that
no information is provided and therefore impacts (on parking, safety, noise, amenity of the
area) are not known. :

. Out-of-hours and night work - Leichhardt

Because Darley Rd is highly congested during day time, it is likely there will be frequent out of
hours and night work. The EIS as drafted effectively permits out of hours to be undertaken
whenever this is convenient to the contractor. This will create an unacceptable impact on those
living close to the site. The approval conditions need to prohibit out of hours and night work except
in genuine exceptional circumstances (for example, a risk to life). It is unacceptable to not provide
limits and clear rules on such work. :

Flooding — Leichhardt ~

The EIS states that there may be impacts from flooding which, amongst other things, may disrupt
drainage systems. Darley Road is in a flood zone and there have been ongoing issued with flooding
requiring remedial work. This proposal creates an unacceptable risk of flooding and associated
damage and a major tunnelling site should not be permitted on this site on this ground. There is no
detail as to how the issues with flooding at Darley Road will be managed and on their potential
impact on the area.

Disruption to road network — Leichhardt

Disruption to road network

The EIS states that there will be ‘impacts’ ‘that would affect the efficiency of the road network.” No
detail is provided in the EIS as to how cars will be able to access and cross the City West Link
once 170 vehicles (heavy and light) access the site on a daily basis. it belies common sense how
this can even be considered, given its impact on commuter times.

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must
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B object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as

contained in the EIS application, for the following reasons:

1.

Acquisition and demolition of Dan Murphys — | object to the acquisition of this site on the basis that Dan
Murphys renovated and started a new business in December 2016, in full knowledge that they were to be
acquired, with the acquisition process commencing early November 2016. This is maladministration of public
money and the tax payer should not be left to foot the compensation bill in these circumstances. It is also
wasteful that several million dollars was spent on renovations, for the entire structure to de demolished less
than 18 months later.

Night works — Leichhardt. The EIS states that to minimize disruptions to traffic on the existing road network

(including in peak hours) there will be night works where appropriate. Given the congested nature of Darley
Road, it is likely there will be frequent night work (EIS, 6.4). This will create an unacceptable impact in
residents. It is unacceptable that a highly unsuitable site has been selected. And, instead of a proper plan to
manage traffic, the EIS contemplate work simply occurring at night. This is objected to in the strongest terms.
Additional facilities. The EIS states that the contractor may decide upon additional ‘construction ancillary
facilities’ to the 12 identified in the EIS. The EIS should not be approved on the basis that there may be more
unidentified sites taken, as residents will have no opportunity to comment on their impacts. The approval
condition should limit any construction facilities to those already notified and detailed in the EIS.
Permanent substation and water treatment plant - Residents on Darley Rd opposite the site and residents
in Hubert St will have a direct line of site to the Motorway operation infrastructure. The resultant impact is a
permanent degradation of the visual environment, is a loss of amenity and is detrimental to the community.
This facility should not be permitted in this location and the EIS needs to demonstrate why it is required at
this site. If approved, the facility should be moved to the north of the site out of line of site of residents. The
residual land should be returned for community purposes, such as green space, with future commercial uses
ruled out. If the community is forced to endure 5 years of severe disruptions due to this toll road, the
compensation should, at the very least, result in the land being returned to the community as green space.
Noise mitigation — Leichhardt. The noise mitigation proposed in the EIS is unacceptable. No detail of
noise walls is provided, giving residents no opportunity to comment on whether final impacts are acceptable.
This is despite the fact 36 homes are identified in the EIS as severely affected by construction noise. The
acoustic shed proposed is of the lowest grade and does-not cover the entire site, resulting in noise impacts
from the movement of trucks in and out of the tunnel access point. The highest grade acoustic shed should
be provided, with the shed covering the entire site. The additional noise mitigation such as noise walls, need
to be set out in detail so that residents can properly comment on the impacts.
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| object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-MS Link proposals as
contained in the EIS application, for the following reasons:

1. Traffic operational modelling — Leichhardt. The EIS does not provide any operational modelling for
the Darley Road area (8-11), despite the fact 170 vehicles a day are proposed to enter this highly
congested (during peak hours) area. Darley Road is a critical arterial road for commuters accessing the
City West Link and this analysis should be provided so that impacts can be properly assessed.

2. Crash statistics — City West Link and James St intersection. The EIS only analyses crash statistics
near the interchanges. It does not provide any detail as to the number of crashes at the James St/City
West Link intersection which, on Transport for NSW's own figures, is the third most dangerous
intersection in the inner west. Nor does it comment on the two fatalities that occurred on Darley Road
near the proposed construction site. The EIS needs to detail the increased risk in crashes that will be
caused by the additional 170 vehicles a day that are proposed to enter and leave Darley Road during
the construction period. The EIS needs to detail how this risk of crashes will be managed to an
acceptable level, which it does not.

3. Worker parking — Leichhardt. There is provision in the EIS for only a dozen worker car parks and no
provision for the 100 or so workers who will be permanently based at the Darley Road site for up to five
years. A major construction site project should not be permitted in a neighbourhood area without allocated
parking for all workers. No other business would be permitted to be established without this requirement
being satisfied — why is it acceptable for this project? In addition, the EIS proposes the removal of 20 car
spaces used by residents on Darley Road and will remove the ‘kiss and ride’ facility at the light rail stop. This
will result in residents being unable to park-in their own street and will increase noise impacts from workers
doing shift changeovers 24 hours a day. The EIS needs to mandate the use of public transport or provide
for workers to be bussed in if adequate allocated parking is not provided. '

4. Number of vehicle movements — Leichhardt. The EIS states that there will be 170 heavy and light vehicle
movements a day during construction (5 years). There is no guarantee that these figures are accurate as
they are indicative only. The effect of these movements will be drastically increased commuter times for
anyone accessing the City West Link during peak periods. The Darley Road site is equally busy on Saturday
and this is not accounted for or acknowledged in the EIS. The EIS should not permit this number of vehicle
movements and should be rejected on this basis as there is no plan as to how this will be managed. Referring
to a future traffic management plan is inadequate — there is no guarantee that any such plan will be able to
manage this traffic impact to an acceptable level.

5. Access routes — Leichhardt. The EIS states that all construction vehicles will enter and leave via Darley
Road. Although near the City West Link, Darley Rd abuts a large number of small, local streets and homes
and streets near Darley Road will be impacted by a heavy vehicle movement every 3-4 minutes. This is an
unacceptable impact. No heavy or light vehicle movements should be permitted on Darley Road whatsoever
and an alternative route which does not involve Darley Road is the only route that should be approved.

Campaign Mailing Lists : | wouid like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must
be removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other
parties
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| object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as

contained in the EIS application, for the following reasons:

Traffic diversions — Leichhardt. The EIS states that ‘temporary diversions along Darley Road may be
required during construction’ (8-65). No detail is provided as to when these diversions would occur;

" there is no provision for consultation with the community; no detail as to how long the diversions will be

in place and no comment on the impact of diversions on local roads or the amenity of residents. Will
diversions occur at night? If so, down what streets? Diverting the arterial traffic from Darley Road down
local streets (which are not designed for heavy vehicle volumes) will result in damage to streets, sleep
disturbances for residents and create safety issues. There is also childcare centre and a school near
the William Street/Elswick Street intersection which will be impacted by diverting vehicles onto local
roads. It is unacceptable for proposed road diversions not to be detailed whatsoever in the EIS. The
EIS should not be approved without setting out the impacts of road diversions on residents and

Permanent water treatment plant and substation — Leichhardt The proposal to locate this permanent
structure in a residential setting is opposed. The site will have a negative visual impact on the area and is in
direct line of sight of a number of homes. If approved, the facility should be moved to the north of the site

Discharge of water into storm water at Blackmore Oval — Leichhardt The permanent substation and
water treatment plant proposed for the Darley Road site facility should not be approved as part of the EIS. It
proposes discharging water from the tunnels into the storm water canal near Blackmore Oval. This will
devastate our waterways and impact negatively on the amenity of the bay which has four rowing clubs in
close proximity. In addition, the environmental impacts of this discharge are not properly set out in the EIS.
Impacts not provided — Permanent water treatment plant and substation — The EIS states that
there will be an office, worker parking and buildings to accommodate this facility on a permanent basis.
It does not provide any detail as to — noise impacts, numbers of workers on site, any health risks
associated with the facility. This is simply inadequate and the decision to locate this facility should be
subject to a thorough assessment and approval process. It should not be approved as part of this EIS

1.
businesses.
2.
further from homes.
3.
4.
as there is simply no detail provided about the impact of this facility on the amenity of the area.
5.

Removal of vegetation — Leichhardt. The EIS states that all vegetation will be removed on the Darley
Road site. There are several mature trees located on the north of the site. None of these trees should be
removed as they provide precious greenery. They also act as a visual and noise screen for residents from
the City West Link traffic.. All efforts should be taken to retain the trees and the EIS should not simply permit
these trees to be removed without proper investigations being undertaken as to how they can be retained. If
they are removed 9followign a proper investigation and consideration of all options) then the approval needs
to specify that all streets are replaced with mature, native trees at the conclusion of the construction at the
site.
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Application Number: SSI 7485 Application

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link

| submit my objection to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link as contained in the EIS application # SS| 7485, for
the following reasons, and ask that the Minister reject the application and require preparation of a
genuine, not indicative, EIS

Indicative works program — Leichhardt:

(1) Leichhardt residents were repeatedly told by SMC that the Darley Road site would be operational for three
years. The EIS states that it will be operational for 5 years. This creates an unacceptable impact for residents.
The works on the site should be restricted to a three-year program as was promised.

Access tunnel from Darley Road - Leichhardt:

(2) The EIS contains no detail of the access tunnel from the Darley Road site to the mainline tunnel other than
depicting the route. The approval conditions need to ensure that tynnelling is occurring at sufficient depth so
as to not jeopardise the integrity of the homes and not create unacceptable vibration and noise impacts for
James Street residents and those at adjacent streets. The approval conditions need to make clear the period of
time for which the ‘temporary’ tunnel is to be used.

Local road diversions and closures - Leichhardt:

(3) The EIS states that these will occur near the Darley Road site. There is no detail provided, nor is there a process
by which residents can influence such decisions. The Inner West Council documents state that Darley Road is
not built to normal road requirements and safety standards, as it was established as an access road for the
former goods line. Two fatalities have occurred near the site location, with many accidents. The Council has
been trying to make Darley Road a safer route for many years. Elwick Street North for example was partially
closed as a result of a fatality. The approval conditions need to make it clear that all road closures need to be
made in consultation with residents affected and that the safety issues are adequately addressed. No arterial
traffic from Darley Road should be allowed to be diverted onto narrow local roads.

Environmental Issues - Contamination — Leichhardt:

(4) The EIS states that Darley Road is a contaminated site, and likely has asbestos. The proposal'is that ‘treated’
water will be directly discharged into the stormwater drain at Blackmore oval. There are four long-standing
rowing clubs in the vii:inity of this location. This plan will jeopardise the integrity of our waterway and
compromise the use of the bay for recreational activities for boat and other users. We object in the strongest
terms to this proposal on environmental and health reasons. There is no detail of the ongoing Motorway
maintenance activities during operation provided in the EIS. The community therefore cannot comment on the
impact that this ongoing facility will have on the locality. This component of the EIS should not be approved as
this information is not provided and therefore impacts (on parking, safety, noise, amenity of the area) are not
known.
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OU 3 Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link
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| submit my objection to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link as contained in the EIS application # SS| 7485, for
the following reasons, and ask that the Minister reject the application and require preparation of a
- genuine, not indicative, EIS

- // Application Number: SSI 7485 Application

o The EIS states that there are ‘investigations’ occurring into alternative access to the Darley Road site. The
EIS does not provide any detail on which residents can comment about alternative access which would
keep trucks off Darley Road. The plans for alternative access should be expedited. It should be a condition |
of approval that the alternative access is confirmed and that no spoil trucks are permitted to access Darley
Road due to the unacceptable noise, safety and traffic issues that the current proposal creates.

o The mature trees on the Darley Road site should be preserved. If any trees are removed during
construction it should be a condition of approval that they are replaced with mature trees.

o | object to the location of this facility in our neighbourhood as out of step with the surroundings. If it is
retained, then it should be moved to the north of the site, out of view from homes. The residual land
should be returned for community purposes such as parkland.

o There is no need for the Darley Road site, other than a time saving (tunneling) of several months. It is
unacceptable that the community should be forced to endure 5 years of severe disruption to
accommodate the timetable of the private contractors. The EIS should not be approved on the basis that
it contains provision for the Darley Road site without any proper justification as for its need.

o | object to the acquisition of this site on the basis that Dan Murphys renovated and started a new business
in December 2016, in full knowledge that they were to be acquired, with the acquisition process
commencing early November 2016. This is maladministration of public money and the taxpayer should
not be left to foot the compensation bill in these circumstances.

o The EIS states that to minimize disruptions to traffic on the existing road network (including in peak hours)
there will be night works where appropriate. Given the congested nature of Darley Road, it is likely there
will be frequent night work (EIS, 6.4). This will create an unacceptable impact in residents. It is
unacceptable that a highly unsuitable site has been selected. And, instead of a proper plan to manage
traffic, the EIS contemplate work simply occurring at night. This is objected to in the strongest terms.

o The EIS states that the contractor may decide upon additional ‘construction ancillary facilities’ to the 12 .
identified in the EIS. The EIS should not be approved on the basis that there may be more unidentified
sites taken, as residents will have no opportunity to comment on their impacts. The approval condition
should limit any construction facilities to those already notified and detailed in the EIS.
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| submit my objection to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link as contained in the EIS application # SSI 7485, for
the following reasons, and ask that the Minister reject the application and require preparation of a
genuine, not indicative, EIS ' '

Return of the site after construction - Leichhardt:

a. The Darley Road site will not be returned after the project, with a substantial portion permanently housing a
Motorways Operations facility which involves a substation and water treatment plant. This means that the
residents will not be able to directly access the North Light rail Station from Darley Road but will have to
traverse Canal Road and use the narrow path from the side. In addition the presence of this facility reduces the
utility of this vital land which could be turned into a community facility. Over the past 12 months community
representatives were repeatedly told that the land would be returned and this has not occurred. We also object
to the location of this type of infrastructure in a neighbourhood setting.

Location of permanent Motorway operations complex on Darley Road:

b. We strongly object to the proposed location of this permanent operational facility on Darley Road. The
presence of this site contradicts repeated assurances to the community that the site would be returned after
construction was completed. The ongoing presence of this site will limit future uses of the darley Road site
which could serve community purposes, particularly given its location directly next to public transport. Its
presence removes the ability to provide more accessible, safer and direct pedestrian access to the North
Leichhardt Light Rail Station. The plant location, in a neighbourhood setting is not appropriate. It will reduce
property values and have an unacceptable impacts on the visual amenity of the area. The streets adjacent to
Darley Road are comprised of low-rise residential homes and small businesses and infrastructure such as this
should not be permitted in such a location.

Alternative housing for residents - Leichhardt:

c. The EIS needs to provide specific detail as to what will be provided by way of alternative accommodation to the
36 residents identified as suffering extreme noise interference.There is no plan to temporarily relocate such
residents, not to offer them financial compensation to enable them to move out during the worst period. There
is an estimated 10 weeks of extreme noise during demolition of the commercial building and preparatory road
works. Once this work is finished the residents will also be forced to endure a truck every 3-4 minutes for a
period of five years. It is clearly not possible for such residents to continue to live in these houses and the EIS
needs to detail what will be provided in terms of alternative living arrangements for part, or all of the
construction work period.
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| object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as
contained in the EIS application, for the following reasons:

1.

Construction hours — Leichhardt. The EIS states that works affecting parts of the surface road network
‘subject to high traffic volumes’ will occur out of hours. As Darley Road falls into this category it is likely
residents will be subjected to regular out of hours works. This is an unacceptable impact given the EIS
provides for 10 weeks of surface works. Any approval conditions need to place a reasonable and enforceable
limit on the number of nights of out of hours work.

EIS is ‘indicative only’ The EIS states that the EIS is indicative only and can be subject to change by the
contractor. In addition, the community will have no opportunity to comment on the detailed designs, nor on
the preferred Infrastructure Report. The EIS should not be approved as it does not give the community a
meaningful opportunity to comment on the impacts to which it will be subject to as a result of this project.
Lack of information The EIS sets out the ‘consultation’ which has occurred with the community over the
past 12 months. However, these consultation sessions have not provided any meaningful information. And

in the EIS no detail is provided as to how impacts will be managed. For example, the traffic will be subject to

a traffic management plan. What is traffic cannot be managed to an acceptable level at Darley Road? The
EIS does not provide any assurance that impacts such as congestion caused by the addition of 170 vehicle
movements a day at the Darley Road site, will be managed to an acceptable level.

Blackmore oval. The EIS states that Blackmore Oval was not taken for this project as a result of feedback
from the community. | understand that the site was unsuitable for tunneling as it suffered from flooding and
was ruled out on this basis. The EIS should not contain misrepresentations such as this.

Flooding — Leichhardt. Darley Road and adjacent streets such as Hubert St are exposed to flood. The flood
impact could be exacerbated by the disruption or blockage of existing drainage networks, which are risks
identified in the EIS. The EIS has not assessed whether the identified risk to the existing drainage network
will cause increased risk of flood damage to flood lots and it fails to take account of the Inner West Council’s
Leichhardt Floodplain Risk Management Plan which contains recommended flood modification options. The
EIS has not assessed whether its drainage infrastructure will impede the Inner West Council’s Leichhardt
Floodplain Risk Management Plan option HC_FMS3 to lay additional pipes/culverts from Elswick Street to
Hawthorne Canal (via Regent Street and Darley Road). RMS has not assessed whether its drainage
infrastructure will impede Inner West Council's Leichhardt Floodplain Risk Management Plan option

'HC_FM4 to lay additional pipes/ culverts from William Street to Hawthorne Canal via Hubert Street and

Darley Road. The EIS should not be approved as it has not properly explained or assessed these impacts.
Leichhardt North Light Rail — The presence of hundreds of trucks and heavy machinery at the Darley Road
site will make it difficult and hazardous for pedestrians to access the light rail. There is no detail in the EIS
as to how this impact will be managed and the EIS should not be approved without properly identifying
management strategies for this risk.
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| object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as
contained in the EIS application, for the following reasons:

1.

Traffic operat_lonal modelling — Leichhardt. The EIS does not provide any operational modelling for
the Darley Road area (8-11), despite the fact 170 vehicles a day are proposed to enter this highly
congested (during peak hours) area. Darley Road is a critical arterial road for commuters accessing the
City West Link and this analysis should be provided so that impacts can be properly assessed.

Crash statistics — City West Link and James St intersection. The EIS only analyses crash statistics
near the interchanges. It does not provide any detail as to the number of crashes at the James St/City
West Link intersection which, on Transport for NSW's own figures, is the third most dangerous
intersection in the inner west. Nor does it comment on the two fatalities that occurred on Darley Road
near the proposed construction site. The EIS needs to detail the increased risk in crashes that will be
caused by the additional 170 vehicles a day that are proposed to enter and leave Darley Road during
the construction period. The EIS needs to detail how this risk of crashes will be mahaged to an
acceptable level, which it does not.

Worker parking — Leichhardt. There is provision in the EIS for only a dozen worker car parks and no
provision for the 100 or so workers who will be permanently based at the Darley Road site for up to five
years. A major construction site project should not be permitted in a neighbourhood area without allocated
parking for all workers. No other business would be permitted to be established without this requirement
being satisfied — why is it acceptable for this project? In addition, the EIS proposes the removal of 20 car
spaces used by residents on Darley Road and will remove the ‘kiss and ride’ facility at the light rail stop. This
will result in residents being unable to park in their own street and will increase noise impacts from workers
doing shift changeovers 24 hours a day. The EIS needs to mandate the use of public transport or provide
for workers to be bussed in if adequate allocated parking is not provided.

Number of vehicle movements — Leichhardt. The EIS states that there will be 170 heavy and light vehicle
movements a day during construction (5 years). There is no guarantee that these figures are accurate as
they are indicative only. The effect of these movements will be drastically increased commuter times for
anyone accessing the City West Link during peak periods. The Darley Road site is equally busy on Saturday
and this is not accounted for or acknowledged in the EIS. The EIS should not permit this number of vehicle
movements and should be rejected on this basis as there is no plan as to how this will be managed. Referring
to a future traffic management plan is inadequate — there is no guarantee that any such plan will be able to
manage this traffic impact to an acceptable level.

Access routes — Leichhardt. The EIS states that all construction vehicles will enter and leave via Darley
Road. Although near the City West Link, Darley Rd abuts a large number of small, local streets and homes
and streets near Darley Road will be impacted by a heavy vehicle movement every 3-4 minutes. This is an
unacceptable impact. No heavy or light vehicle movements should be permitted on Darley Road whatsoever
and an aiternative route which does not involve Darley Road is the only route that should be approved.
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| object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as
contained in the EIS application, for the following reasons:

1. Construction hours — Leichhardt. The EIS states that works affecting parts of the surface road network
‘subject to high traffic volumes’ will occur out of hours. As Darley Road falls into this category it is likely

* residents will be subjected to regular out of hours works. This is an unacceptable impact given the EIS
provides for 10 weeks of surface works. Any approval conditions need to place a reasonable and enforceable
limit on the number of nights of out of hours work.

2. EIS is ‘indicative only’ The EIS states that the EIS is indicative only and can be subject to change by the
contractor. In addition, the community will have no opportunity to comment on the detailed designs, nor on
the preferred Infrastructure Report. The EIS should not be approved as it does not give the community a
meaningful opportunity to comment on the impacts to which it will be subject to as a result of this project.

3. Lack of information The EIS sets out the ‘consultation’ which has occurred with the community over the
past 12 months. However, these consultation sessions have not provided any meaningful information. And
in the EIS no detail is provided as to how impacts will be managed. For example, the traffic will be subject to
a traffic management plan. What is traffic cannot be managed to an acceptable level at Darley Road? The
EIS does not provide any assurance that impacts such as congestion caused by the addition of 170 vehicle
movements a day at the Darley Road site, will be managed to an acceptable level.

4. Blackmore oval. The EIS states that Blackmore Oval was not taken for this project as a result of feedback
from the community. | understand that the site was unsuitable for tunneling as it suffered from flooding and
was ruled out on this basis. The EIS should not contain misrepresentations such as this.

5. Flooding — Leichhardt. Darley Road and adjacent streets such as Hubert St are exposed to flood. The flood
impact could be exacerbated by the disruption or blockage of existing drainage networks, which are risks
identified in the EIS. The EIS has not assessed whether the identified risk to the existing drainage network
will cause increased risk of flood damage to flood lots and it fails to take account of the Inner West Council’s
Leichhardt Floodplain Risk Management Plan which contains recommended flood modification bptions. The
EIS has not assessed whether its drainage infrastructure will impede the Inner West Council’s Leichhardt
Floodplain Risk Management Plan option HC_FM3 to lay additional pipes/culverts from Elswick Street to
Hawthorne Canal (via Regent Street and Darley Road). RMS has not assessed whether its drainage
infrastructure will impede Inner West Council's Leichhardt Floodplain Risk Management Plan option
HC_FM4 to lay additional pipes/ culverts from William Street to Hawthorne Canal via Hubert Street and
Darley Road. The EIS should not be approved as it has not properly explained or assessed these impacts. |

6. Leichhardt North Light Rail — The presence of hundreds of trucks and heavy machinery at the Darley Road |
site will make it difficult and hazardous for pedestrians to access the light rail. There is no detail in the EIS
as to how this impact will be managed and the EIS should not be approved without properly identifying
management strategies for this risk.
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| object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as
contained in the EIS application, for the following reasons:

1. Acquisition and demolition of Dan Murphys — | object to the acquisition of this site on the basis that Dan
Murphys renovated and started a new business in December 2016, in full knowledge that they were to be '
acquired, with the acquisition process commencing early November 2016. This is maladministration of public
money and the tax payer should not be left to foot the compensation bill in these circumstances. It is also
wasteful that several million dollars was spent on renovations, for the entire structure to de demolished less
than 18 months later. '

2. Night works — Leichhardt. The EIS states that to minimize disruptions to traffic on the existing road network
(including in peak hours) there will be night works where appropriate. Given the congested nature of Darley
Road, it is likely there will be frequent night work (EIS, 6.4). This will create an unacceptable impact in
residents. It is unacceptable that a highly unsuitable site has been selected. And, instead of a proper plan to
manage traffic, the EIS contemplate work simply occurring at night. This is objected to in the strongest terms.

3. Additional facilities. The EIS states that the contractor may decide upon additional ‘construction ancillary

 facilities’ to the 12 identified in the EIS. The EIS should not be approved on the basis that there may be more
unidentified sites taken, as residents will have no opportunity to comment on their impacts. The approval
condition should limit any construction facilities to those already notified and detailed in the EIS.

4. Permanent substation and water treatment plant - Residents on Darley Rd opposite the site and residents
in Hubert St will have a direct line of site to the Motorway operation infrastructure. The resultant impact is a
permanent degradation of the visual environment, is a loss of amenity and is detrimental to the community.
This facility should not be permitted in this location and the EIS needs to demonstrate why it is required at
this site. If approved, the facility should be moved to the north of the site out of line of site of residents. The
residual land should be returned for community purposes, such as green space, with future commercial uses
ruled out. If the community is forced to endure 5 years of severe disruptions due to this toll road, the
compensation should, at the very least, result in the land being returned to the community as green space.

5. Noise mitigation —‘Leichhardt. The noise mitigation proposed in the EIS is unacceptable. No detail of
noise walls is provided, giving residents no opportunity to comment on whether final impacts are acceptable.
This is despite the fact 36 homes are identified in the EIS as severely affected by construction noise. The
acoustic shed proposed is of the lowest grade and does not cover the entire site, resulting in noise impacts
from the movement of trucks in and out of the tunnel access point. The highest grade acoustic shed should
be provided, with the shed covering the entire site. The additional noise mitigation such as noise walls, need
to be set out in detail so that residents can properly comment on the impacts.
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object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as

contained in the EIS application, for the following reasons:

1.

Traffic diversions — Leichhardt. The EIS states that ‘temporary diversions along ’Darley Road may be
required during construction’ (8-65). No detail is provided as to when these diversions would occur;
there is no provision for consultation with the community; no detail as to how long the diversions will be
in place and no comment on the impact of diversions on local roads or the amenity of residents. Will
diversions occur at night? If so, down what streets? Diverting the arterial traffic from Darley Road down
local streets (which are not designed for heavy vehicle volumes) will result in damage to streets, sleep
disturbances for residents and create safety issues. There is also childcare centre and a school near
the William Street/Elswick Street intersection which will be impacted by diverting vehicles onto local
roads. It is unacceptable for proposed road diversions not to be detailed whatsoever in the EIS. The
EIS should not be approved without setting out the impacts of road diversions on residents and
businesses.

Permanent water treatment plant and substation — Leichhardt The proposal to locate this permanent
structure in a residential setting is opposed. The site will have a negative visual impact on the area and is in
direct line of sight of a number of homes. If approved, the facility should be moved to the north of the site
further from homes.

Discharge of water into storm water at Blackmore Oval — Leichhardt The permanent substation and
water treatment plant proposed for the Darley Road site facility should not be approved as part of the EIS. It
proposes discharging water from the tunnels into the .storm water canal near Blackmore Oval. This will

.. devastate our waterways and impact negatively on the amenity of the bay which has four rowing clubs-in

close proximity. In addition, the environmental impacts of this discharge are not properly set out in the EIS.
Impacts not provided — Permanent water treatment plant and substation — The EIS states that
there will be an,office, worker parking and buildings to accommodate this facility on a permanent basis.
It does not provide any detail as to — noise impacts, numbers of workers on site, any health risks
associated with the facility. This is simply inadequate and the decision to locate this facility should be
subject to a thorough assessment and approval process. It should not be approved as part of this EIS
as there is simply no detail provided about the impact of this facility on the amenity of the area.
Removal of vegetation — Leichhardt. The EIS states that all vegetation will be removed on the Darley
Road site. There are several mature trees located on the north of the site. None of these trees should be
removed as they provide precious greenery. They also act as a visual and noise screen for residents from
the City West Link traffic.(AII efforts should be taken to retain the trees and the EIS should not simply permit
these trees to be removed without proper investigations being undertaken as to how they can be retained. If
they are removed 9followign a proper investigation and consideration of all options) then the approval needs
to specify that all streets are replaced with mature, native trees at the conclusion of the construction at the
site.
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| object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as
contained in the EIS application, for the following reasons:

No need for ‘dive’ site — Leichhardt. There is no need for the Darley Road site, other than a time saving
(tunneling) of several months. It is unacceptable that the community should be forced to endure 5 years of
severe disruption to accommodate the timetable of the private contractors. The EIS should not be approved
on the basis that it contains provision for the Darley Road site without any proper justification as for its need.
Truck routes — Leichhardt: No trucks should be pérmitted on Darley Road or local roads in Leichhardt
or Lilyfield. The EIS proposes that all trucks will arrive at the Darley Road civil and tunnel site from
Haberfield and travel along Darley Road to the site, with a right-hand turn now permitted into James
Street. The proposed route will result in a truck every 3-4 minutes for 5 years running directly by the
small houses on Darley Road. These homes will not be habitable during the five-year construction
period due to the unacceptable noise impacts. The truck noise will be worsened by their need to travel
up a steep hill to return to the City West Link, so the noise impacts will affect not just those homes on
or immediately adjacent to Darley Road. The proposal to run trucks so close to homes is dangerous
and there have been two fatalities 6n Darley Road at the proposed site location. The EIS does not
propose any noise or safety barriers to address this. Despite the unacceptable impact to nearby homes,
there is no proposal for noise walls, nor any mitigation to individual homes.

Alternative access route for trucks — Leichhardt: The EIS states that there are ‘investigations’
occurring into alternative access to the Darley Road site. The EIS does not provide any detail on which
residents can comment about alternative access which would keep trucks off Darley Road. The plans
for alternative access should be expedited. It should be a condition of approval that the alternative
access is confirmed and that no spoil trucks are permitted to access Darley Road due to the
unacceptable noise, safety and traffic issues that the current proposal creates. |,

Vegetation: Leichhardt. The mature trees on the Darley Road site should be preserved. If any trees are
removed during construction it should be a condition of approval that they are replaced with mature trees.
Permanent substation and water treatment plant — Leichhardt: | object to the location of this facility in
our neighbourhood as out of step with the surroundings. If it is retained, then it should be moved to the north
of the site, out of view from homes. The residual land should be returned for community purposes smljch as
parkland. '
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| object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-MS5 Link proposals
as contained in the EIS application, for the following reasons:

1. Leichhardt Environmental issues - Substation and water treatment plant
The EIS proposes that ‘treated’ water from the tunnel will be directly discharged into the
stormwater drain at Blackmore oval. There are four long-standing rowing clubs in the vicinity
of this location. This plan will jeopardise the integrity of our waterway and compromise the use
of the bay for recreational activities for boat and other users. We object in the strongest terms
to this proposal on environmental and health reasons.

2. Presence of Substation and water treatment plant - Leichhardt
There is no detail in the EIS about the impact of the ongoing Motorway maintenance activities
during operation provided (noise, vibrations, hours of operation, workers on site etc). The
community therefore cannot comment on the impact that this permanent facility will have on
the amenity of the area. The erection of this facility should not be approved in the basis that
no information is provided and therefore impacts (on parking, safety, noise, amenity of the
area) are not known. _

3. Out-of-hours and night work - Leichhardt
Because Darley Rd is highly congested during day time, it is likely there will be frequent out of
hours and night work. The EIS as drafted effectively permits out of hours to be undertaken
whenever this is convenient to the contractor. This will create an unacceptable impact on those
living close to the site. The approval conditions need to prohibit out of hours and night work except -
in genuine exceptional circumstances (for example, a risk to life). It is unacceptable to not provide
limits and clear rules on such work.

4. Flooding — Leichhardt
The EIS states that there may be impacts from flooding which, amongst other things, may disrupt
drainage systems. Darley Road is in a flood zone and there have been ongoing issued with flooding
requiring remedial work. This proposal creates an unacceptable risk of flooding and associated
damage and a major tunnelling site should not be permitted on this site on this ground. There is no
detail as to how the issues with flooding at Darley Road will be managed and on their potential
impact on the area.
Disruption to road network — Leichhardt

" 5. Disruption-to road network = ~~ :

The EIS states that there will be ‘impacts’ ‘that would affect the efficiency of the road network.’ No

detail is provided in the EIS as to how cars will be able to access and cross the City West Link

once 170 vehicles (heavy and light) access the site on a daily basis. it belies common sense how

this can even be considered, given its impact on commuter times.

i
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| object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as
contained in the EIS application, for the following reasons:

1. Heavy vehicle movements during peak hours — Leichhardt. The EIS states that ‘reasonable and practical
management strategies would be investigated to minimize the volume of heavy vehicle movements during
peak hours.’ (8-53). This is also not acceptable as it is not known what will actually be done to manage this
impact. It is not good enough for the EIS, which forms the basis of the approval of this project, to simply
mention ‘investigations’ and not detail a proper plan (on which residents can comment) on management of
heavy vehicle movements during peak hours. In addition, Darley Road is very congested from 7am until
9.30am and then from 4pm-6.30pm, well outside the ‘peak’ periods identified in the EIS. And the impact on
traffic will be caused by ‘light' vehicles and not simply heavy vehicles. It is clear that there is no plan for
managing these vehicle movements. The EIS should not be approved as drafted. It is unacceptable for this
volume of vehicles to be proposed for this critical arterial road with no plan for management.

2. Light construction vehicle routes — the EIS acknowledges that these vehicles will use ‘dispersed’
routes (8-62). In other words, construction vehicles will use and park on local roads. The EIS does not
propose any management as to which roads they use. The addition of 70-100 light vehicle movements
day in Leichhardt will result in our small, congested streets, which are already at capacity and suffering
parking shortages, will have the added impact of workers travelling to and from the site and parkihg in
local streets. There will be rat running. The EIS should provide an agreed route (using arterial roads
only) that can be used by all vehicles associated with the project.

3. EIS is Indicative only - The EIS should not be approved as it does not contain any certainty for
residents as to what is proposed and does not provide a basis on which the project can be approved.

The EIS states ‘the detail of the design and construction approach is indicative only based on a concept
design and is subject to detailed design and construction planning to be undertaken by the successful
contractors.” The community will have no opportunity to comment on the Preferred Infrastructure Report
which forms the basis of the approval conditions. This means the community will have limited say in the
management of the impacts identified in the EISr The EIS needs to provide an opportunity for the
community to meaningfully input into this report and approval conditions.

4. Intersection of James St and City West Link — The EIS (8-630 indicates that there will be an increase
in traffic volume during construction of nearly 400 vehicles during peak hour. The only strategy to manage
this is allowing a right-hand turn into James Street. This intersection is the third most dangerous in the inner
west (based on TINSW's own statistics). There is no analysis of crash statistics at this intersection provided'
in the EIS. The EIS should not be approved in its current form. It needs to provide certainty to the community
that they will be able to reasonable access this part of the road network in a timely and safe manner.
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| object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 7485 for the
reason(s) set out below.

Non-compliance with SEARS

» | object to the proposal because it does not comply with the SEARS requirements. The EIS must include,
but not necessarily be limited to, a description. of the project and all components and activities
(including ancillary components and activities) required to construct and operate it, including the location
and operational requirements of construction ancillary facilities and access.

The EIS has been released before the proponent is able to describe how it actually plans to carry out
construction activities at Darley Road, Leichhardt, in particular the plan for staging the arrival of spoil-
trucks.

Hours of operation

s | object to the EIS because it is effectively a 24 hour operation despite the fact that the proponent
represents that spoil removal from this site would only occur within standard construction hours.

The EIS states in 6.5.8 Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4):

‘Spoil handling associated with tunnelling supported by the Darley Road civil and tunnel site would occur
24 hours a day, seven days a week. Spoil would be handled below ground wherever practicable to reduce
the potential for amenity impacts in adjacent areas. Spoil handing at the surface outside standard day
time construction hours would occur within an acoustic shed to manage potential amenity impacts. Spoil
removal from this site would only occur within standard construction hours, between 7.00 am and 6.00 pm
Monday to Friday, and between 8.00 am and 1.00 pm on Saturdays.’

The EIS allows for the possibility of spoil handling above ground 24 hours 7 days a week. The EIS fails to
assess or explain the impacts of this on the residents in nearby streets. These impacts could include
construction noise, light and heavy vehicles (other than spoil trucks), workers arriving for shifts and
leaving after shifts. It is not clear to what extent the acoustic shed will contain noise. The Jim Holt report
stated that the acoustic shed would not operate effectively due to its location on the site. It is not clear
whether the proponent will mandate the contractor to employ the highest level of acoustic protection
rather than what is feasible.

| object to the EIS and the Darley Rd construction site. The proponent should be directed to abandon its

plan for a dive site as it is clear impacts are too great for the community. At the very least the site should

be restricted to standard construction hours for all operations above ground and there should be no shifts
commencing or ending outside of standard construction hours. The proponent should be directed to find a
site where its operations will not impact on residents outside of standard construction hours.
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! submit this objection to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application # SSi
7485, for the following reasons, and ask that the Minister reject the application

# Current noise measures — Leichhardt: The EIS states that ‘reasonable and feasible work practices and
mitigation measures would be implemented to minimise potential noise impacts due to activities occurring
at the Darley Road civil and tunnel site.” 96-52) This is not good enough. The EIS does not contain any
detail whatsoever of these proposal on which they can comment. In addition, there is no requirement that
measures will in fact be introduced to address noise impacts. The approval conditions need to contain
detail of specific noise mitigation measures that are mandated and can be enforced.

#& Acoustic shed — Leichhardt: The EIS does not require an acoustic shed and states that ‘Acoustic barriers
and devices at the access tunnel entrances would be considered and implemented where reasonable and
feasible to minimise potential noise impacts associated with out-of-hours works within the tunnels.’ (6-51)
The EIS needs to mandate that these measures are in place. Where mentioned, the acoustic shed that is
considered offers the lower grade noise protection. This is despite the fact that 36 'sensitive receivers’ are
identified in the EIS, who will have extreme noise disturbance through much of the 5-year construction
period. In addition, the acoustic shed covers only the spoil and spoilihandling area and not the tunnel
entrances and exits. The highest level of noise protection, which is only suggested in the EIS, needs to be
mandated in the EIS. In addition, the shed needs to cover both the entrance and exit to the site and not
simply the spoil handling areas. The independent engineer’s report (commissioned by the Inner West
council) states that it is likely, because of the elevated position of the site, that it is likely an acoustic shed
will not contain the noise to an acceptable level. In addition, a temporary access tunnel wiil be buiit from
the top of the site and run directly under homes in James Street. These homes will be unacceptably
impacted by the construction noise and truck movements without these additional measures.

4 Retum of the site after construction — Leichhardt: The Darley Road site will not be returned after the
project, with a substantial portion permanently housing a Motorways Operations facility which involves a
substation and water treatment plant. This means that the residents will not be abie to directly access the
North Light rail Station from Darley Road but will have to traverse Canal Road and use the narrow path
from the side. In addition the presence of this facility reduces the utility of this vital land which could be
turned into a community facility. Over the past 12 months community representatives were repeatedly told
that the land would be returned and this has not occurred. We also object to the location of this type of
infrastructure in a neighbourhood setting.
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I submit this objection to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application # SSI
7485, for the following reasons, and ask that the Minister reject the application

“ Management of potential impacts — Leichhardt: The EIS states that a Construction traffic and Access
Management plan (CTAMP) would be prepared to minimise delays and disruptions and identify changes to
ensure road safety. The plans are not in the EIS so residents cannot comment. The Els should be rejected
on the basis that the impacts on traffic and safety are not adequately addressed. It is inadequate to simply
refer to a plan, with no provision for residents and other key stakeholders to be involved in its
development.

4 Local road diversions and closures — Leichhardt: The EIS states that these will occur near the Darley Road
site. There is no detail provided, nor is there a process by which residents can influence such decisions.
The Inner West Council’'s documents state that Darley Road is not built to normal road requirements and
safety standards, as it was established as an access road for the former goods line. Two fatalities have
occurred near the site location, with many accidents. The Council has been trying to make Darley Road a
safer route for many years. Elwick Street North for example was partially closed as a result of a fatality.
The approval conditions need to make it clear that afl road closures need to be made in consuitation with
residents affected and that the safety issues are adequately addressed. No arterial traffic from Darley
Road should be allowed to be diverted onto narrow local roads.

4 Environmental issues - Substation and water treatment plant — Leichhardt: The EIS states that darley Road
is a contaminated site, and likely has asbestos. The proposal is that ‘treated’ water will be directly
discharged into the stormwater drain at Blackmore oval. There are four long-standing rowing clubs in the
vicinity of this location. This plan will jeopardise the integrity of our waterway and compromise the use of
the bay for recreational activities for boat and other users. We object in the strongest terms to this proposal
on environmental and heaith reasons. There is no detail of the ongoing Motorway maintenance activities
during operation provided in the EIS. The community therefore cannot comment on the impact that this
ongoing facility will have on the locality. This component of the EIS should not be approved as this
information is not provided and therefore impacts (on parking, safety, noise, amenity of the area) are not
known.

4 Flooding — Leichhardt: The EIS states that there may be impacts from flooding which, amongst other
things, may disrupt drainage systems. There is no detail as to how the issues with flooding at Darley Road
will be managed and on their potential impact on the area. (Executive Summary, xxi)
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Submission to : Planning Servicgs, Name:CARMEL REID
Department of Planning and Environment

GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 Signature: b2, CQLVOL

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your
Attention: Director — Transport Assessments | website. Declaration : | HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the

fast 2 years.
Application Number: SSI 7485 . AL COORAIE =7
Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link Address,S A

Suburb: L£E£/CHH A RDT Postcode <X O 40O

I submit this objection to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application # SSi
7485, for the following reasons, and ask that the Minister reject the application

& Health risks to residents — Leichhardt: The EIS states that the ‘main risks’ during construction would be
associated with dust soiling and the effect of airborne particles and human health and amenity (xii). This
will affect local air quality.

4 Truck route — Leichhardt: The EIS proposes that all trucks will arrive at the Darley Road civil and tunnel
site from Haberfield and travel along Darley Road to the site, with a right-hand turn now permitted into
James Street. The proposed route will result in a truck every 3-4 minutes for 5 years running directly by the
small houses on Darley Road. These homes will not be habitable during the five-year construction period
due to the unacceptable noise impacts. The truck noise will be worsened by their need to travel up a steep
hill to return to the City West Link, so the noise impacts will affect not just those homes on or immediately
adjacent to Darley Road. The proposal to run trucks so close to homes is dangerous. There have been two
fatalities on Darley Road at the proposed site location. The EIS does not propose any noise or safety
barriers to address this. Despite the unacceptable impact to nearby homes, there is no proposal for noise
walls, nor any mitigation to individual homes.

# Alternative access route for trucks — Leichhardt: The EIS states that there are ‘investigations’ occurring inio
alternative access to the Darley Road site. The EIS does not provide any detail on which residents can
comment about alternative access which would keep trucks off Darley Road. No spoil truck movements
should be permitted on Darley Road and the plans for alternative access should be expedited. It should be
a condition of approval that the alternative access is confirmed and that no spoil trucks are permitted to
access Darley Road due to the unacceptable noise, safety and traffic issues that the current proposal
creates.

4 Existing vegetation — Leichhardt: The EIS proposes removal of all vegetation on the Darley Road site.
There is a mature tree located on the site which serves as a visual and noise barier to the heavy City
West Link traffic. Removal of this tree and other vegetation will increase noise impacts to nearby residents
and affect the visual amenity, with homes having a direct line of sight to the City West Link. The existing
mature tree needs to be retained on this and environmental grounds.

4 Indicative works program - Leichhardt: Leichhardt residents were repeatedly told by SMC that the Darley
Road site would be operational for three years. The EIS states that it will be operational for 5 years. This
creates an unacceptable impact for residents. The works on the site should be restricted to a three-year
program as was promised.

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My
details must be removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not
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Submission to : Planfxing Sewicgs, Name: C.ARME 4 RE D
Department of Planning and Environment

GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 Signature: g‘ g Cy? L.

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your
Attention: Director — Transport Assessments | website. Declaration : | HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the
last 2 years.

Application Number: SSi 7485 _ SR e —
Application Name: WestConnex Md-Ms Link | Address: < A1 KALGOOR

Suburb: L EICH H ARDT Postcode K O4-2

I submit this objection to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application # SSI
7485, for the following reasons, and ask that the Minister reject the application

% Environmental issues — contamination — Leichhardt: The EIS states that Darley Road is a contaminated
site, likely including asbestos. There is a risk to the community associated with spoil removal, transfer and
handling. We object to the selection of the site based on the environmental risks that this creates, along
with risks to health of residents.

& Location of permanent Motorway operations complex on Darley Road — Leichhardt: We strongly object to
the proposed location of this permanent operational facility on Darley Road. The presence of this site
contradicts repeated assurances to the community that the site would be returned after construction was
completed. The ongoing presence of this site will limit future uses of the darley Road site which could
serve community purposes, particularly given its location directly next to public transport. Its presence
removes the ability to provide more accessible, safer and direct pedestrian access to the North Leichhardt
Light Rail Station. The plant focation, in a neighbourhood setting is not appropriate. it will reduce property
values and have an unacceptable impacts on the visual amenity of the area. The streets adjacent to Darley
Road are comprised of low-rise residential homes and small businesses and infrastructure such as this
should not be permitted in such a location.

% Alternative housing for residents — Leichhardt: The EIS needs to provide specific detail as to what will be
provided by way of alternative accommodation to the 36 residents identified as suffering extreme noise
interference. There is no plan to temporarily relocate such residents, not to offer them financial
compensation to enable them to move out during the worst period. There is an estimated 10 weeks of
extreme noise during demolition of the commercial building and preparatory road works. Once this work is
finished the residents will also be forced to endure a truck every 304 minutes for a period of five years. Itis
clearly not possible for such residents to continue to live in these houses and the EIS needs to detail what
will be provided in terms of alternative living arrangements for part, or all of the construction work period.

% Access tunnel from Darley Road — Leichhardt: The EIS contains no detail of the access tunnel from the
Darley Road site to the mainline tunnel other than depicting the route. The approval conditions need to
ensure that tunnelling is occurring at sufficient depth so as to not jeopardise the integrity of the homes and
not create unacceptable vibration and noise impacts for James Street residents and those at adjacent
streets. The approval conditions need to make clear the period of time for which the ‘temporary’ tunnel is to
be used. .

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My
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Submission to : Planning Services, .
N :
Department of Planning and Environment ame: C7 Rm E L ReID

GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 Signature: g , ﬁ' ;4 )a; 05

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your
Attention: Director — Transport Assessments | website. Declaration : | HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the
last 2 years.
Apptlication Number: SSI 7485 ' =7

ppicat : Address: SA KALGoOR LI E !
Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link

Suburb: AE/CHAAR DT Postcode =<04-0O

I submit this objection to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application # SS!
7485, for the following reasons, and ask that the Minister reject the application

& The project will worsen traffic near the Darley Road civil and tunnel site during and after construction —
Leichhardt: The EIS states that after the M4-m5 opens, that traffic on Darley Road will increase by 4%.
There is no benefit in the overall project for residents. During construction westbound traffic will increase
on Darley Road by 37%. This increase in traffic for a period of up to five years will make it hazardous to
cross the road and access the light rail and travel to Blackmore oval, the bayrun, the dog park and the
Leichhardt pool. In addition, igt will drastically increase both local traffic and outer area traffic at peak
commute times. We therefore object to the location of this site based on the unacceptable traffic impacts it
will have on road users and on pedestrians.

& Impact on traffic once project opens — Leichhardt: The EIS provides that Darley Road traffic will increase
by 4% following the completion of the project in 2022. There is no benefit for residents flowing from this
project. It is unacceptable that Leichhardt residents, particularly those close to Darley Road, will be forced
to endure years of highly intrusive construction impacts and then derive no benefit from the project. The
EIS states that the road network will improve once the Western Harbour Tunnel and Beaches Link opens,
which means that residents will have to endure worsened traffic conditions for up to 10 years. While the
traffic on the City West Link is forecast to decrease by up to 40 per cent once the project is completed, this
is based on commuters electing to use the tollways. There is limited evidence to support these statistics
and it is likely that many people will choose to use local roads to avoid the toll which will result in significant
rat-running. There is no plan in the EIS to manage this issue.

« Constant out of hours work expected and permitted — Leichhardt: The EIS states that ‘some surface works’
would need to be carried out out-of-hours to minimise traffic disruptions or for safety or operationai
reasons’. Given that Darley Road is a known accident black spot and is highly congested, particularly at
peak periods, it is likely that there will be frequent out-of-hours work. This will create an unacceptable
impact on those living close to the site. There are an estimated 36 homes that will suffer severe noise
impacts and out of hours work will adversely affect their amenity of life. In addition, it is likely to lead to
additional road closures and diversions, placing pressure on the local traffic network. No out-of-hours work
should be penmitted except in the case of a true emergency. The EIS as drafted effectively permits out of
hours to be undertaken whenever this is convenient to the contractor (Executive Summary xiv).
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Submission to : Planning Services, .
Name: meL REID
Department of Planning and Environment ame: CARME

GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 Signature: /é 0% . G@ 2l

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your
Attention: Director — Transport Assessments | website. Declaration : | HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the
last 2 years.

AppI!cat!on Number: SSI 7485 - Address: & A KALGOORAIE 7
Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link

Suburb: AE I1CHHITRD T postcode 1O 4L O

| submit this objection to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application # SSI
7485, for the following reasons, and ask that the Minister reject the application

< Worker car parking — Leichhardt: The EIS does not provide appropriate parking for the estimated 100 or so
workers that the EIS states will work every day at the site, while other equivalent sites have allocated
parking for such workers (Northcote Civil site (150)) and Parramatta Road East Civil site (140). It is also
noted that the EIS provides for loss of 20 residential parks on Darley Road. Local streets are at capacity
already because of the lack of off-street parking for many residents and the Light Rail stop which means
that commuters use local streets. The EIS states that workers ‘will be encouraged to use public transport.’
The reference to The EIS needs to mandate that no trucks or construction vehicles are to park in local
streets. There needs to be a requirement that is enforceable that workers use the Light Rail stop which is
adjacent to the site or a plan to bus in workers.

4 Accidents — Leichhardt: | object to the proposal to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site because of the
unacceptable risk it will create to the safety of our community. The traffic forecasts indicate that Darley
Road will have 170 heavy and light vehicle movements a day. Darley Road is a known accident and traffic
blackspot and the movements of hundreds of trucks a day will create an unacceptable risk of accidents.
On Transport for NSW's own figures, the intersection at the City West Link and James Street is the third
most dangerous in the inner west. The addition of hundreds of heavy truck movements a day into that
intersection will increase the risk of serious accidents for both pedestrians and drivers. The EIS states that
the levels of service are expected to Darley Road is directly next to the North Leichhardt Light Rail stop
which is a pedestrian hub. Children travelling to school walk to the stop. Active transport users such as
bicycle riders will be at risk, along with pedestrians using Canal Road to access the Bay Run, Leichhardt
pooi and the dog park.

# Traffic — Leichhardt: | object to the location of the Darley Road civil and construction site because the site
cannot accommodate the projected traffic movements without jeopardising the road network. Darley Road
is a critical access road for the residents of Leichhardt and the inner west to access and cross the City
West Link. it is already congested at peak hours and the intersection at James Street and the City West
link already has queues at the traffic lights. The only other option for commuters to access the city West
Link is to use Norton Street, a two-lane largely commercial strip which is already at capacity. The addition
of hundreds of trucks and contractor vehicles will resuit in traffic grinding to a halt and traffic chaos at this
critical juncture with commuter travel times drastically increased.
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GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 Signature: /é 0& Cﬁ elh

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your
Attention: Director — Transport Assessments | website. Declaration : | HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the
last 2 years.

Application Number: SSI 7485 Address:? 0 RALGOORAIE S7°

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link
Suburb: AE/CHHRRDT Postcodect O ¢

1 submit this objection to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application # SSi
7485, for the following reasons, and ask that the Minister reject the application

# Unacceptable construction noise levels — Leichhardt: The EIS states that construction noise levels would
exceed the relevant goals without additional mitigation. Activities identified include earthworks, demolition
of existing structures and site establishment and utility adjustments. The Darley Road site will suffer
unacceptable construction impacts due to the need to demolish the large Dan Murphys building and the
EIS notes that 10 weeks of demolition and road adjustment works will be needed. There are no additional
mitigation measures proposed for residents during this period such as temporary relocation, noise walls or
treatments for individual homes. The approval needs to contain detail as to how this unacceptable impact
will be managed and minimised during the construction period and, in particular, during site establishment.
(Executive Summary, xiv) We object to the selection of this site on the basis that the works required
{demolition and surface works) will create unbearable noise and vibration impacts and make over 30
homes unlivable and there are NO additional mitigation pians for these residents.

% Risk of settlement (ground movement) — Leichhardt: The EIS states that ‘settlement, induced by tunnel
excavation, and groundwater drawdown, may occur in some areas along the tunnel alignment). The risk of
ground movement is lessened where tunnelling is more than 35 metres. However, it is proposed to tunnel
at 29 metres under hawthorne Parade Haberfield and only 35 metres at Elswick Street North, This
proposed tunnel alignment creates an unacceptable risk of ground movement. (Executive Summary, xvii).
The EIS states that damage will be rectified at no cost to residents with no detail as to how this will occur
or the likely extent of property damage. The project should not be approved on the basis that it creates a
risk of property damage that cannot be mitigated against so as to bring the risk to an acceptable level.

4 Impact on Dobroyd Canal and Hawthome Canal — Leichhardt: The Hawthorne canal, which is the closest
waterway to the Darley Road site, is described in the EIS as a ‘sensitive receiving environment'. (Executive
Summary, xix). Darley Road is a contaminated site with asbestos and the water treatment plant to be
established during construction proposes running water from the treatment plant directly into the
waterways. The permanent water treatment plant will involve water from the tunnel discharged to local
stormwater systems and waterways, therefore this is a permanent impact. This proposal will further
compromise the quality of the waterway and impact on the four rowing clubs in close vicinity.

# Noise barriers: No noise barriers have been proposed. This is unacceptable and appropriate noise barriers
should be included in the EIS for consideration. (Executive Summary xvii)

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My
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| object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS Submission to:
application # SSI 7485, for the reasons set out below.

i Planning Services,
NameM&'\n’\/%u . M@“i Department of Planning and Environment

GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

N

SIBNALUI oo St et e ea bt s st b e et s o b bbbt sbe st b nsn s sr s en e

Attn: Director — Transport Assessments
Please include / delete (cross out or circle) my personal information when
publishing this submission to your website Declaration : | HAVE NOT made any Application Number: SSI 7485 Application
reportable political donations in the last 2 years.

H;S W 1T Application Name: WestConnex M4-MS5 Link

Address: ..............

. mOUW’r PostcodefLG\Fb

Suburb: ............

1. This EIS provides no basis on which to approve such a complex project including the building of interchanges underneath Sydney
suburbs Rozelle and Leichhardt. It would be absurd to approve the building of up to three tunnels under people’s homes on the
basis of such flimsy information.

2. Hundreds of risks associated with this project have not been assessed but have instead been deferred to a detailed design stage
into which the public will have no input. I call on the Department of Planning to reject this inadequate EIS that has been prepared
by AECOM that has multiple commercial interests in WestConnex.

3. The EIS at 7-25 refers to 876 comments (limited to 140 characters) made via the collaborative map on the Concept Design ‘up to
July’ that were considered in the preparation of the EIS. It does not mention the many hundreds of extended written submissions
that were lodged in late July and early August. These critical ‘community engagement’ feedback submissions have clearly not
been considered in the preparation of the EIS. This casts doubt over the integrity of the entire EIS process.

4. Increased traffic congestion in areas around portals will increase pollution along roadsides, with predicted adverse impacts on
breathing and through long-term carcinogenic effects. The maps and analysis of the pollution effects in the EIS should be
presented in a way that enables them to be understood by ordinary citizens. Instead information is presented in a way that is
deliberately obscure and hard to interpret.

S. This EIS contains little or no meaningful design and construction detail. It appears to be a wish list not based on actual
effects. Everything is indicative, ‘would’ not ‘will’, telling me nothing is actually ‘’known’ for certain — and is certainly not included
here.

6. EIS 6.1 (Synthesis, Page 45) states. “..... this may result in changes to both the project design and the construction methodologies
described and assessed in this EIS. Any changes to the project would be reviewed for consistency with the assessment contained in
the EIS including relevant mitigation measures, environmental performance outcomes and any future conditions of approval”. It is
unstated just who would have responsibility for such a “review(ed) for consistency”, and how these changes would be
communicated to the community. The EIS should not be approved till significant ‘uncertainties’ have been fully researched and
surveyed and the results (and any changes) published for public comment (ie : the Sydney Water Tunnels issues at 12-57)

7. The original objectives of the project specified improving road and freight access to Sydney Airport and to Port Botany. Neither
Stage 2 or 3 provides such access. Both the new M5 and the new M4-MS5 Link will dump 1,000s more per day onto the roads to
the Airport which are already at capacity.

8. There has been no ‘'meaningful’ consultation with the community. Some areas affected by M3/MS have not even been
letterboxed by SMC. These include St Peters and sections of Erskineville. The SMC received hundreds of submissions on its
concept design and failed to respond to any of these before lodging this EIS.

9. Unfiltered stacks anywhere in Sydney are not unacceptable. There must be a review of the NSW government's unacceptable
policy on this issue. | am appalled that the ex Minister for Planning Rob Stokes who approved the New M5 and unfiltered stacks
in St Peters and Haberfield would declare that he would not have them in his own area. How can residents have any trustin a
process that is underpinned by such hypocrisy. '

10. The EIS at 7-51 refers to concerns that were raised by the community that the alignment of tunnels in Newtown appeared to go
to the east of King Street, an area that had had no geotech drilling or testing. SMC staff indicated at Community information
sessions that the maps included in the Concept Design were broad and indicative only, and that further details would be available
in the EIS. No further details have been provided. This casts doubt over the integrity of the entire EIS proces

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties
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Attention Director
Application Number: SSI 7485 Application

4 lete (cross out or circle) my personal informatii;? publishing this

dq

Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, Please m ude/
Department of Planning and Environment submission to
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 Address: 3

website.l HAVE NOT made reportable political dgnatiefis in the last 2 years.

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link | Suburbg

| object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals for the following reasons:

1. SMC have made it all but impossible for the community to access hard copies of the EIS outside normal working and business hours. The Newtown Library only has one copy of the EIS, and has
extremely limited opening hours. Monday and Wednesday: 10am to 7pm. Tuesday: [0am to 6pm. Thursday and Friday: 10am (o Spm. Saturday and Sunday: 11am 10 4pm. This restricied access
docs NOT constitute open and fair community cngagement.

2. Given the high cost of the tolls and their anticipated annual increase it is also expected that there will be an increase on traffic generally on local roads as motorists avoid the tollways. This can
alrcady be seen on Parramatta Rd immediately the new M4 tolls were activated. We expect exactly the same effect in the roads around the interchange, including the Princes Highway, King St,
Edgeware and Enmore Roads and through the strects of Erskineville and Alexandria.

3. The EIS at 12-57 describes p ially serious probl where mainline tunnels alig t crosses key Sydney Water utility services that service Sydney’s eastern and southern suburbs. Why is

SMC proposing tunnelling within metres of these critical services when no accurate surveying has been done? And when there is only limited information available about the strength of these
water tunnels ? The community can have no confidence in the EIS proposals that are incomplete and possibly negligent. The EIS proposals and application should not be approved till these issues

are definitively resolved and publicly published.

4. Why the so called ‘King Street Gateway’ been excluded in the analysis of cumulative impacts of other projects ?

5. There has been no independent consideration of alternatives, in particular of a major expansion of commuter rail transport. The Department should reject this inadequate EIS and have a review of
the flawed processes that have already led to massive expenditure on the inadeq option of privatised toll roads. This proposal is out of sicp with cc porary urban pl g

6. I object 10 the fact that the WestConnex Traffic Model has not been relcased to Councils and the community.

7. EIS 6.1 {Synthesis, Page 45) describes the Process for addressing project uncertaintics. “The EIS is based on the concept design developed for the project. As such, it is to be expected that some

uncertainties exist that will need to be resolved during detailed design anti construction and operational planning. As described in Chapter 1, construction contraciors (for each stage of the
project) would be engaged during detailed design to provide greater cer}aiury on the exact locations of temporary and permanent facilities and infrastructure as well as the construction
methodology to be adopted. This may result in changes to both the project design and the construction methodologies described and assessed in this EIS. Any changes to {he project would be
reviewed for consistency with the assessment contained in the EIS including relevant mitigation measures, environmental performance outcomes and any future conditions of approval ™. The EIS
should not be approved till the bulk of these ‘uncertainties’ have been fully researched and surveyed and the results (and any changes) published for public comment.

8. 1 object to the publication of this EIS only 14 days after the final date for submission of comments on the concept design. At the time this EIS was approved for publication, there had been no

public response to the public submissions on the design. It was not possible that the cc ity's feedback was idered let alone d before the EIS model was finalised. The rushed

process exposes the fundamental lack of integrity in the feedback process and treats the community with contempt.

9. Stage 3 is the most complex and expensive stage of WestConnex, yct there are no detailed construction plans. It is not cnough to say there will be mitigation if negative impacts unfold. An EIS
should assess risks and be able 1o predict whether they are worth risking and if so, what mitigation should be necessary.

10.  The assessment and solution o potentially scrious problems described in the EIS at 12-57 (where mainline tunncls alignment crosses key Sydney Water utility services that service Sydney’s
casiern and southern suburbs) is “based on assumptions about the strength and stiffness of the water tunnels given that limited information about the design and condition of these assets was

available. Detailed surveys should be undertaken to verify the levels and condition of these Sydney Water assets. A detailed assessment would be carried out in consultation with Sydney Water to

ey

demonstrate that construction of the M4-MS5 Link tunnels would have negligible adverse settl or vibration impacts on these tunnels. A settlement monitoring program would also be

lid:

or r the predictions should it be required.” The community can have no confidence in the EIS proposals that are incomplete and possibly

implemented during construction to

negligent. The EIS proposals and application should not be approved till thesc issues are definitively resolved and publicly published.

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties
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Submission from: Submission to:
v'1? AL C
Name:...... "3”” ................. é/ﬂﬂ/ ......................... Planning Services,
Department of Planning and Environment
Signature:.... 7 ... Tl ) i GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website Attn: Director — Transport Assessments
Declaration : | HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years.

f ; / / KA _57 | Application Number: SSI 7485 Application

Suburb: L/// 7. 8/6/ Postcode '26 Vo Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link

........................................

.................

1 submit my objection to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link as contained in the EIS application # SS1 7485, for the following
reasons, and ask that the Minister reject the application and require preparation of a genuine, not indicative, EIS

o [strongly object to the proposed location of this permanent operational facility on Darley Road. The presence of this
site contradicts repeated assurances to the community that the site would be returned after construction was
completed. The ongoing presence of this site will limit future uses of the darley Road site which could serve community
purposes, particularly given its location direcfly next to public transport. Its presence removes the ability to provide
more accessible, safer and direct pedestrian access to the North Leichhardt Light Rail Station. The plant location, in a
neighbourhood setting is not appropriate. it will reduce property values and have an unacceptable impacts on the
visual amenity of the area. The streets adjacent to Darley Road are comprised of low-rise residential homes and small
businesses and infrastructure such as this should not be permitted in such a location.

o The Rozelle Rail Yards are a totally inappropriate area to create a new recreational area because the area will be
highly polluted by unfiltered Pollution Stacks and Tunnel Portals. In the EIS it is referred to as an idealized area.“It is
envisaged that the quantum of active recreation within the Rozelle Rail Yards would be further developed by others as
projects such as The Bays Precinct are developed. The concept plan provides spaces that could include an array of
active recreation opportunities and even community facilities such as gardens or a school.” The suggestion that this
would be a suitable location for a School is just beyond belief and demonstrates that those who have put these plans
together are either staggeringly ignorant or totally delusional! At a time when major World cities are doing all they
can to address the dire problems of pollution this is an appalling suggestion that is totally out of touch.

o The EIS is misleading because it discusses the creation of 14,350 direct jobs during construction. It omits the fact that
Jjobs have also been lost because of acquisition of businesses, many of which were long-standing and employed
hundreds of workers. (Executive Summary xviii)

o Insufficient time has been given for the community to prepare submissions to the EIS, especially when one considers
that whole neighbourhoods affected by the project were not even notified during the concept design period. e. g
Newtown, east of King St.

o Acquisition of Dan Murphys — | object to the acquisition of this site on the basis that Dan Murphys renovated and
started a new business in December 2016, in full knowledge that they were to be acquired, with the acquisition
process commencing early November 2016. This is maladministration of public money and the tax payer should not be
left to foot the compensation bill in these circumstances.




003569

Attention Director Name: &) ) \
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Department of Planning and Environment
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Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link | Signature: W

Please include / delete (cross out or circle) my personal information%en publishing this submission to your website
Declaration: | HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years.

| object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained
in the EIS M4/M5 Application, for the following reasons:

1.

Deciding to build a toliway of the scale and complexity proposed and that has never been built before is placing the
community at great risk. No project of this kind should be approved on the basis of an ‘indicative design’. This risks
billions of public monies and resources.

The planning process that involves such risks has not been subject to any democratic consideration. The huge
majority of community, stakeholder and Council submissions objected to the Environmental Impact Statements for the
first two stages. WestCOnnex is now attempting to rush through approval on an even less complete EIS.

The business case for the project across the 3 stages failed to measure or account for the cost of any external
impacts of this massive toll road project. The social costs of dislocation, stress, health impacts, sleep deprivation and
damaged quality of life in communities have been ignored. This proposal will further extend these impacts in ' )
Haberfield and St Peters for years. Fresh unacceptable impacts will be imposed on the suburbs of Leichhardt,
Lilyfield and Rozelle, parts of which will be decimated. The impact of air poliution on human and environmental
health; adding fossil fuel emissions contributing to global warming effects; and the displacement of people and
businesses and the destruction of community cohesion and amenity have never been seriousily considered. These
external costs outweigh any benefits from building roads that poorly serve people’s transport needs, induce traffic and
displace congestions spots.

The original objectives of the project specified improving road and freight access to Sydney Airport and to Port
Botany. Neither Stage 2 nor 3 provides such access. Both the new M5 and the new M4-M5 Link will dump 1000s
more per day onto the roads to Sydney Airport which are already at capacity.

This EIS has been released only 14 days after submission of comments on the concept design closed and a report
released after the EIS. It seems impossible that the community comments could have been reviewed, assessed and
responses to be incorporated into the EIS in this time. This raises serious questions about the integrity of the entire
EIS process.

| strongly object to proceeding in the face of unknown hazards associated with two different tunnelling operations
taking place in close time and location - the tunnelling for the M4-M5 link and the proposed Sydney Metro tunnelling
in the same area - Tempe, Sydenham, St Peters and Newtown. The impact of this combined tunnelling is an
unknown hazard to the soundness of the residences and buildings above, many of them very old and heritage listed.
This is a serious community safety issue and residents who do experience damage will be caught between 2
separate contractors for repairs and compensation. No approval should be given until a construction plan is
produced. It is not sufficient to list heritage buildings. Risks should be evaluated not simply described.

Given the high cost of the tolls and their annual increases, it is also expected that there will be an increase on traffic
generally on local roads as motorists avoid the tollways. This can already be seen on Parramatta Rd immediately the
new M4 tolls were activated. We expect exactly the same effect in the roads around the interchange, including the .
Princes Highway, King St, Edgeware Rd and Enmore Rd and though the streets of Erskineville and Alexandria. The
increasing numbers of vehicles will mean more roadside pollution in the area (known to have adverse effects on
breathing and also to be carcinogenic).

| strongly object to unfiltered stacks. | believe that scientific reports that are being used be the government to justify
these is based on out of date evidence. | am appalled that the government would consider building these so close to
schools including St Peters and Rozelle Public Schools.
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Planning Services,
Department of Planning and Environment
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Application Number: SSI 7485 Application
Address: /2 g? f/lsqéﬂ(ﬁ P/

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link

Suburb: I // % ....... B 0-47 .............. Postcode2®1/

I submit this objection to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application # SSi 7485,
for the following reasons, and ask that the Minister reject the application.

o Stage 3 is the most complex and expensive stage of WestConnex and the government is seeking approval, yet there
are no detailed construction plans so we are not speaking to a real situation.

o The process that has led to this EIS has been undemocratic and obscure, driven by decisions made behind closed
doors.

o The business case for the project in all three stages has failed to taken into account the external costs of these

massive road projects in air pollution for human and environmental health, in adding fossil fuel emissions to increase
global warming effects, and in the economic and social costs of the disruption to human activities, of displacement of
people and businesses and of the destruction of community cohesion and amenity. These external costs far outweigh
ény benefits from building roads which poorly serve people’s transport needs but instead enrich private corporations.
This EIS contains no meaningful design and construction-details and no parameters as to how broad changes and
therefore impacts could be. It therefore fails to allow the community to be informed about and comment on the
project impacts in a meaningful way.

The EIS at 7-41 acknowledges that there is great concern in the community that King Street, Newtown, will be made a
24 hour clearway, stating “Roads and Maritime has no plan to change the existing clearways on King Street”. This
statement is deliberately misleading - it infers that SMC has authority in controlling impacts on regional roads. Roads
and Maritime have the unfettered right to declare Clearways wherever and whenever they wish, and RMS has NEVER
stated publicly that King Street will not be subject to extended clearways.

The EIS at 12-57 describes possible disruptions of water supply to a vast area of Sydney as a result of tunnelling in the
proximity of two major Sydney Water Tunnels in the Newtown area, stating “Detailed surveys should be undertaken
to verify the levels and condition of these Sydney Water Assets”. Why has an EIS been published that infers that the A
tunnel alignments have been thoroughly surveyed and researched, when further survey work could dramatically aiter
the alignments in the future ?

There are estimated 100 heavy and 70 light vehicle movements a day and the plan is to allow a right-hand turn into
Darley Road from the CW Link. The trucks will drive onto Darley Road, turn right into the site and then left back out
onto the CW Link, which is unrealistic given the amount of traffic on these roads now.

[ am appalled that the Sydney Motorway Corporation could seek approval to build complex interchanges under the
suburbs of Rozelle and Leichhardt on the basis of an EIS that is based on a concept design rather than detailed
proposal that includes engineering plans.

The warm and caring words contained in the EIS, ref Sustainability Management Strategy, have not been reflected in
the wanton destruction of homes, trees and habitat already. Why should we believe them?

The increased amount of traffic the M4-M5 Link will dump on the roads to and from the St Peters Interchange will have a
heavy disruptive impact on the local transport routes, whether by vehicle, bus, or active transport (walking and cycling)

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be

removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divuiged to other parties

Name Email Mobile
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I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in
the EIS application, for the following reasons:

% The EIS at 12-57 describes potentially serious problems where mainline tunnels alignment crosses key Sydney Water utility
services that service Sydney’s eastern and southern suburbs. Why is SMC proposing tunnelling within metres of these critical

°,
¢

services when no accurate surveying has been done? And when there is only limited information available about the strength of
these water tunnels ? The community can have no confidence in the EIS proposals that are incomplete and possibly negligent.
The EIS proposals and application should not be approved till these issues are definitively resolved and publicly published.

» This EIS provides no basis on which to approve such a complex project including the building of interchanges underneath
Sydney suburbs Rozelle and Leichhardt. It would be absurd to approve the building of up to three tunnels under people’s
homes on the basis of such flimsy information.

% Thave read the warm and caring words contained in the EIS, ref Sustainability Management Strategy. What purpose do
these serve if they are not reflected in actual plans. They simply highlight the wanton destruction of homes, trees and
habitat already.

+» Stage 3 is the most complex and expensive stage of WestConnex, yet there are no detailed construction plans. It is not

enough to say there will be mitigation if negative impacts unfold. An EIS should assess risks and be able to predict
whether they are worth risking and if so, what mitigation should be necessary.

«» I completely reject the notion that unfiltered pollution stacks should be built anywhere in Sydney, let alone three or four
in a single area. | am particularly concerned that schools would be near such unfiltered stacks. The government needs to
urgently review its policy of support for unfiltered stacks.

% lam deeply disappointed that the EIS contains little or no meaningful design and construction detail. It appears to be a
wish list not based on actual effects. Everything is indicative, ‘would’ not ‘will’, telling me nothing is actually ‘known’ for
certain. This is a dangerous and reckless attempt to get approval for a project that is yet to be properly designed.

s TheEIS at 12-57 describes possible disruptions of water supply to a vast area of Sydney as a result of tunnelling in the proximity
of two major Sydney Water Tunnels in the Newtown area, stating “Detailed surveys should be undertaken to verify the levels
and condition of these Sydney Water Assets”. Why has an EIS been published that infers that the tunnel alignments have been
thoroughly surveyed and researched, when further survey work could dramatically alter the alignments in the future ?

0
L 44

I object to the publication of this EIS only 14 days after the final date for submission of comments on the concept design.
At the time this EIS was approved for publication, there had been no public response to the public submissions on the
design. It was not possible that the community’s feedback was considered let alone assessed before the EIS model was
finalised. The rushed process exposes the fundamental lack of integrity in the feedback process and treats the community
with contempt.

% The increased amount of traffic the M4-MS5 Link will dump on the roads to and from the St Peters, Haberfield and Rozelle
Interchanges will disrupt local transport networks including bus and active transport (walking and cycling).

% loppose the destruction of any more of Sydney’s heritage for WestCONnex. | am appalled that Sydney Motorway
Corporation is seeking approval to tunnel under hundreds of highly valued heritage buildings in Newtown without any
serious assessment of risk at all. This heritage belongs to all of Sydney.

.
L4

There has been no ‘meaningful’ consultation with the community. Some areas affected by M3 /M5 have not even been
letterboxed by SMC. These include St Peters and sections of Erskineville. The SMC received hundreds of submissions on its
concept design and failed to respond to any of these before lodging this EIS

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties

Name Email Mobile
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Please include / delete (cross out or circle) my personal information when publishing this submission to your website

I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in
the EIS application, for the following reasons:

10.

11.

I am deeply disappointed that the EIS contains little or no meaningful design and construction detail. It appears to be
a wish list not based on actual effects. Everything is indicative, ‘would’ not ‘will’, telling me nothing is actually
‘known’ for certain. This is a dangerous and reckless attempt to get approval for a project that is yet to be properly
designed.

This EIS provides no basis on which to approve such a complex project including the building of interchanges
underneath Sydney suburbs Rozelle and Leichhardt. It would be absurd to approve the building of up to three tunnels
under people’s homes-on the basis of such flimsy information.

Stage 3 is the most complex and expensive stage of WestConnex, yet there are no detailed construction plans. It is not
enough to say there will be mitigation if negative impacts unfold. An EIS should assess risks and be able to predict
whether they are worth risking and if so, what mitigation should be necessary.

The justification for this project relies on the completion of other projects such as the Western Harbour Tunnel which
has not yet been planned, let alone approved.

It is clear that the tunnel portals will be major sites for more traffic congestion. Some intersections that are currently
very congested will be just as bad in 2033.

I completely reject the notion that unfiltered pollution stacks should be built anywhere in Sydney, let alone three or
four in a single area. I am particularly concerned that schools would be near such unfiltered stacks. The government
needs to urgently review its policy of support for unfiltered stacks.

I object to the publication of this EIS only 14 days after the final date for submission of comments on the concept
design. At the time this EIS was approved for publication, there had been no public response to the public
submissions on the design. It was not possible that the community’s feedback was considered let alone assessed
before the EIS model was finalised. The rushed process exposes the fundamental lack of integrity in the feedback
process and treats the community with contempt.

The increased amount of traffic the M4-M5 Link will dump on the roads to and from the St Peters, Haberfield and
Rozelle Interchanges will disrupt local transport networks including bus and active transport (walking and cycling).

I oppose the destruction of any more of Sydney’s heritage for WestCONnex. | am appalled that Sydney Motorway
Corporation is seeking approval to tunnel under hundreds of highly valued heritage buildings in Newtown without
any serious assessment of risk at all. This heritage belongs to all of Sydney.

I have read the warm and caring words contained in the EIS, ref Sustainability Management Strategy. What purpose
do these serve if they are not reflected in actual plans. They simply highlight the wanton destruction of homes, trees
and habitat already.

There has been no ‘meaningful’ consultation with the community. Some areas affected by M3/M5 have not even been
letterboxed by SMC. These include St Peters and sections of Erskineville. The SMC received hundreds of submissions
on its concept design and failed to respond to any of these before lodging this EIS.

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties ,

Name

Email Mobile
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| object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained
in the EIS application, for the following reasons:

1. The process that has led to this EIS has been undemacratic and obscure, driven by decisions made behind
closed doors.

2. Hundreds of risks associated with this project have not been assessed but have instead been deferred to a
detailed design stage into which the public will have no input. | call on the Department of Planning to reject this
inadequate EIS that has been prepared by AECOM that has multiple commercial interests in WestConnex.

3. | am appalled that the Sydney Motorway Corporation could seek approval to build complex interchanges under
the suburbs of Rozelle and Leichhardt on the basis of an EIS that is based on a concept design rather than
detailed proposal that includes engineering plans.

4. There has been no independent consideration of alternatives, in particular of a major expansion of commuter rail
transport. The Department should reject this inadequate EIS and have a review of the flawed processes that have
already led to massive expenditure on the inadequate option of privatised toll roads. This proposal is out of step
with contemporary urban planning.

5. The original objectives of the project specified improving road and freight access to Sydney Airport and to Port
Botany. We now have proposals for Stages 1,2 and 3 and none achieve this goal. The community is asked to
support this proposal on the basis of other major unfunded projects, which are little more than ideas on a map.
This is NOT the way to plan a liveable city.

6. Itis quite clear that the escalating cost of tolls will encourage drivers to avoid toliways. This will further pollute and
congest local roads. Such impact already evident on Parramatta Rd usage after the new M4 tolls were
introduced. The community expects similar impacts on roads around the St Peters interchange, including the
Princes Highway, King St, Enmore and Edgeware Roads and though streets of Alexandria and Erskineville. The
EIS Traffic analysis fails to deal with this issue of traffic beyond the boundaries of the project and should be
rejected.

| object to the fact that the WestConnex Traffic Model has not been released to Councils and the community.

Increased traffic congestion in areas around portals will increase pollution along roadsides, with predicted
adverse impacts on breathing and through long-term carcinogenic effects. The maps and analysis of the pollution
effects in the EIS should be presented in a way that enables them to be understood by ordinary citizens. Instead
information is presented in a way that is deliberately obscure and hard to interpret.

9. |am concerned that SMC has selected one of Sydney’s most dangerous traffic spots, Darley Rd in Leichhardt for
a construction site that will bring hundreds of extra trucks and cars into the area on a daily basis for years.

10. Unfiltered stacks anywhere in Sydney are not unacceptable. There must be a review of the NSW government's
unacceptable policy on this issue. | am appalled that the ex Minister for Planning Rob Stokes who approved the
New M5 and unfiltered stacks in St Peters and Haberfield would declare that he would not have them in his own
area. How can residents have any trust in a process that is underpinned by such hypocrisy.

11. 1 do not accept that King Street traffic congestion will be improved by this project, There should be a complete
review of the traffic modelling that does not appear to take sufficient notice of the impact of pouring 51000 extra
cars down Euston Rd on top of increases in population in the area. Given that there is no outlet between the St
Peters and Haberfield or Rozelle, all traffic going to the CBD, East or into the Inner West will use local roads.

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
moved before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties

Email Mabile
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% The impact of the deep tunnelling for the M4-
M5 link - in addition to the tunnelling for the
new Sydney Metro in the same area - in the
Tempe, Sydenham, St Peters, Newtown and
Camperdown and beyond is an unknown
hazard to the soundness of the buildings
above, and given that two different tunnelling

“operations will take place quite close, the
people in those buildings will struggle to get
repairs and compensation for loss because
either contractor will no doubt blame the
other.

< | do not consider so many disruptions of
pedestrian and cycle ways to be a 'temporary’'
impact. Four years in the life of a community
is a long time. The EIS acknowledges that
there will be more danger in the environment
around construction sites. It is a serious
matter to deliberately take steps to reduce the
safety of a community, especially when as
the traffic analysis shows there will be a
legacy of traffic congestion even in 2033. A
promise of a plan is NOT an answer to those
‘concerned about the impacts.

«% It is clear that Annandale, Glebe, Rozelle and
Lilyfield will be exposed to unacceptable
health risks. With four unfiltered emissions
stacks in the area plus a large number of exit
portals, the residents of this area will suffer
greatly from poisonous diesel
particulates. This is negligent when you.
consider that , the World Health Organisation

in 2012 declared diesel particulates
carcinogenic. " As you are no doubt aware
there are at least § schools that will be in the
orbit of these poisonous fumes and children
and the elderly are most at risk to lung
ailments. Your Education Minister Rob
Stokes declared in 2017, “No ventilation
shafts will be built near any school.”

& The EIS uses the term ‘construction fatigue’

to.refer to the continuing impacts of
construction. In St Peters construction work in
relation to the M4 and M5 has been going on
for years. Approval of this latest EIS will
mean that construction impacts of M4 and
New M5 will extend for a further five years
with both construction and 24/7 tunnelling
sites. In reality ‘construction fatigue’ means
residents in St Peters losing homes and
neighbours and community; roadworks
physically dividing communities; sickening
odours over several months, incredible noise
pollution 24 hours a day and dangerous work
practices putting community members at risk.
These conditions have already placed
enormous stress on local residents, seriously
impacting health and well-being. Another 5
years will be breaking point for many
residents. How is this addressed in the EIS
beyond the acknowledgement of ‘construction
fatigue’. This is intolerable for the local
community who bear the greatest cost of the
construction of the M4 and M5 and the least

benefit.
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..........................................................

I submit this objection to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application # SSI 7485, for
the following reasons, and ask that the Minister reject the application.

The heritage impacts of WestCONnex Stage 3 need to be seen in the light of the appalling wholesale
destruction that has already taken place in St Peters and Haberfield. Scores of houses and industrial buildings
were torn down for tollways that will not solve traffic congestions. Always the cost of destruction is
undervalued and the benefits of WestCONnex promoted. Whenever WestCONnex wants to tear down
buildings or put them at risk it is backed by the EIS evaluation. This is not objective and it is not in the public

interest.

2. 1object strongly to AECOM’s approach to heritage. The methodology used is simply to describe heritage. If it
interrupts the project plans, it simply must be destroyed. This is not an assessment at all. Plans to salvage
items do have value but this value should not be used as a carrot to justify the removal of buildings.

3. The EIS claims to have saved Blackmore Park and Easton Park, Rozelle, due to negative community feedback.
| am concerned that this is a false claim and that this site was never really in contention due to other physical
factors. | would like NSW Planning to investigate whether this claim is correct to have heeded the community

is false or not.

4. There has never been any proper assessment of the cumulative impacts on heritage of the WestCONnex
project. The loss of heritage in Concord, Haberfield and St Peters has been on a large scale and now the Stage
3 EIS shows that the M$/M5 tunnel would further add to this loss. '

5. Heritage items - Camperdown. The EIS also acknowledges that the use of a rock-breaker at the outer extents of
the project footprint will affect 73 residences, with five heritage items identified as having the potential to be
within the ‘minimum safe working distance’. While some mitigation ‘considered’, it is not mandated and the
requirement to mitigate is limited to ‘where feasible and reasonable’. The mitigation proposed seems in any
event to comprise letter-boxing residents about the likely impacts! The protection of heritage items should be
mandated, not just considered and there should be a strict requirement to protect such heritage items.

6. 1 object to the assessment of the removal of buildings, other rail infrastructure and vegetation on the Rozelle
Railway Yards being done in advance of this EIS. The RMS environmental assessment process is not publicly
accountable. These works were part of the WestConnex project and should have been assessed as part of

Stage 3.
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| submit this objection to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application # SSI
7485, for the following reasons, and ask that the Minister reject the application
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Stage 3is the most complex and expensive stage of WestConnex and the government is seeking approval, yet there are no detailed
construction plans so we are not speaking to a real situation.

The process that has led to this EIS has been undemocratic and obscure, driven by decisions made behind closed doors.

The business case for the projectin all three stages has failed to taken into account the external costs of these massive road
projects in air pollution for human and environmental health, in adding fossil fuel emissions to increase global warming effects, and
in the economic and social costs of the disruption to human activities, of displacement of people and businesses and of the
destruction of community cohesion and amenity . These external costs far outweigh any benefits from building roads which poorly
serve people’s transport needs but instead enrich private corporations.

This EIS contains no meaningful design and construction details and no parameters as to how broad changes and therefore
impacts cou!d be. It therefore fails to allow the community to be informed about and comment on the projectimpactsin a

meaningful way.

The EIS at 7-41 acknowledges that there is great concern in the community that King Street, Newtown, will be made a 24 hour
clearway, stating “Roads and Maritime has no plan to change the existing clearways on King Street” . This statementis deliberately
misleading - itinfers that SMC has authority in controlling impacts on regional roads. Roads and Maritime have the unfettered

right to declare Clearways wherever and whenever they wish, and RMS has NEVER stated publicly that King Street will not be
subject to extended clearways.

The EIS at12-57 describes possible disruptions of water supply to a vast area of Sydney as a result of tunnelling in the proximity of

two major Sydney Water Tunnels in the Newtown area, stating “Detailed surveys should be undertaken to verify the levels and
condition of these Sydney Water Assets” . Why has an EIS been published that infers that the tunnel alignments have been

thoroughly surveyed and researched, when further survey work could dramatically alter the alignments in the future ?
There are estimated 100 heavy and 70 light vehicle movements a day and the planiis to allow a right-hand turn into Darley Road

from the CW Link. The trucks will drive onto Darley Road, turn right into the site and then left back out onto the CW Link, which is
unrealistic given the amount of traffic on these roads now.

I am appalied that the Sydney Motorway Corporation could seek approval to build complexinterchanges under the suburbs of
Rozelle and Leichhardt on the basis of an EIS that is based on a concept design rather than detailed proposal that includes
engineering plans.

The warm and caring words contained in the EIS, ref Sustainability Management Strategy, have not been reflected in the wanton
destruction of homes, trees and habitat already. Why should we believe them?

Theincreased amount of traffic the M4-Ms Link will dump on the roads to and from the St Peters Interchange will have a heavy

disruptive impact on the local transport routes, whether by vehicle, bus, or active transport (walking and cycling).

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties

Name Email Mobile
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Submission to : Planning Services, Name: (/IN e 29 ng“(gmr(k

Department of Planning and Environment

P , NSW, 2001 :
GPO Box 39, Sydney Signature;

Please include / delete (cross out or circle) my personal information when
Attention: Director — Transport Assessments | publishing this submission to your website Declaration : | HAVE NOT made any
reportable political donations in the last 2 years.

Application Number: SSI 7485 Application Y N N —
Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link Address: L( G\ PPs 5

Suburb: 6”90/@’(4 WM’UZV) Postcode ) 0 7/
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| submit this objection to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application # SSI
7485, for the following reasons, and ask that the Minister reject the application

% | completely reject the notion that unfiltered pollution stacks should be built anywhere in Sydney, let alone three or four in a single area. | am
particularly concerned that schools would be near such unfiltered stacks. The government needs to urgently review its policy of support for
unfiltered stacks.

% The additional unfiltered exhaust stack on the north-west corner of the interchange will further increase the vehicle pollution in an area where
the prevailing south and north-westerly winds will send that poliution over residences, schools and sports fields. The St Peters Primary School in
particular will be at the apex of a triangle between the two exhaust stacks on the south-western and north-western corners of the interchange.
This is utterly unaccepfable.

< | am deeply disappointed that the EIS contains little or no meaningful design and construction detail. It appears to be a wish list not based on
actual effects. Everything is indicative, ‘would’ not ‘will’, telling me nothing is actually ‘known’ for certain. This is a dangerous and reckless
attempt to get approval for a project that is yet to be properly designed.

3

o,
o

The impact of the deep tunnelling for the M4-MS5 link - in addition to the tunnelling for the new Sydney Metro in the same area - in the Tempe,
Sydenham, St Peters, Newtown and Camperdown and beyond is an unknown hazard to the soundness of the buildings above, and given that
two different tunnelling operations will take place quite close, the people in those buildings will struggle to get repairs and compensation for
loss because either contractor will no doubt blame the other. The increasing numbers of vehicles will also increase the vehicle pollution (known

D

to have adverse effects on breathing and also to be carcinogenic} in this area.

< There have been widespread reports in the media about extensive unresolved disputes regarding damages to houses in the Stage 1 M4 and
Stage 2 M5 construction process. Why should the community believe that there will not be extensivedamages to houses in Stage 3 ?

% Because this is still based on a “concept design” it is unknown how the communities affected will not know what is being done below their
residences, schools, business premises and public spaces, particularly if the whole project is sold into a private corporation’s ownership before
the actual designs and construction plans are determined. The EIS makes references to these designs and plans being reviewed but there is NO
information as to what agency will be responsible for such reviews or whether the outcomes of such reviews will be made public. The
communities below whose homes, business premises, public buildings and public spaces this massive project will be excavated and built will be
completely in the dark about what is being done, what standards it is supposed to comply with, what inspection or scrutiny it will subject to,
and whether the private corporations undertaking the work will be held to any liability by our government.

% Itis quite clear that the escalating cost of tolls will encourage drivers to avoid tollways. This will further pollute and congest local roads. Such
impact already evident on Parramatta Rd usage after the new M4 tolls were introduced. The community expects similar impacts on roads
around the St Peters interchange, including the Princes Highway, King St, Enmore and Edgeware Roads and though streets of Alexandria and
Erskineville. The EIS Traffic analysis fails to deal with this issue of traffic beyond the boundaries of the project and should be rejected.

% Itall very difficult for the community to access hard copies of the EIS outside normal working and business hours. The Newtown Library only has
one copy of the EIS, and has extremely limited opening hours. This restricted access does NOT constitute open and fair community
engagement.

« |am concerned that SMC has selected one of Sydney’s most dangerous traffic spots, Darley Rd in Leichhardt for a construction site that will
bring hundreds of extra trucks and cars into the area on a daily basis for years.

< The additional unfiltered exhaust stack on the north-west corner of the interchange will further increase the vehicle pollution in an area where
the prevailing south and north-westerly winds will send that pollution over residences, schools and sports fields. The St Peters Primary School in
particular will be at the apex of a triangle between the two exhaust stacks on the south—western and north-western corners of the interchange.
This is utterly unacceptable.

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties

Name Email Mobile
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Attention Director
Application Number: 551 7485 Application

Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, circle) my personal information when publishing this

Department of Planning and Environment submission to your website.! HAVE NOT made reportable political donations in the last 2 years.
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 Add’ﬁik

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link | Suburb;

| object to the WestConnex M4-MS5 Link proposals for the following reasons:

< The decision to build a three-stage tollway instead of expanding public transport has never been subjected to democratic decision-making and
in fact has been opposed by the great majority of submissions received in response to the Environmental Impact Statements for the first two
stages. .

% The original objectives of the project specified improving road and freight access to Sydney Airport and to Port Botany. We now have proposals
for Stages 1,2 and 3 and none achieve this goal. The community is asked to support this proposal on the basis of other major unfunded projects,
which are little more than ideas on a map. This is NOT the way to plan a liveable city.

< There will be 100 workers a day on the site, with provision for only 10-20 car spaces and there is a concession that local streets will be used,
who will be 'encouraged’ to use public transport. Our experience with the major construction sites in Haberfield, and St Peters that public
transport is not used by the workers and that despite the fact they are not supposed to do so, they park in our local streets and cause strife
with our residents.

¢ The EIS at 7-21 states that Community update Newsletters were distributed to residents ‘near the project footprint’ in many suburbs. This
statement is simply not correct. No such newsletters were received by residents in central and northern Newtown. SMC was made aware of
this fact, but has not responded to verbal and written requests for audited confirmation of the addresses ‘letterboxed’. This statement of
community engagement should be rejected by the Department. .

< Darley Road is confirmed as a 'civil and tunnel site (dive site) with a ‘Motorway Operations' site at one end for machinery during the build and
will then house permanent water treatment facilities, despite evidence tendered to the Concept Design explaining that this intersection has an
high accident rate and is completely unsuitable for such a purpose.

% 1 do not accept that King Street traffic congestion will be improved by this project, There should be a complete review of the traffic modelling
that does not appear to take sufficient notice of the impact of pouring 51000 extra cars down Euston Rd on top of increases in population in
the area. Given that there is no outlet between the St Peters and Haberfield or Rozelle, all traffic going to the CBD, East or into the Inner West
will use local roads.

«» | object to the issue of this EIS only 14 days after the period for submission of comments on the concept design closed. There is no public
response to the 1,000s of comments made on the design and it seems impossible that the comments could have been reviewed, assessed and
responses to them incorporated into the EIS in that time. This casts doubt over the integrity of the entire EIS process.

< There will be 100 workers a day on the site, with provision for only 10-20 car spaces and there is a concession that local streets will be used,

who will be 'encouraged' to use public transport. Our experience with the major construction sites in Haberfield, and St Peters that public

transport is not used by the workers and that despite the fact they are not supposed to do so, they park in our local streets and cause strife
with our residents. :

X3

.0

Why is there no detailed information about the so called ‘King Street Gateway’ included in the EIS ?
| completely reject this EtS due to its failure to consider the alternative plan put forward by the City of Sydney.

X

*

X3

%

An on-line interactive map was published with the M4-M5 Concept Design that indicated a very wide yellow ‘swoosh’ that is upwards of a
kilometre wide in some sections of the M4-M5 proposals. SMC have NEVER publicly published or acknowledged that the contractor to be
appointed to build the tunnels will be ‘encouraged’ to do so within the yellow swoosh footprint, but may go outside the indicative swoosh area
if found necessary after further geotech and survey work. The proposed Sydney Water Tunnels surveys (EIS 12-57) could potentially see a
dramatic change in the tunnel alignments in the Newtown area. Why were these surveys not done during the past three years such that
‘definitive’ rather than ‘indicative’ alignments could be published. The EIS should be withdrawn till such time that it is a true and fair ‘definitive’
document open for genuine public comment.

**  Other comments :

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties

Name Email Mobile
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Sydney, NSW,2001 information wh pubhs g this submission to your
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Attention: Director, Transport Assessments donations in the last two years.

Application Numben SS1 7485 : Date: a\g"A/ %1( 2_@ { 7

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link - | Address: ZE A/~ ﬁ/‘
Z—l’\

Suburb: 4 ’W' Postcode: )@ Q

I OB]ECT TO THIS Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). My reasons are as follows.

There is a lack of strategic justification for the project. No feasible altematlves have been developed or
assessed. '

This EIS is a strategy-only document. It does not commit to any design and it therefore does not address any -
local impacts created by the proposed M4-M5 Link. Instead, it prepares the pathway for the sale of the

Sydney Motorway Corporation (SMC) to the private sector, which would remove from the Government the
responsibility, oversight and control of the final d951gn, cost and implementation of the M4-M5. Lmk

- Importantly, the M4-M5 Link fails to meet the primary ob]ectlves of providing a direct motorway connectlon
between Western Sydney and Sydney Airport and Port Botany.

While the Rozelle Interchange is supposed to be opened in December 2023, the design is so preliminary and
so complex (and would be incredibly expensive if it were to proceed) that it should be treated as a separate
stage of the project to ensure that potential private sector funders are willing to invest in it.

There will be major impacts on the Anzac Bridge (projected 60% increase in daily traffic) and the CBD. The
EIS forecasts major impacts on bus travel times and reliability.

The EIS does not adequately account for impacts on health and air quality. Very concerningly, it identifies
- an additional five (5) unfiltered ventilation stacks to be constructed in Rozelle/Lilyfield. Additionally, local
surface roads will be widened and traffic volumes will increase - with associated increased air quality risks.

In summary, the EIS treats the public - our communities - with contempt. It offers no final design, no
commitment to improved transport and only vague and unreliable traffic modelling.

If the M4-MS5 Link proceeds, the people of the affected inner west suburbs - and indeed in wider Sydney -
will have a highly destructive, intrusive motorway that escalating tolls will make extremely unpopular, and
therefore avoided wherever possible. In turn, this will inevitably create traffic congestion in smaller, local
streets:

. Ibelieve the real purpose of this EIS is to get NSW Government approval so that the opportunity to design,
build, operate, maintain and put a toll on the road can be sold to private investors ~ a process completely
outside of the scrutiny of the public (taxpayers) who will bear the ill-effects on their various communities for
decades to come.

I call on the Secretary of NSW Planning to advise the Minister to reject this entire EIS and re-write it
prior to any further work on the other sections of WestConnex continuing,. :
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Attention Director
Application Number: SSI 7485
Szgnature
Infrastructure Projects, Planning y
Services, include my
Department of Planning and
Environment

GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001
Application Name:

WestConnex M4-M5 Link
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on when publlshmg thls subm:ssmn to your website. | HAVE NOT
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I submit my objection to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals for the reasons stated below, and request the Minister
reject the application entirely, and cause the proponents to reissue an EIS that is based on a fully researched, developed,
and budgeted concept design, and require the proponents to prepare a new business case against that design.

¢ The construction and operation of the project
will result in 51 property acquisitions. We
object to the project in its entirety because of
this impact. We note that a number of long-
standing businesses have been acquired and
that many families and businesses in earlier
stages have been forced to go to court to seek
fair compensation. We object to the acquisition
in particular of the Dan Murphys site. The
business was substantially renovated and a
new business opened with full knowledge of
the likely acquisition. We object to it being
acquired and compensated in this
circumstances and call on the Government to
investigate the circumstances which led to this
occurring (Executive Summary xvii)

0 Along with the widening of the Crescent at
Annandale the White's Creek bridge is to be
rebuilt. This will mean that the road in this
area will be reduced in width as first one side
of the bridge is rebuilt followed by the other.
Added to the additional volume of trucks from
the Rozelle Rail Yards, the Crescent Civil site
and the Camperdown site this is going to lead
to massive congestion on Johnston St and all
along the Crescent towards Ross St and make
it virtually impossible for residents to exit and
return to their local area. It is most likely that
the commercial sectors of the Tramsheds
development will be badly affected.

0 ltis clear from reading the EIS that the impacts
of the project on traffic congestion and travel
times across the region during five years of

construction will be negative and

substantial. Five years is a long time. At the
end of the day, the result of the project will also
be more traffic congestion although not
necessarily in the same places as now. There
needs to be a serious cost benefit analysis
before the project proceeds further.

The EIS refers to be construction impacts as
being ‘temporary’. | do not consider a five year
construction period to be temporary.

| do not consider it acceptable that
cycling/pedestrian routes should be changed
for four years in Annandale and Rozelle in
ways that will make cycling more difficult and
walking less possible for residents with
reduced mobility. These are vital community
transport routes.

The Inner West Greenway was considered but
not assessed as a cumulative impact. One of
the claimed project benefits of the proposal is
improved east/west crossings of Parramatta
Rd for pedestrians/bikes and the Greenway
would achieve this and should be assessed
and provided as part of the project. The
Greenway was part of inner west LR project
before it was deferred in 2011 and Inner West
Council has done extensive work on it.

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties

Name Email

Mobile
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Suburb: VW\/'Q"/"’ ..... e aeeens Postcode.?f.%z,.

Submission from: Submission to:
Name:. Resba Memeon S Planning Services,

Department of Planning and Environment
Signaturer ......................................................... . | GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

Please include / deMe/(cross out or circle) my personal information when publishing | Attn: Director — Transport Assessments
this submission to your website Declaration : | HAVE NOT made any reportable

political donations in the last 2 years.

Address: 2 { 'Q(‘E(’L""‘M Q‘( i

Application Number: SSI| 7485 Application

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link

| submit this objection to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application # SS| 7485,
for the following reasons, and ask that the Minister reject the application.

There has been no independent consideration of alternatives, in particular of a major expansion of commuier rail transport. The Department should reject this inadequate EIS and have a review of

.
q

the lawed processes that have already led to massive expenditure on the i

option of privatised toll roads. This proposal is out of step with porary urban pl

I object to the fact that the WestConnex Traffic Model has not been released to Councils and the community.

EIS 6.1 (Synthesis, Page 45) describes the Process for addressing project uncertaintics. “The EIS is based on the concept design developed for the project. As such, it is 10 be expected that some
uncertainties exist that will need 10 be resolved during detailed design and construction and operational planning. As described in Chapter 1, construction contractors (for each stage of the
project) would be engaged during detailed design to provide greater certainty on the exact locations of temporary and permanent facilities and infrastructure as well as the construction

methodology 1o be adopted. This may result in changes to both the project design and the construction methodologies described and assessed in this EIS. Any changes to the project would be

reviewed for 1 "y with the ined in the EIS including relevant mitigation measures, environmental performance outconmes and any future conditions of approval”. The EIS
should not be approved till the bulk of these ‘uncertainties’ have been fully researched and surveyed and the results (and any changes) published for public comment.

1 object to the publication of this EIS only 14 days afier the final date for submission of on the pt design. At the time this EIS was approved for publication, there had been no

public response 10 the public submissions on the design. It was not possiblc that the community’s feedback was considered let alone assessed before the EIS model was finalised. The rushed
process exposes the fundamental lack of integrity in the fcedback process and treats the community with contempt.

Stage 3 is the most complex and expensive stage of WestConnex, yet there are no detailed construction plans. It is not enough to say there will be mitigation if negative impacts unfold. An EIS
should asscss risks and be able to predict whether they are worth risking and if so, what mitigation should be necessary.

The assessment and solution to potentially serious problems described in the EIS at 12-57 (where mainline tunnels alignment crosses key Sydney Water utility services that service Sydney's
eastern and southemn suburbs) is “based on assumptions about the strength and stiffness of the water tunnels given that limited information about the design and condition of these assels was
available. Detailed surveys should be undertaken 1o verify the levels and condition of these Sydney Water assets. A detailed assessment would be carried out in consultation with Sydney Water to

v I

demonstrate that construction of the M4-M5 Link tunnels would have negligible adverse or vibration imp on these Is. A settl itoring program would also be

1idd,

implemented during construction to vali orr the predi

should it be required.” The community can have no confidence in the EIS proposals that are incomplete and possibly

negligent. The EIS proposals and application should not be approved till these issues are definitively resolved and publicly published.

SMC have made it all but impossible for the ity to access hard copies of the EIS outside normal working and business hours. The Newtown Library only has one copy of the EIS, and has
extremely limited opening hours. Monday and Wednesday: 108am to 7pm. Tuesday: |0am to 6pm. Thursday and Friday: 10am 10 Spm. Saturday and Sunday: 1 Jam to 4pm. This restricted access
does NOT constitute open and fair community engagement. .

Given the high cost of the tolls and their anticipated annual increase it is also expected that there will be an increase on traffic generally on local roads as motorists avoid the tollways. This can
alrcady be secn on Parramatta Rd immediately the new M4 tolls were activated. We expect exactly the same effect in the roads around the interchange, including thé Princes Highway, King St,

Edgeware and Enmore Roads and through the sircets of Erskineville and Alexandria.

bl where mainline tunncls

The EIS at 12-57 describes potentially serious pr

lig crosses key Sydney Water utility services that service Sydney’s eastern and southern suburbs. Why is
SMC proposing tunnelling within metres of these critical services when no accurate surveying has been done? And when there is only limited information available about the strength of these

water tunnels ? The community can have no confidence in the EIS proposals that arc incomplete and possibly negli The EIS proposals and application should not be approved till these issues

-

are definitively resolved and publicly published.

Why the so called ‘King Street Gateway’ been excluded in the analysis of cumulative impacts of other projects ?

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties

Name Email Mobile
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| object to the WestConnex M4-Ms Link proposals as contained in the EIS application Submission to:
# 5517485, for the reasons set out below.

N . _ Planning Services,
NameQ&(\‘%%M Department of Planning and Environment

: GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

Signature:........

Q Attn: Director- Transport Assessments
Please include my persohal information when publishing this submission to your website
Declaration : | HAVE NOT made any reportable polmmldanatlonsm the last 2 years. Application Number: SS17485 Application
| &
Addl‘eSS' -------- 2‘.’ Q\ ....... w)@% ................................................................................ App“cation Name: WestCOnnex M4_M5 Link
Suburb:..... q Cﬂ.@/bt ..... <¥\0 ..... g - NSN .................Postcode....?.:?.z?%..

a) Thesocial and economic impact study fails to record the great concern for valued Newtown heritage
b) 1object to the fact that the WestConnex Traffic Model has not been released to Councils and the community.

¢) Insufficient time has been given for the community to prepare submissions to the EIS, especially when one considers that
whole neighbourhoods affected by the project were not even notified during the concept design period. e.g Newtown,
east of King St.

d) Theimpact of the deep tunnelling for the M4-M5 link - in addition to the tunnelling for the new Sydney Metro in the same
area - in the Tempe, Sydenham, St Peters, Newtown and Camperdown and beyond is an unknown hazard to the
soundness of the buildings above, and given that two different tunnelling operations will take place quite close, the
people in those buildings will struggle to get repairs and compensation for loss because either contractor will no doubt
blame the other. The increasing numbers of vehicles will also increase the vehicle pollution (known to have adverse
effects on breathing and also to be carcinogenic) in this area.

e) Themechanical ventilation proposed depends on single direction tunnel construction, so how it can possibly work for
large curved tunnels on multiple levels is unknown.

f) TheEIS proposes removal of all vegetation on the Darley Road site. There is a mature tree located on the site which serves
as avisual and noise barrier to the heavy City West Link traffic. Removal of this tree and other vegetation will increase
noise impacts to nearby residents and affect the visual amenity, with homes having a direct line of sight to the City West
Link. The existing mature tree needs to be retained on this and environmental grounds.

g) TheEIS needs to provide specific detail as to what will be provided by way of alternative accommodation to the 36
residents identified as suffering extreme noise interference. There is no plan to temporarily relocate such residents, not to
offer them financial compensation to enable them to move out during the worst period. There is an estimated 10 weeks of
extreme noise during demolition of the commercial building and preparatory road works. Once this work is finished the
residents will also be forced to endure a truck every 304 minutes for a period of five years. It is clearly not possible for such
residents to continue to live in these houses and the EIS needs to detail what will be provided in terms of alternative
living arrangements for part, or all of the construction work period.
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Attention Director
Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services,

M A LI

Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001
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Address:

Application Number: SSI 7485
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Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link

Signature: q_J %
7418 \

Please include my personal information when pubhshmg this submlssnon to your websn‘(
Declaratlon | HAVE NOT made ‘any reportable political donatlons in the last 2 years.

| object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals

as contained in the EIS application, for the following reasons:

I Iam very concerned by the finding that 162 homes and
hundreds of individual residents including young
children, students and people at home during the day
will be highly affected by construction noise. These
homes are spread across all construction sites. The
predicted levels are more than 75 decibels and high
enough to produce damage over an eight hour period.
Such noise levels will severely impact on the health,
capacity to work and quality of life of residents. NSW
Planning should not give approval for this, especially
based on the difficulties residents near M4 East, M4
Widening and New M5 residents have experienced in
achieving notification and mitigation M4 east and New
MS. A promise of some future plan to mitigate by a
construction company yet to be nominated is certainly
not sufficient.

Il. The EIS states that spoil haulage hours will be
restricted but ignores the fact that the same was
promised for the M4 East but these promises have been
ignored repeatedly.

I1l. The business case for the project in all three stages has
failed to taken into account the external costs of these
massive road projects in air pollution for human and
environmental health, in adding fossil fuel emissions to
increase global warming effects, and in the economic
and social costs of the disruption to human activities, of
displacement of people and businesses and of the
destruction of community cohesion and amenity. These
external costs far outweigh any benefits from building
roads which poorly serve people’s transport needs but
instead enrich private corporations.

IV. The EIS lacks sufficient focus on traffic congestion in the
suburbs of Alexandria and Erskineville. Are these being
ignored because they will be even more congested than
currently.

V. The EIS states that, if the current proposal for
ventilation facilities do not manage to achieve
satisfactory environmental and health impacts, that
further ventilation facilities may be proposed. This is
unacceptable and the EIS does not provide the
alternative locations for any such facilities and
therefore the community is deprived of any opportunity
to comment on their impacts. The EIS should not be
approved on the basis that there may be additional
ventilation facilities that are not disclosed in the EIS.

VL. Itis clear that the tunnel portals will be major sites for
more traffic congestion. Some intersections that are
currently very congested will be just as bad in 2033.

VII. Leichhardt residents were repeatedly told by SMC
that the Darley Road site would be operational for
three years. The EIS states that it will be operational
for 5 years. This creates an unacceptable impact for
residents. The works on the site should be restricted
to a three-year program as was promised.

VIII.  The volume of extra heavy traffic in the Rozelle
area and the acknowledged impact this will have on
local roads is completely unacceptable to me.

‘__—J
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Attention Director Name: M k
Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, % \ //ld/,@’\

Department of Planning and Environment

GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 Address: X%WW o
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Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link Signatureﬁ%

Please include / dgleté (cross out or circle} my personal information when publishing this submission to your website
Declaration : | HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years.

| object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained
in the EIS application, for the following reasons:

< SMC have made it all but impossible for the community to access hard copies of the EIS outside normal working and business hours. The
Newtown Library only has one copy of the EIS, and has extremely limited opening hours. Monday and Wednesday: 10am to 7pm. Tuesday:
10am to 6pm. Thursday and Friday: 10am to Spm. Saturday and Sunday: 11am to 4pm. This restricted access does NOT constitute open and fair
community engagement.

¢ Given the high cost of the tolls and their anticipated annual increase it is also expected that there will be an increase on traffic generally on local
roads as motorists avoid the tollways. This can already be seen on Parramatta Rd immediately the new M4 tolls were activated. We expect
exactly the same effect in the roads around the interchange, including the Princes Highway, King St, Edgeware and Enmore Roads and through
the streets of Erskineville and Alexandria.

» The EIS at 12-57 describes potentially serious problems where mainline tunnels alignment crosses key Sydney Water utility services that service
Sydney’s eastern and southern suburbs. Why is SMC proposing tunnelling within metres of these critical services when no accurate surveying
has been done? And when there is only limited information available about the strength of these water tunnels ? The community can have no
confidence in the EIS proposals that are incomplete and possibly negligent. The EIS proposals and application should not be approved till these
issues are definitively resolved and publicly published.

% There has been no independent consideration of alternatives, in particular of a major expansion of commuter rail transport. The Department
should reject this inadequate EIS and have a review of the flawed processes that have already led to massive expenditure on the inadequate
option of privatised toll roads. This proposal is out of step with contemporary urban planning.

< EIS 6.1 (Synthesis, Page 45) describes the Process for addressing project uncertainties. “The EIS is based on the concept design developed for the
project. As such, it is to be expected that some uncertainties exist that will need to be resolved during detailed design and construction and
operational planning. As described in Chapter 1, construction contractors (for each stage of the project) would be engaged during detailed
design to provide greater certainty on the exact locations of temporary and permanent facilities and infrastructure as well as the construction
methodology to be adopted. This may result in changes to both the project design and the construction methodologies described and assessed in
this EIS. Any changes to the project would be reviewed for consistency with the assessment contained in the EIS including relevant mitigation
measures, environmental performance outcomes and any future conditions of approval”. The EIS should not be approved till the bulk of these
‘uncertainties’ have been fully researched and surveyed and the results (and any changes) published for public comment.

| object to the publication of this EIS only 14 days after the final date for submission of comments on the concept design. At the time this EIS
was approved for publication, there had been no public response to the public submissions on the design. It was not possible that the
community’s feedback was considered let alone assessed before the EIS model was finalised. The rushed process exposes the fundamental lack
of integrity in the feedback process and treats the community with contempt.

< Stage 3 is the most complex and expensive stage of WestConnex, yet there are no detailed construction plans. It is not enough to say there will
be mitigation if negative impacts unfold. An EIS should assess risks and be able to predict whether they are worth risking and if so, what
mitigation should be necessary.

< The assessment and solution to potentially serious problems described in the EIS at 12-57 (where mainline tunnels alignment crosses key

Sydney Water utility services that service Sydney’s eastern and southern suburbs) is “based on assumptions about the strength and stiffness of

the water tunnels given that limited information about the design and condition of these assets was available. Detailed surveys should be

undertaken to verify the levels and condition of these Sydney Water assets. A detailed assessment would be carried out in consultation with

Sydney Water to demonstrate that construction of the M4-M5 Link tunnels would have negligible adverse settlement or vibration impacts on

these tunnels. A settlement monitoring program would also be implemented during construction to validate or reassess the predictions should it

be required.” The community can have no confidence in the EIS proposals that are incomplete and possibly negligent. The EIS proposals and
application should not be approved till these issues are definitively resolved and publicly published.

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties
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| object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained
in the EIS application, for the following reasons:

=  Stage 3 is the most complex and expensive stage of WestConnex and the government is seeking approval, yet there are
no detailed construction plans so we are not speaking to a real situation.

= The process that has led to this EIS has been undemocratic and obscure, driven by decisions made behind closed doors.

= The business case for the project in all three stages has failed to taken into account the external costs of these massive
road projects in air pollution for human and environmental health, in adding fossil fuel emissions to increase global
warming effects, and in the economic and social costs of the disruption to human activities, of displacement of people
and businesses and of the destruction of community cohesion and amenity. These external costs far outweigh any
benefits from building roads which poorly serve people’s transport needs but instead enrich private corporations.

= This EIS contains no meaningful design and construction details and no parameters as to how broad changes and
therefore impacts could be. It therefore fails to allow the community to be informed about and comment on the project
impacts in a meaningful way.

= The EIS at 7-41 acknowledges that there is great concern in the community that King Street, Newtown, will be made a 24
hour clearway, stating “Roads and Maritime has no plan to change the existing clearways on King Street”. This statement
is deliberately misleading - it infers that SMC has authority in controlling impacts on regional roads. Roads and Maritime
have the unfettered right to declare Clearways wherever and whenever they wish, and RMS has NEVER stated publicly
that King Street will not be subject to extended clearways.

= The EIS at 12-57 describes possible disruptions of water supply to a vast area of Sydney as a result of tunnelling in the
proximity of two major Sydney Water Tunnels in the Newtown area, stating “Detailed surveys should be undertaken to
verify the levels and condition of these Sydney Water Assets”. Why has an EIS been published that infers that the tunne!
alignments have been thoroughly surveyed and researched, when further survey work could dramatically alter the
alignments in the future ?

= There are estimated 100 heavy and 70 light vehicle movements a day and the plan is to allow a right-hand turn into
Darley Road from the CW Link. The trucks will drive onto Darley Road, turn right into the site and then left back out onto
the CW Link, which is unrealistic given the amount of traffic on these roads now.

= | am appalled that the Sydney Motorway Corporation could seek approval to build complex interchanges under the
suburbs of Rozelle and Leichhardt on the basis of an EIS that is based on a concept design rather than detailed proposal
that includes engineering plans.

= The warm and caring words contained in the EIS, ref Sustainability Management Strategy, have not been reflected in the
wanton destruction of homes, trees and habitat already. Why should we believe them?

® The increased amount of traffic the M4-M5 Link will dump on the roads to and from the St Peters Interchange will have a
heavy disruptive impact on the local transport routes, whether by vehicle, bus, or active transport (walking and cycling).

=  QOther Comments

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties
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| object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained
in the EIS application, for the following reasons:

e  There have been widespread reports in the media about extensive unresolved disputes regarding damages to houses in the Stage 1 M4 and
Stage 2 M5 construction process. Why should the community believe that there will not be extensivedamages to houses in Stage 3 ?

e  Because this is still based on a “concept design” it is unknown how the communities affected will not know what is being done below their
residences, schools, business premises and public spaces, particularly if the whole project is sold into a private corporation’s ownership before
the actual designs and construction plans are determined. The EIS makes references to these designs and plans being reviewed but there is
NO information as to what agency will be responsible for such reviews or whether the outcomes of such reviews will be made public. The
communities below whose homes, business premises, public buildings and public spaces this massive project will be excavated and built will
be completely in the dark about what is being done, what standards it is supposed to comply with, what inspection or scrutiny it will subject
to, and whether the private corporations undertaking the work will be held to any liability by our government.

e Itis quite clear that the escalating cost of tolls will encourage drivers to avoid tollways. This will further pollute and congest local roads. Such
impact already evident on Parramatta Rd usage after the new M4 tolls were introduced. The community expects similar impacts on roads
around the St Peters interchange, including the Princes Highway, King St, Enmore and Edgeware Roads and though streets of Alexandria and
Erskineville. The EIS Traffic analysis fails to deal with this issue of traffic beyond the boundaries of the project and should be rejected.

e Itall very difficult for the community to access hard copies of the EIS outside normal working and business hours. The Newtown Library only
has one copy of the EIS, and has extremely limited opening hours. This restricted access does NOT constitute open and fair community
engagement.

e 1am concerned that SMC has selected one of Sydney’s most dangerous traffic spots, Darley Rd in Leichhardt for a construction site that will
bring hundreds of extra trucks and cars into the area on a daily basis for years. :

¢ The additional unfiltered exhaust stack on the north-west corner of the interchange will further increase the vehicle pollution in an area
where the prevailing south and north-westerly winds will send that pollution over residences, schools and sports fields. The St Peters Primary
School in particular will be at the apex of a triangle between the two exhaust stacks on the south-western and north-western corners of the
interchange. This is utterly unacceptable.

e | completely reject the notion that unfiltered pollution stacks should be built anywhere in Sydney, let alone three or four in a single area. | am
particularly concerned that schools would be near such unfiltered stacks. The government needs to urgently review its policy of support for
unfiltered stacks.

e The additional unfiltered exhaust stack on the north-west corner of the interchange will further increase the vehicle pollutionin an area
where the prevailing south and north-westerly winds will send that pollution over residences, schools and sports fields. The St Peters Primary
School in particular will be at the apex of a triangle between the two exhaust stacks on the south-western and north-western corners of the
interchange. This is utterly unacceptable.

e | am deeply disappointed that the EIS contains little or no meaningful design and construction detail. It appears to be a wish list not based on
actual effects. Everything is indicative, ‘would’ not ‘will’, telling me nothing is actually ‘’known’ for certain. This is a dangerous and reckless
attempt to get approval for a project that is yet to be properly designed.

e  The impact of the deep tunnelling for the M4-MS5 link - in addition to the tunnelling for the new Sydney Metro in the same area - in the
Tempe, Sydenham, St Peters, Newtown and Camperdown and beyond is an unknown hazard to the soundness of the buildings above, and
given that two different tunnelling operations will take place quite close, the people in those buildings will struggle to get repairs and
compensation for loss because either contractor will no doubt blame the other. The increasing numbers of vehicles will also increase the
vehicle pollution (known to have adverse effects on breathing and also to be carcinogenic) in this area.

.
-

~
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I object to the Westconnex M4-M5 link proposals as contained in the EIS for the following reasons:

1. The EIS is a strategy document only. It does not commit to any design, and therefore it doesn’t address any
local issues which are created by the construction of the M4-M5 link. Its whole purpose is to prepare a legal
and bureaucratic pathway for the sale of Sydney Motor Corporation to the private sector thereby removing the
Government from the oversight and responsibility for the design and construction. It also endeavours to lock
out the public from being able to have any say in what is built, how it is built and where it is built.

2.The EIS shows that traffic on the City West Link, Johnston St, the Crescent, Catherine St and Ross street will
greatly increase during the construction period and also be greatly increased by the time Stage 3 is completed.
It states that Stage 3 will do nothing to improve traffic congestion in the area in fact it will add to the problem.
Many of these areas are already congested at Peak times. This will be higlily negative for the local area as more
and more people try to avoid the congestion by using rat runs through the local areas on local streets.

3. The proposed work hours for the Rozelle Rail Yards Site are tunnelling and spoil handling 24 hours a day
seven days a week. On ground construction Mon-Fri 7.00am - 6.00pm, Sat 8.00am- 1.00pm. However as has
been experienced by those at Haberfield and St Peters these hours and especially late and night work have been
extended and implemented when the schedules have fallen behind and this has lead to great physical and
mental stress for many residents through interrupted sleep and loss of sleep especially for those with children.
The roads and sites at night in the area will see a marked increase in noise from truck movements, truck
reversing alarms and running machinery. It will also see a marked increase in light during the night hours with
site illumination and vehicle head lights as has been experienced in other areas. These problems have not been
addressed in the EIS. '

4. The Rozelle Rail Yards site is the location of 3 Unfiltered Pollution Stacks. - There is a fourth stack on Victoria -.
Rd close to Darling St almost opposite Rozelle Primary School. If the Western Harbour Tunnel is built there will
also be a total of 7 Tunnel Portals. Tunnel Portals are also areas of high levels of pollution. It is totally '
unacceptable that the Pollution Stacks are unfiltered. Recently built tunnels in Tokyo successfully filter 98% of
all pollutants. There are at least 5 schools and childcare centres in close proximity to these pollution stacks.

5. Heart disease will skyrocket due to air pollution caused by Westconnex bringing more cars into the Inner
West says Paul Torzillo, Head of Respiratory medicine at Royal Prince Albert Hospital. Inner West Courier 23
May 2017

6. Motor vehicles account for 14% of Particulate Pollution of 2.5 microns and less in Australia. There is no safe
level to exposure to particulate matter of 2.5 microns and less. Fine particulate matter is linked with Asthma,
Lung Disease, Cancer, Stroke and poor lung development in children. Those most at risk are the old, the young
and the unborn of pregnant women.

7. The Rozelle Rail Yard stacks are stated to be 38m high and are situated in a valley area. The majority of
Balmain Road is 39m above sea level and Annandale St is at 29m above sea level. Both are considerably less
than 1 kilometre from the Rail Yard stacks so pollution-will be blown directly into many homes in these areas.
This will expose the residents of Annandale, Lilyfield, Rozelle and Balmain to highly increased health risks.

8. There will be major impacts on the Anzac Bridge with a projected increase of 60% in daily traffic. There will
also be major impacts to the Sydney City Centre. The EIS states that this will lead to major impacts on bus
travel time and reliability. The EIS’s suggests that people will have to adjust their travel times to starting for
work earlier and finishing later. This is unacceptable and underlines Westconnex’s waste and total failure.



003584

Attention Director

Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services,
Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link

\ Name:

Application Number: SSI 74( o Signature:\

HAVE NOT made reportable political donations in the last 2 years.

Ada{rfss ‘DG Y (3\1 )
SCHEA LA DL N

-
8

POStCOde)\O%

| object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals for the following reasons:

* Experience on the New M5 has shown that
residents who are affected badly by noise are being
refused assistance on the basis that an unknown
consultant does not consider them to be sufficiently
affected. Night time noise is therefore another
unacceptable impact of this project and reason why
it should be opposed.

= Rozelle is an old and historic suburbs of Sydney.
The damage that this project would do in
destruction of homes, other buildings and
vegetation is unacceptable, especially when the
project would leave a legacy of traffic congestion in
the area.

= | do not consider so many disruptions of pedestrian
and cycle ways to be a ‘temporary' impact. Four
years in the life of a community is a long time. The
EIS acknowledges that there will be more danger in
the environment around construction sites. ltis a
serious matter to deliberately take steps to reduce
the safety of a community, especially when as the
traffic analysis shows there will be a legacy of
traffic congestion even in 2033. A promise of a
plan is NOT an answer to those concerned about
the impacts.

= Rather than adding to pollution, the NSW
government should be seeking ways to reduce
emissions. It is not acceptable to argue that
worsening pollution is not a problem simply
because it is already bad.

= There is a higher than average number of shift
workers in the Inner West. The EIS acknowledges
that even allowing for mitigation measures such as
acoustic sheds and noise walls, shift workers will be

.

more vulnerable to impacts of years of construction
work and will consequently be at risk of a loss of
quality of life, loss of productivity and chronic
mental and physical iliness.

The impact of the project on cycling and walking

will be considerable around construction sites. The
promise of a construction plan is not sufficient.

There has not been sufficient consultation or

warning given to those directly affected or

interested organisations. There needs to be a

longer period of consultation so that the

community can be informed about the added

dangers and inconvenience, especially when you |
consider that it is over a 4 year period.

The social and economic impact study notes the
high value placed on community networks and
social inclusion but does nothing to seriously
evaluate the social impacts on these of
WestCONnex. Any genuine assessment would draw
on experience with the New M5 and M4 East rather
than ignoring it.This lack of genuine engagement
with social impact reduces the study to the level of
a demographic description and a series of bland
value statement
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| object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals for the following reasons:

“ This EIS provides no basis on which to approve such a complex project including the building of interchanges underneath Sydney
suburbs Rozelle and Leichhardt. It would be absurd to approve the building of up to three tunnels under people’s homes on the
basis of such flimsy information.

& Hundreds of risks associated with this project have not been assessed but have instead been deferred to a detailed design stage
into which the public will have no input. | call on the Department of Planning to reject this inadequate EIS that has been prepared
by AECOM that has multiple commercial interests in WestConnex.

“ The EIS at 7-25 refers to 876 comments (limited to 140 characters) made via the collaborative map on the Concept Design ‘up to
July’ that were considered in the preparation of the EIS. It does not mention the many hundreds of extended written submissions
that were lodged in late July and early August. These critical ‘community engagement’ feedback submissions have clearly not
been considered in the preparation of the EIS. This casts doubt over the integrity of the entire EIS process.

% Increased traffic congestion in areas around portals will increase pollution along roadsides, with predicted adverse impacts on
breathing and through long-term carcinogenic effects. The maps and analysis of the pollution effects in the EIS should be
presented in a way that enables them to be understood by ordinary citizens. Instead information is presented in a way that is
deliberately obscure and hard to interpret.

& This EIS contains little or no meaningful design and construction detail. It appears to be a wish list not based on actual
effects. Everything is indicative, ‘would’ not ‘will’, telling me nothing is actually ‘known’ for certain — and is certainly not included
here.

d EIS 6.1 (Synthesis, Page 45) states. “..... this may result in changes to both the project design and the construction methodologies
described and assessed in this EIS. Any changes to the project would be reviewed for consistency with the assessment contained in
the EIS including relevant mitigation measures, environmental performance outcomes and any future conditions of approval”. It is
unstated just who would have responsibility for such a “review(ed) for consistency”, and how these changes would be
communicated to the community. The EIS should not be approved till significant ‘uncertainties’ have been fully researched and
surveyed and the results (and any changes) published for public comment (ie : the Sydney Water Tunnels issues at 12-57)

4 The original objectives of the project specified improving road and freight access to Sydney Airport and to Port Botany. Neither
Stage 2 or 3 provides such access. Both the new M5 and the new M4-M5 Link will dump 1,000s more per day onto the roads to
the Airport which are already at capacity.

% There has been no 'rheaningful’ consultation with the community. Some areas affected by M3/MS5 have not even been
letterboxed by SMC. These include St Peters and sections of Erskineville. The SMC received hundreds of submissions on its
concept design and failed to respond to any of these before lodging this EIS.

% Unfiltered stacks anywhere in Sydney are not unacceptable. There must be a review of the NSW government'’s unacceptable
policy on this issue. | am appalled that the ex Minister for Planning Rob Stokes who approved the New MS and unfiltered stacks
in St Peters and Haberfield would declare that he would not have them in his own area. How can residents have any trustin a
process that is underpinned by such hypocrisy.

& The EIS at 7-51 refers to concerns that were raised by the community that the alignment of tunnels in Newtown appeared to go
to the east of King Street, an area that had had no geotech drilling or testing. SMC staff indicated at Community information
sessions that the maps included in the Concept Design were broad and indicative only, and that further details would be available
in the EIS. No further details have been provided. This casts doubt over the integrity of the entire EIS process.

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties
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0 The WestConnex route has changed significantly over time, even after the initial Avgust 2013 Business Cose was
approved by the NSW Government but not made public. Therefore an Updated Business Case on an vpdated concept
was published in 2015. SGS Economics and Planning undertook a detailed assessment of this and reached the

following conclusions:

»  Misrepresentation of the Benefit Cost Ratio (BCR) as 1.71 when it was 1.64.

* The Business Case did not identify Stage 3 WestConney, connecting the M4 to the M5, as a priority for “filling in-
the missing links in Sydney's motorway network”.

*  Modelling for post-2031 conditions was not vndertaken, however benefits were assumed to continve until 2052.

*  The transport modelling is likely to have underestimated the impact of extra traffic induced by the additional
capacity, which would significantly reduce the BCR. '

*  The Business Case did not reflect global approaches to congestion management, such as transit investment and
demand management. '

»  The Business Cose suggested WestConnex would help renew Parramatta Road by reducing traffic on it, despite
the modelling showing that many parts of it would carry more traffic, not less.

= Travel time savings are a key component of the positive BCR. A significant proportion of these supposed benefits
arise from travel time savings were within the margin of error of modelling, or would be so small that motorists may
not notice them (and therefore would not valve them). :

* [nsufficient justification was provided for the significant travel time savings, and economic benefits, factored into
the BCR for business and light commercial vehicles — for instance there was insufficient analysis of origins and
destinations of these trips.

»  The construction costs appear too conservative — if these increase, the BCR would reduce accordingly.

»  Other costs were not accounted for, such as reduced amenity on urban development, loss of land for higher valve
activities, and the health costs of potentially reduced public transport use.

*  Insummary, SGS suggested that the actual BCR of the project could be less than 1:1, with NSW taxpayers
exposed to the risk that the project may not succeed.

0  The project fails to address its most fundamental objective of connecting to Port Botany, the genesis of the entire
enterprise
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I submit this objection to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application # SSI 7485,
for the following reasons, and ask that the Minister reject the application.

4 The decision to build a three-stage tollway instead of expanding public transport has never been subjected to democratic

decision-making and in fact has been opposed by the great majority of submissions received in response to the Environmental

Impact Statements for the first two stages.

% The original objectives of the project specified improving road and freight access to Sydney Airport and to Port Botany. We now

have proposals for Stages 1,2 and 3 and none achieve this goal. The community is asked to support this proposal on the basis of
other major unfunded projects, which are little more than ideas on a map. This is NOT the way to plan a liveable city.

& There will be 100 workers a day on the site, with provision for only 10-20 car spaces and there is a concession that local streets

will be used, who will be 'encouraged' to use public transport. Our experience with the major construction sites in Haberfield,
" and St Peters that public transport is not used by the workers and that despite the fact they are not supposed to do so, they

park in our local streets and cause strife with our residents.

k. The EIS at 7-21 states that Community update Newsletters were distributed to residents ‘near the project footprint’ in many

suburbs. This statement is simply not correct. No such newsletters were received by residents in central and northern
Newtown. SMC was made aware of this fact, but has not responded to verbal and written requests for audited confirmation of

the addresses ‘letterboxed’. This statement of community engagement should be rejected by the Department.

4 Darley Road is confirmed as a 'civil and tunnel site (dive site) with a 'Motorway Operations' site at one end for machinery during
the build and will then house permanent water treatment facilities, despite evidence tendered to the Concept Design
explaining that this intersection has an high accident rate and is completely unsuitable for such a purpose.

‘| do not accept that King Street traffic congestion will be improved by this project, There should be a complete review of the
traffic modelling that does not appear to take sufficient notice of the impact of pouring 51000 extra cars down Euston Rd on
top of increases in population in the area. Given that there is no outlet between the St Peters and Haberfield or Rozelle, all

traffic going to the CBD, East or into the Inner West will use local roads.

% | object to the issue of this EIS only 14 days after the period for submission of comments on the concept design closed. There is

no public response to the 1,000s of comments made on the design and it seems impossible that the comments could have been -

reviewed, assessed and responses to them incorporated into the EIS in that time. This casts doubt over the integrity of the

entire EIS process.

%4 Why is there no detailed information about the so called ‘King Street Gateway’ included in the EIS ?

& | completely reject this EIS due to its failure to consider the alternative plan put forward by the City of Sydney.

& An on-line interactive map was published with the M4-M5 Concept Design that indicated a very wide yellow ‘swoosh’ that is
upwards of a kilometre wide in some sections of the M4-M5 proposals. SMC have NEVER publicly published or acknowledged
that the contractor to be appointed to build the tunnels will be ‘encouraged’ to do so within the yellow swoosh footprint, but
may go outside the indicative swoosh area if found necessary after further geotech and survey work. The proposed Sydney
Water Tunnels surveys (EIS 12-57) could potentially see a dramatic change in the tunnel alignments in the Newtown area. Why
were these surveys not done during the past three years such that ‘definitive’ rather than ‘indicative’ alignments could be
published. The EIS should be withdrawn till such time that it is a true and fair ‘definitive’ document open for genuine public

comment.
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| object to the WestConnex M4-MS5 Link proposals for the following reasons:

Stage 3 is the most complex and expensive stage of WestConnex and the government is seeking approval, yet there are
no detailed construction plans so we are not speaking to a real situation.

The process that has led to this EIS has been undemocratic and obscure, driven by decisions made behind closed doors.
The business case for the project in all three stages has failed to taken into account the external costs of these massive
road projects in air pollution for human and environmental health, in adding fossil fuel emissions to increase global
warming effects, and in the economic and social costs of the disruption to human activities, of displacement of people
and businesses and of the destruction of community cohesion and amenity. These external costs far outweigh any
benefits from building roads which poorly serve people’s transport needs but instead enrich private corporations.

This EIS contains no meaningful design and construction details and no parameters as to how broad changes and
therefore impacts could be. It therefore fails to allow the community to be informed about and comment on the project
impacts in a meaningful way.

The EIS at 7-41 acknowledges that there is great concern in the community that King Street, Newtown, will be made a 24
hour clearway, stating “Roads and Maritime has no plan to change the existing clearways on King Street”. This statement
is deliberately misleading - it infers that SMC has authority in controlling impacts on regional roads. Roads and Maritime
have the unfettered right to declare Clearways wherever and whenever they wish, and RMS has NEVER stated publicly
that King Street will not be subject to extended clearways.

The EIS at 12-57 describes possible disruptions of water supply to a vast area of Sydney as a result of tunnelling in the
proximity of two major Sydney Water Tunnels in the Newtown area, stating “Detailed surveys should be undertaken to
verify the levels and condition of these Sydney Water Assets”. Why has an EIS been published that infers that the tunnel
alignments have been thoroughly surveyed and researched, when further survey work could dramatically alter the
alignments in the future ?

There are estimated 100 heavy and 70 light vehicle movements a day and the plan is to allow a right-hand turn into
Darley Road from the CW Link. The trucks will drive onto Darley Road, turn right into the site and then left back out onto
the CW Link, which is unrealistic given the amount of traffic on these roads now.

| am appalled that the Sydney Motorway Corporation could seek approval to build complex interchanges under the
suburbs of Rozelle and Leichhardt on the basis of an EIS that is based on a concept design rather than detailed proposal
that includes engineering plans.

The warm and caring words contained in the EIS, ref Sustainability Management Strategy, have not been reflected in the
wanton destruction of homes, trees and habitat already. Why should we believe them?

The increased amount of traffic the M4-M5 Link will dump on the roads to and from the St Peters Interchange will have a
heavy disruptive impact on the local transport routes, whether by vehicle, bus, or active transport (walking and cycling).

Other comments
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| submit this objection to the WestConneX M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application # SSI|
7485, for the following reasons, and ask that the Minister reject the application

e  The decision to build a three-stage tollway instead of expanding public transport has never been subjected to democratic decision-making and
in fact has been opposed by the great majority of submissions received in response to the Environmental Impact Statements for the first two
stages.

e Anon-line interactive map was published with the M4-M5 Concept Design that indicated a very wide yellow ‘swoosh’ that is upwards of a
kilometre wide in some sections of the M4-MS5 proposals. SMC have NEVER publicly published or acknowledged that the contractor to be
appointed to build the tunnels will be ‘encouraged’ to do so within the yellow swoosh footprint, but may go outside the indicative swoosh area
if found necessary after further geotech and survey work. The proposed Sydney Water Tunnels surveys (EIS 12-57) could potentially see a
dramatic change in the tunnel alignments in the Newtown area. Why were these surveys not done during the past three years such that
‘definitive’ rather than ‘indicative’ alignments could be published. The EIS should be withdrawn till such time that it is a true and fair ‘definitive’
document open for genuine public comment.

e  The original objectives of the project specified improving road and freight access to Sydney Airport and to Port Botany. We now have proposals
for Stages 1,2 and 3 and none achieve this goal. The community is asked to support this proposal on the basis of other major unfunded projects, |
which are little more than ideas on a map. This is NOT the way to plan a liveable city.

¢  There will be 100 workers a day on the site, with provision for only 10-20 car spaces and there is a concession that local streets will be used,
who will be 'encouraged' to use public transport. Our experience with the major construction sites in Haberfield, and St Peters that public
transport is not used by the workers and that despite the fact they are not supposed to do so, they park in our local streets and cause strife
with our residents.

e The EIS at 7-21 states that Community update Newsletters were distributed to residents ‘near the project footprint’ in many suburbs. This
statement is simply not correct. No such newsletters were received by residents in central and northern Newtown. SMC was made aware of
this fact, but has not responded to verbal and written requests for audited confirmation of the addresses ‘letterboxed’. This statement of
community engagement should be rejected by the Department.

s Darley Road is confirmed as a ‘civil and tunnel site (dive site} with a 'Motorway Operations' site at one end for machinery during the build and
will then house permanent water treatment facilities, despite evidence tendered to the Concept Design explaining that this intersection has an
high accident rate and is completely unsuitable for such a purpose.

¢ |do not accept that King Street traffic congestion will be improved by this project, There should be a complete review of the traffic modelling
that does not appear to take sufficient notice of the impact of pouring 51000 extra cars down Euston Rd on top of increases in population in
the area. Given that there is no outlet between the St Peters and Haberfield or Rozelle, all traffic going to the CBD, East or into the Inner West
will use local roads.

e | object to the issue of this EIS only 14 days after the period for submission of comments on the concept design closed. There is no public
response to the 1,000s of comments made on the design and it seems impossible that the comments could have been reviewed, assessed and
responses to them incorporated into the EIS in that time. This casts doubt over the integrity of the entire EIS process.

*  The decision to build a three-stage tollway instead of expanding public transport has never been subjected to democratic decision-making and
in fact has been opposed by the great majority of submissions received in response to the Environmental Impact Statements for the first two
stages.

e  Whyis there no detailed information about the so called ‘King Street Gateway’ included in the EIS ?

e | completely reject this EIS due to its failure to consider the alternative plan put forward by the City of Sydney.
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| object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as
contained in the EIS application, for the following reasons:

1.

Heavy vehicle movements during peak hours — Leichhardt. The E|S states that ‘reasonable and practical
management strategies would be investigated to minimize the volume of heavy vehicle movements during

peak hours.’ (8-53). This is also not acceptable as it is not known what will actually be done to manage this
impact. It is not good enough for the EIS, which forms the basis of the approval of this project, to simply
mention ‘investigations’ and not detail a proper plan (on which residents can comment) on management of
heavy vehicle movements during peak hours. In addition, Darley Road is very congested from 7am until

9.30am and then from 4pm-6.30pm, well outside the ‘peak’ periods identified in the EIS. And the impéct on

traffic will be caused by ‘light' vehicles and not simply heavy vehicles. It is clear.that there is no plan for
managing these vehicle movements. The EIS should not be approved as drafted. It is unacceptable for this
volume of vehicles to be proposed for this critical arterial road with no plan for management.

Light construction vehicle routes — the EIS acknowledges that these vehicles will use 'dispersed’

routes (8-62). In other words, construction vehicles will use and park on local roads. The EIS does not
propose any management as to which roads they use. The addition of 70-100 light vehicle movements
day in Leichhardt wili result in our small, congested streets, which are already at capacity and suffering

parking shortages, will have the added impact of workers travelling to and from the site and parking in
local streets. There will be rat running. The EIS should provide an agreed route (using arterial roads

only) that can be used by all vehicles associated with the project.

EIS is Indicative only - The EIS should not be approved as it does not contain any certainty for
residents as to what is proposed and does not provide a basis on which the project can be approved.

~ The EIS states ‘the detail of the design and construction approach is indicative only based on a concept

design and is subject to detailed design and construction planning to be undertaken by the successful
contractors.” The community will have no opportunity to comment on the Preferred Infrastructure Report
which forms the basis of the approval conditions. This means the community will have limited say in the
management of the impacts identified in the EIS. The EIS needs to provide an opportunity for the
community to meaningfully input into this report and approval conditions.

Intersection of James St and City West Link — The EIS (8-630 indicates that there will be an increase
in traffic volume during construction of nearly 400 vehicles during peak hour. The only strategy to manage
this is allowing a right-hand turn into James Street. This intersection is the third most dangerous in the inner
west (based on TINSW’s own statistics). There is no analysis of crash statistics at this intersection provided
in the EIS. The EIS should not be approved in its current form. It needs to provide certainty to the community
that they will be able to reasonable access this part of the road network in a timely and safe manner.
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| object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as
contained in the EIS application, for the following reasons:

1. Traffic diversions — Leichhardt. The EIS states that ‘temporary diversions along Darley Road may be
required during construction’ (8-65). No detalil is provided as to when these diversions would occur;
there is no provision for consultation with the community; no detail as to how long the diversions will be
in place and no comment on the impact of diversions on local roads or the amenity of residents. Will
diversions occur at night? If so, down what streets? Diverting the arterial traffic from Darley Road down
local streets (which are not designed for heavy vehicle volumes) will result in damage to streets, sleep
disturbances for residents and create safety issues. There is also childcare centre and a school near
the William Street/Elswick Street intersection which will be impacted by diverting vehicles onto local
roads. It is unacceptable for proposed road diversions not to be detailed whatsoever in the EIS. The )
EIS should not be approved without setting out the impacts of road diversions on residents and
businesses.

2. Permanent water treatment piant and substation — Lelchhardt The proposal to locate this permanent
structure in a residential setting is opposed. The site will have a negative visual impact on the area and is in
direct line of sight of a number of homes. 'If approved, the facility should be moved to the north of the site
further from homes.

3. Discharge of water into storm water at Blackmore Oval — Leichhardt The permanent substation and
water treatment plant proposed for the Darley Road site facility 'should not be approved as part of the EIS. |t
proposes discharging water from the tunnels into the storm water canal near Blackmore Oval. This will

' devastate our waterways and impact negatively on the amenity of the bay WhICh has four rowing clubs in
close proximity. In addition, the environmental impacts of this discharge are not properly set out in the EIS.

4. Impacts not provided — Permanent water treatment plant and substation — The EIS states that
there will be an office, worker parking and buildings to accommodate this facility on a permanent basis.
It does not provide any detail as to — noise impacts, numbers of workers on site, any health risks
associated with the facility. This is simply inadequate and the decision to locate this facility should be
subject to a thorough assessment and approval process. It should not be approved as part of this EIS
as there is simply no detail providec] about the impact of this facility on the amenity of the area. .

5. Removal of vegetation — Leichhardt. The EIS states that all vegetation will be removed on the Darley
Road site. There are several mature trees located on the north of the site. None of these trees should be
removed as they provide precious greenery. They also act as a visual and noise screen for residents from
the City West Link traffic. All efforts should be taken to retain the trees and the EIS should not simply permit
these trees to be removed without proper investigations being undertaken as to how they can be retained. If
they are removed 9followign a proper investigation and consideration of all options) then the approval needs
to specify that all streets are replaced with mature, native trees at the conclusion of the construction at the
site. '
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| object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as |
contained in the EIS application, for the following reasons:

1. No need for ‘dive’ site — Leichhardt. There is no need for the Darley Road site, other than a time saving
(tunneling) of several months. It is unacceptable that the community should be forced to endure 5 years of
severe disruption to accommodate the timetable of the private contractors. The EIS should not be approvéd
on the basis that it contains provision for the Darley Road site without any proper justification as for its need.

2. Truck routes — Leichhardt: No trucks should be permitted on Darley Road or local roads in Leichhardt
or Lilyfield. The EIS proposes that all trucks will arrive at the Darley Road civil and tunnel! site from
Haberfield and travel along Darley Road to the site, with a right-hand turn now permitted into James
Street. The proposed route will result in a truck every 3-4 minutes for 5 years running directly by the
small houses on Darley Road. These homes will not be habitable during the five-year construction
period due to the unacceptable noise impacts. The truck noise will be worsened by their need to travel
up a steep hill to return to the City West Link, so the noise impacts will affect not just those homes on
or immediately adjacent to Darley Road. The proposal to run trucks so close to homes is dangerous
and there have been two fatalities on Darley Road at the proposed site location. The EIS does not
propose any noise or safety barriers to address this. Despite the unacceptable impact to nearby homes,
there is no proposal for noise walls, nor any mitigation to individual homes. : )

3. Alternative access route for trucks — Leichhardt: The EIS states that there are ‘investigations’
occurring into alternative access to the Darley Road site. The EIS does not provide any detail on which
residents can comment about alternative access which would keep trucks off Darley Road. The plans
for alternative access should be expedited. it should be a condition of approval that the alternative
access is confirmed and that no spoil trucks are permitted to access Darley Road due to the
unacceptable noise, safety and traffic issues that the current proposal creates.

4. Vegetation: Leichhardt. The mature trees on the Darley Road site should be preserved. If any trees are
removed during construction it should be a condition of approval that they are replaced with mature trees.

5. Permanent substation and water treatment plant — Leichhardt: | object to the location of this facility"in
our neighbourhood as out of step with the surroundings. If it is retained, then it should be moved to the north
of the site, out of view from homes. The residual land should be returned for community purposes such as
parkland.
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| object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as
contained in the EIS application, for the following reasons:

1. Traffic operational modelling — Leichhardt. The EIS does not provide any operational modelling for
the Darley Road area (8-11), despite the fact 170 vehicles a day are proposed to enter this highly
congested (during peak hours) area. Darley Road is a critical arterial road for commuters accessing the
City West Link and this analysis should be provided so that impacts can be properly assessed.

2. Crash statistics — City West Link and James St intersection. The EIS only analyses crash statistics

' near the interchanges. It does not provide any detail as to the number of crashes at the James St/City
West Link .intersection which, on Transport for NSW's own figures, is the third most dangerous
intersection in the inner west. Nor does it comment on the two fatalities that occurred on Darley Road
near the proposed construction site. The EIS needs to detail the increased risk in crashes that will be
caused by the additional 170 vehicles a day that are proposed to enter and leave Darley Road during
the construction period. The EIS needs to detail how this risk of crashes will be managed to an
acceptable level, which it does not. _

3. Worker parking — Leichhardt. There. is provision in the EIS for only a dozen worker car parks and no
provision for the 100 or so workers who will be permanently based at the Darley Road site for up to five
years. A major construction site project should not be permitted in a neighbourhood area without allocated
parking for all workers. No other business would be permitted to be established without this requirement
being satisfied — why is it acceptable for this project? In addition, the EIS proposes the removal of 20 car
spaces used by residents on Darley Road and will remove the ‘kiss and ride’ facility at the light rail stop. This
will result in residents being unable to park in their own street and will increase noise impacts from workers
doing shift changeovers 24 hours a day. The EIS needs to mandate the use of public transport or provide
for workers to be bussed in if adequate allocated parking is not provided.

4. Number of vehicle movements — Leichhardt. The EIS states that there will be 170 heavy and light vehicle
movements a day during construction (5 years). There is no guarantee that these figures are accurate as
they are indicative only. The effect of these movements will be drastically increased commuter times for
anyone accessing the City West Link during peak periods. The Darley Road site is equally busy on Saturday
and this is not accounted for or acknowledged in the EIS. The EIS should not permit this number of vehicle
movements and should be rejected on this basis as there is no plan as to how this will be managed. Referring
to a future traffic management plan is inadequaté — there is no guarantee that any such plan will be able to
manage this traffic impact to an acceptable level.

5. Access routes — Leichhardt. The EIS states that all construction vehicles will enter and leave via Darley
Road. Although near the City West Link, Darley Rd abuts a large number of small, local streets and homes
and streets near Darley Road will be impacted by a heavy vehicle movement every 3-4 minutes. This is an
unacceptable impact. No heavy or light vehicle movements should be permitted on Darley Road whatsoever
and an alternative route which does not involve Darley Road is the only route that should be approved.
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| object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as
contained in the EIS application, for the following reasons:

1.

Acquisition and demolition of Dan Murphys — | object to the acquisition of this site on the basis that Dan
Murphys renovated and started a new business in December 2016, in full knowledge that they were to be
acquired, with the acquisition process commencing early November 2016. This is maladministration of public
money and the tax payer should not be left to foot the compensation bill in these circumstances. It is also
wasteful that several million dollars was spent on renovations, for the entire structure to de demolished less
than, 18 months later. )

Night works — Leichhardt. The EIS states that to minimize disruptions to traffic on the existing road network
(including in peak hours) there will be night works where appropriate. Given the congested nature of Darley
Road, it is likely there will be frequent night work (EIS, 6.4). This will create an unacceptable impact in
residents. It is unacceptable that a highly unsuitable site has been selected. And, instead of a proper plan to
manage traffic, the EIS contemplate work simply occurring at night. This is objected to in the strongest terms.
Additional facilities. The EIS states that the contractor may decide upon additional ‘construction ancillary
facilities’ to the 12 identified in the EIS. The EIS should not be approved on the basis that there may be more
unidentified sites taken, as residents will have no opportunity to comment on their impacts. The approval
condition should limit any construction facilities to those already notified and detailed in the EIS.
Permanent substation and water treatment plant - Residents on Darley Rd opposite the site and residents
in Hubert St will have a direct line of site to the Motorway operation infrastructure. The resultant impact is a
permanent degradation of the visual environment, is a loss of amenity and is detrimental to the community.
This facility should not be permitted in this location and the EIS needs to demonstrate why it is required at

* this site. If approved, the facility should be moved to the north of the site out of line of site of residents. The

residual land should be returned for community purposes, such as green space, with future commercial uses
ruled out. If the community is forced to endure 5 years of severe disruptions due to this toll road, the
compensation should, at the very least, result in the land being returned to the community as green space.
Noise mitigation — Leichhardt. The noise mitigation proposed in the EIS is unacceptable. No detail of
noise walls is provided, giving residents no opportunity to comment on whether final impacts are acceptable.
This is despite the fact 36 homes are identified in the EIS as severely affected by construction noise. The
acoustic shed proposed is of the lowest grade and does not cover the entire site, resulting in noise impacts
from the movement of trucks in and out of the tunnel access point..The highest grade acoustic shed should
be provided, with the shed covering the entire site. The additional noise mitigation such as noise walls, need
to be set out in detail so that residents can properly comment on the impacts.
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| object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals
as contained in the EIS application, for the following reasons:

" 1. Leichhardt Environmental issues - Substation and water treatment plant
The EIS proposes that ‘'treated’ water from the tunnel will be directly discharged into the
stormwater drain at Blackmore oval. There are four long-standing rowing clubs in the vicinity
of this location. This plan will jeopardise the integrity of our waterway and compromise the use
of the bay for recreational activities for boat and other users. We object in the strongest terms
to this proposal on environmental and health reasons. '
2. Presence of Substation and water treatment plant - Leichhardt
There is no detail in the EIS about the impact of the ongoing Motorway maintenance activities
during operation provided (noise, vibrations, hours of operation, workers on site etc). The
community therefore cannot comment on the impact that this permanent facility will have on
the amenity of the area. The erection of this facility should not be approved in the basis that
no information is provided and therefore impacts (on parking, safety, noise, amenity of the
area) are not known. '
3. Out-of-hours and night work - Leichhardt
Because Darley Rd is highly congested during day time, it is likely there will be frequent out of
hours and night work. The EIS as drafted effectively permits out of hours to be undertaken
whenever this is convenient to the contractor. This will create an unacceptable impact on those
living close to the site. The approval conditions need to prohibit out of hours and night work except
in genuine exceptional circumstances (for example, a risk to life). It is unacceptable to not prov1de
limits and clear rules on such work.
4. Flooding - Leichhardt
The EIS states that there may be impacts from flooding which, amongst other things, may disrupt
drainage systems. Darley Road is in a flood zone and there have been ongoing issued with flooding
requiring remedial work. This proposal creates an unacceptable risk of flooding and associated
damage and a major tunnelling site should not be permitted on this site on this ground. There is no
detail as to how the issues.with flooding at Darley Road will be managed and on their potential
impact on the area.
Disruption to road network Leichhardt
5. Disruption to road network
The EIS states that there will be ‘impacts’ ‘that would affect the efficiency of the road network.” No
detail is provided in the EIS as to how cars will be able to access and cross the City West Link
‘once 170 vehicles (heavy and light) access the site on a daily basis. it belies common sense how
this can even be considered, given its impact on commuter times.
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I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained
in the EIS application, for the following reasons:

1) Experience on the New M5 has shown that residents who are affected badly by noise are being refused
assistance on the basis that an unknown consultant does not consider them to be sufficiently affected. Night
time noise is therefore another unacceptable impact of this project and reason why it should be opposed.

2) Rozelle is an old and historic suburbs of Sydney. The damage that this project would do in destruction of
homes, other buildings and vegetation is unacceptable, especially when the project would leave a legacy of
traffic congestion in the area.

3) Ido not consider so many disruptions of pedestrian and cycle ways to be a 'temporary' impact. Four years in
the life of a community is a long time. The EIS acknowledges that there will be more danger in the
environment around construction sites. It is a serious matter to deliberately take steps to reduce the safety of a
community, especially when as the traffic analysis shows there will be a legacy of traffic congestion even in
2033. A promise of a plan is NOT an answer to those concerned about the impacts.

4) Rather than adding to pollution, the NSW government should be seeking ways to reduce emissions. It is not
“acceptable to argue that worsening pollution is not a problem simply because it is already bad.

5) There is a higher than average number of shift workers in the Inner West. The EIS acknowledges that even
allowing for mitigation measures such as acoustic sheds and noise walls, shift workers will be more
vulnerable to impacts of years of construction work and will consequently be at risk of a loss of quality of
life, loss of productivity and chronic mental and physical illness.

6) The impact of the project on cycling and walking will be considerable around construction sites. The promise
of a construction plan is not sufficient. There has not been sufficient consultation or warning given to those
directly affected or interested organisations. There needs to be a longer period of consultation so that the
community can be informed about the added dangers and inconvenience, especially when you consider that
it is over a 4 year period.

7) The social and economic impact study notes the high value placed on community networks and social
inclusion but does nothing to seriously evaluate the social impacts on these of WestCONnex. Any genuine
assessment would draw on experience with the New M5 and M4 East rather than ignoring it.This lack of
genuine engagement with social impact reduces the study to the level of a demographic description and a
series of bland value statement
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I submit this objection to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application # SSI
7485, for the following reasons, and ask that the Minister reject the application

e Environmental issues — contamination — Leichhardt: The EIS states that Darley Road is a contaminated
site; likely including asbestos. There is a risk to the community associated with spoil removal, transfer and
handling. We object to the selection of the site based on the environmental risks that this creates, along
with risks to health of residents.

- Location of permanent Motorway operations complex on Darley Road —Leichhardt: We strongly object to
the proposed location of this permanent operational facility on Darley Road. The presence of this site
contradicts repeated assurances to the community that the site would be returned after construction was
completed. The ongoing presence of this site will limit future uses of the darley Road site which could
serve community purposes, particularly-given its location directly next to public transport. Its presence
removes the ability to provide more accessible, safer and direct pedestrian access to the North Leichhardt
Light Rail Station. The plant location, in a neighbourhood setting is not appropriate. It will reduce property
values and have an unacceptable impacts on the visual amenity of the area. The streets adjacent to Darley
Road are comprised of low-rise residential homes and small businesses and infrastructure such as this
should not be permitted in such a location.

e Alternative housing for residents — Leichhardt: The EiS needs to provide specific detail as to what will be

provided by way of alternative accommodation to the 36 residents identified as suffering extreme noise
- interference. There is no plan to temporarily relocate such residents, not to offer them financial

compensation to enable them to move out during the worst period. There is an estimated 10 weeks of
extreme noise during demolition of the commercial building and preparatory road works. Once this work is
finished the residents will also be forced to endure a truck every 304 minutes for a period of five years. It is
clearly not possible for such residents to continue to live in these houses and the EIS needs to detail what
will be provided in terms of alternative living arrangements for part, or all of the construction work period.

e Access tunnel from Darley Road — Leichhardt: The EIS contains no detail of the access tunnel from the
Darley Road site to the mainline tunnel other than depicting the route. The approval conditions need to
ensure that tunnelling is occurring at sufficient depth so as to not jeopardise the integrity of the homes and
not create unacceptable vibration and noise impacts for James Street residents and those at adjacent
streets. The approval conditions need to make clear the period of time for which the ‘temporary’ tunnel is to
be used. )

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My
details must be removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not
be divulged to other parties

Name ) Email : Mobile
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1 submit this objection to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application # SSI
7485, for the following reasons, and ask that the Minister reject the application

¢ - Health risks to residents — Leichhardt: The EIS states that the ‘main risks’ during construction would be
associated with dust soiling and the effect of airborne particles and human health and amenity (xii). This
will affect local air quality. .
e Truck route — Leichhardt: The EIS proposes that all trucks will arrive at the Darley Road civil and tunnel
site from Haberfield and travel along Darley Road to the site, with a right-hand turn now permitted into
- James Street. The proposed route will result in a truck every 3-4 minutes for 5 years running directly by the
small houses'on Darley Road. These homes will not be habitable during the five-year construction period
due to the unacceptable noise impacts. The truck noise will be worsened by their need to travel up a steep
hill to return to the City West Link, so the noise impacts will affect not just those homes on or immediately
adjacent to Darley Road. The proposal to run trucks so close to homes is dangerous. There have been two
fatalities on Darley Road at the proposed site location. The EIS does not propose any noise or safety
* barriers to address' this. Despite the unacceptable impact to nearby:homes, there‘is no proposal for noise
walls, nor any mitigation to individual homes.

o Alternative access route for trucks — Leichhardt: The EIS states that there are ‘inveétigations’ occurring into
alternative access to the Darley Road site. The EIS does not provide any detail on which residents can
comment about alternative access which would keep trucks off Darley Road. No spoil truck movements
should be permitted on Darley Road and the plans for alternative access should be expedited. It should be
a condition of approval that the alternative access is confirmed and that no spoil trucks are permitted to
access Darley Road due to the unacceptable noise, safety and traffic issues that the current proposal
creates.

e Existing vegetation — Leichhardt: The EIS proposes removal of all vegetation on the Darley Road site.
There is a mature tree located on the site which serves as a visual and noise barrier to the heavy City
West Link traffic. Removal of this tree and other vegetation will increase noise impacts to nearby residents
and affect the visual amenity, with homes having a direct line of sight to the City West Link. The existing
mature tree needs to be retained on this and environmental grounds.

¢ Indicative works program — Leichhardt; Leichhardt residents were repeatedly told by SMC that the Darley
Road site would be operational for three years. The EIS states that it will be operational for 5 years. This
creates an unacceptable impact for residents. The works on the site should be restricted to a three-year
program as was promised. ‘

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My
details must be removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not
be divulged to other parties

Name ' Email ' Mobile
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Submission to the M4-M5 Link EIS (SSI 16_7485)
Haberfield Public School P&C Association
October 2017

This submission is made on behalf of the Haberfield Public School P&C Association, which
represents the parent and carers of the 650+ students at Haberfield Public School and other
members of the school community.

Our community objects to the M4-M5 Link development plans outlined in the Environmental
Impact Statement due to the effects on the Haberfield/Ashfield/Five Dock communities. We
object to all ongoing work in Haberfield and Ashfield beyond the M4 East project. We further and
particularly object to the specific plans proposed in the EIS and most particularly to proposed
Option B.

The plans will cause significant detrimental effects for our children’s health, safety and learning
environment and for our community.

We request the Department of Planning not approve the EIS in its current form.

Objection to the project as a whole continuing to impact Haberfield/Ashfield

Our community has already suffered serious consequences as a result of the M4 East stage of
WestConnex.

o Families of students at Haberfield Public School were among the many residents whose
homes were acuired and demolished to make way for massive roads of eight or more
lanes that have literally split our community and damaged community cohesion.

e Many school families live near the construction sites (including at Wattle St/Walker Ave,
Northcote St, and along Parramatta Road) and suffer daily from unacceptable levels of
noise, dust, traffic and parking congestion caused by WestConnex development and
associated utilities work.

e Our children must now take buses to sporting events they used to walk a short distance
to because of the disruption caused by construction in the neighbourhood. Families have
to pay for these buses.

e The school and the Education Department is now taking steps to monitor the impact of
increased dust levels on children’s respiratory health.

We strongly believe the M4-M5 Link stage, as proposed, will exacerbate these adverse impacts
on our community and pose a threat to our children’s education. With construction stretching
from 2016 to 2023 in the Haberfield/Ashfield area, hundreds of students will be affected by
disruptive WestConnex works throughout their entire primary school education.

In discussing the latest EIS with parents in our community, it is clear that most feel entirely
disempowered by the process. They objected to the M4 East and believe their concerns were
ignored. Many are distressed by the proposals and feel powerless to influence them. In turn this
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impacts on the mental health of the community (with studies consistently showing that stress is
significantly increased when people have no control over the stressor).

In addition, most in our community were unaware the M4-M5 Link would impact us so significantly
- we understood that after the M4 East, the work would move out of Haberfield to affect other
communities instead. We had no idea that the effects of the M4-M5 Link would be even more
catastrophic for the school.

This submission is divided into two parts — our objections to Option B in particular, and our
objections to the plans outlined in the EIS in general.

Objections to Option B

The Haberfield P&C Association is strongly opposed to Option B, the choice of two construction
plans that significantly affect the Haberfield/Ashfield community.

The community of Haberfield Public School believes it is completely inappropriate, and not in the
public interest, for a construction site for Australia’s most significant road project to be located
less than 200m from a large primary school where more than 650 students are moving to and
from the school every weekday. We call on the Planning Department to reject Option B outright.
Option A, being the alternative combination of construction facilities presented in the EIS, would
utilise existing construction areas which are located away from sensitive uses including schools
and day care centres and presents a far safer option with materially less impacts.

Specifically we object for the following reasons:
1. Noise

Under Option B, the Parramatta Road West civil and tunnel site is proposed to include tunnel
excavation as well as stockpiling of excavated material and spoil haulage 24 hours a day, 7 days
a week. We understand this operation will be similar to the operation currently occurring at the
Northcote St site, where an acoustic shed now stands. Even with the acoustic shed, noise from
machinery and other operations at Northcote St travels well beyond the 200m distance that exists
between the Parramatta Road West site and the school. We believe that similar noise as that
generated by the tunnelling site at Northcote St will be heard from the school, with the potential
to disrupt lessons and other classroom and schoolyard activities. This is an unacceptable
situation for the students and staff, and will have a detrimental impact on student learning.

The EIS notes (Chapter 10, page 69) that the Yasmar Juvenile Justice facility next to Haberfield
Public School will be one of the sensitive receivers predicted to exceed noise management levels
at various times during the construction project. Given the M4 East experience — where noise
has carried to homes and other buildings far more broadly than the EIS had forecast — it is difficult
to imagine that the noise of rock breakers, spoil works or concrete saws would not carry to the
school.

We also note that M4-M5 Link Project Director Peter Jones, in a WestConnex Community
Reference Group meeting and in other conversations, has not ruled out flipping the works
undertaken at the Muirs caryard sites. This would bring the tunnelling operation even closer to
the school, and make it even more likely that noise would significantly disrupt student learning
and other school activities.
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If, despite community opposition, Option B does go ahead, we must have:

e Extensive noise mitigation undertaken at the school site before construction begins, in
consultation with the school community and the Department of Education.

e Remedial work must be done on the school buildings to provide appropriate acoustic
protection (for example additional insulation, double glazing and other noise cancelling
building work, potential for additional equipment such as noise cancelling headphones or
similar).

e Clear regulations declaring that work will be halted immediately if noise is causing
disruptions to lessons and other school activities, and a process by which the school is
able to report such disruptions quickly and effectively.

¢ Defined rules about the timing for noisy activity to minimise the disruptive effects on
children.

¢ Once construction has started, direct and open lines of communication to ensure the
school is able to notify the M4-M5 Link authorities/contractors of planned school activities
that require noisy activity on the site to cease (ie NAPLAN or other testing).

2. Dust and air quality

Our community has noticed a significant increase in dust since M4 East construction began in
2016. In a meeting with M4-M5 Link Project Director Peter Jones on August 29, 2017, our
Principal raised concerns that children’s respiratory problems had increased as a result of the
additional dust. This is already an unacceptable outcome of WestConnex construction, and will
be compounded by continuing tunnelling, spoil management and other construction works even
closer to the school under Option B.

We note that Table 9-16 in the EIS (Chapter 9) shows that Option B carries a much greater
potential to release dust and other pollutants into the air than Option A, especially in relation to
the demoalition and earthworks stages. Under both options, the risk for the ‘track-out’ activity is
high. Table 9-18 shows that the number of receptors affected by Option B is also considerably
higher than Option A.

We urge SMC and the Planning Minister and Department to reject the option that will have the
greatest adverse impact on air quality and is the closest to a school, where young children with
still-maturing respiratory systems spend at least six hours of each day.

Bland St and Alt St are popular pedestrian routes for the many Ashfield families whose children
are enrolled at this school, therefore hundreds of students and their families will be further
exposed to the dust and other pollutants as they walk directly past the Option B sites.

The EIS says that the number of receptors (ie people) assumed to be affected at a school was
500. This is significantly below the number of students/staff/parents/outside-of-school hours care
staff/other community members who spend their whole or part of their day at Haberfield Public
School. The numbers would in fact be well over 800 on any given day, a 60% increase on the
EIS estimate. With each year of construction, additional 'receptors' will be affected with
subsequent intakes of kindergarten children.

We remain concerned about the ventilation stack located about 500m from Haberfield Public
School. The school community remains of the strong belief that this stack must be filtered to limit

3
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the level of toxic vehicle emissions released into the atmosphere. We cannot understand why, if
the NSW government is spending billions of dollars on this project, it cannot afford to filter the
stacks to ensure the least amount of harm is done to those who will breathe the air released.

If, despite community opposition, Option B does go ahead, we must have:

¢ As much surface-level demolition as possible completed outside term time.

e Real-time dust monitoring at or near the school and a condition of approval (and
establishment of process) that in the event of excessive dust levels affecting students’
learning, health or safety, the proponent be required to implement adaptive management
measures including modifying activities or ceasing activities altogether (for example
cessation of activities may be required in unusual weather events where there are
extreme winds etc).

¢ Monitoring of air quality on an hourly basis so we can ensure that average air quality is
not disguising high levels of pollutants at times when children are particularly exposed eg
lunch and recess.

e Mitigation measures to ensure students and staff are not exposed to dust inside while at
school, including mechanical ventilation and air conditioning in key rooms ie assembly
hall and identified classrooms. This should also include a subsidy to offset the cost of
electricity to operate these, and/or the installation of solar panels and battery storage.

¢ Retention of the air quality monitoring station or similar technology on the school property
(installed this month under the M4 East project) at least until the M4-M5 Link project has
been completed, and ideally for two years after the stage has opened.

e Formal monitoring of adverse health effects experienced by students, particularly
respiratory issues but also mental health issues caused by stress.

3. Traffic and pedestrian safety and traffic congestion

The school community objects to Option B because the light vehicle and heavy vehicle traffic it
will generate will create real and significant safety risks for school children and their parents in
travelling to and from the school during school drop-off and pick-up times, and when students go
on excursions that involve walking to the train station, local ovals or other sites. Many children
who might otherwise walk to school alone are having opportunities for independence limited due
to parental concern about traffic safety.

We believe it is unacceptable, unsafe and lacking in common sense to locate construction sites
that produce 170 daily heavy vehicle movements (140 at Parramatta Road West/30 at
Parramatta Road East) and 160 daily light vehicle movements (10/150) only 200m from a primary
school, on one of the primary routes families use to get to school on foot or in cars.

Due to traffic changes around Haberfield as part of the M4 East work, we have already seen a
significant increase in cars travelling along Bland St past the school. Option B will make this
significantly worse.

In particular:

e The proposed heavy vehicle ingress point to the Parramatta Road West site is located
approximately 10m from the intersection of Bland Street and Parramatta Road which is
used by a large number of students and parents in their commute to and from the school.
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e This intersection is already the scene of many near-misses as drivers frustrated by
increased traffic make dangerous choices, especially when turning right from Bland St,
Haberfield into Parramatta Road. We believe this intersection requires turn-right green
arrows from Bland St into Parramatta Road in both directions, and that the green light for
pedestrians should go on first before the green light for cars, to give pedestrians time to
cross the road before the traffic begins moving.

¢ The EIS outlines plans for temporary closures of one lane of Alt Street and Bland Street to
establish construction vehicle access. This is unacceptable from a traffic impact and safety
perspective given these streets are the main southern access routes to and from the
school. It must be a condition of any approval that this never occur during school zone
hours (8-9.30 am and 2.30-4pm).

e The EIS outlines plans for heavy vehicles to cross over Alt St on the Parramatta Road West
site, which again is unacceptable from a safety perspective given the large number of
students/families that use this road as a pedestrian route.

e The proposal would allow vehicles to enter the carpark (Parramatta Road East site) from
Bland St and Alt St, which will lead to long-term significant traffic impacts along those
streets and others near the school as workers use those residential streets to drive to the
carpark. While we welcome the inclusion of a carpark given our experience of significant
loss of street parking during the M4 East construction phase, we believe any cars entering
the Parramatta Road East site must only do so from Parramatta Road.

Furthermore, the EIS is so conceptual it does not include any traffic management plans,
promising only to release a Construction Traffic and Access Management Plan (CTAMP) and
carparking strategy at some later stage. Given our experience over the past year or so, this
community has little confidence in SMC and its joint venture partners/contractors’ ability to
manage traffic and access at its construction sites. For example, we are aware of periods during
the M4 East construction phase in which traffic spotters have not been on duty when heavy
vehicles are moving in and out of the Brescia site around 3pm when high numbers of students
are moving around, in breach of commitments. To produce a CTAMP after the project has been
approved, and in a process that does not involve community consultation, is insulting and
extremely poor procedure.

In addition to the safety concerns generated by the traffic changes roads around the school,
Option B will significantly increase traffic congestion around the school. This will be particularly
on Bland St but we would expect this to impact surrounding roads as well. This will significantly
disrupt parents and teachers who need to drive to school.

If, despite community objections, Option B does go ahead, it must be on the following conditions:

¢ No road or lane closures during school zone hours (8-9.30am and 2.30-4pm).

¢ Limitations on where site-related traffic (both heavy and light vehicles) can travel so that it
does not go past the school.

¢ No egress/exit to the Parramatta Road East site from Bland St or Alt St.

e Pedestrian safety marshals at the Parramatta Rd/Bland St junction, the Alt St crossover
and at the egress/exit locations at the Parramatta Road West site during all school zone
hours. These marshals should be dedicated to pedestrian safety, not temporarily diverted
from construction duties.
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e In consultation with the school community, reconsider the major drop off areas for the
school, including putting in place the necessary infrastructure (zebra crossings, all weather
access) to have access via Chandos St or the Yasmar site.

¢ Zebra crossings to be staffed by 'Lollypop' people paid by SMC or associated entities.

4. Toxic contaminants

The school community is concerned about the toxic ‘contaminants of potential concemn’ that may
be dug up from the Parramatta Road West and East sites only metres away from the school and
on pedestrian routes used by many students. As listed in Appendix Q, a large number of
potentially dangerous contaminants are likely to be found at these sites, including asbestos, lead,
metals, benzene and pesticides. It is deplorable to establish a construction site on a former
caryard that will contain decades of dangerous waste and contaminants, just metres from a
primary school, when other less-contaminated and already-utilised sites exist.

Project Director Peter Jones acknowledged at the school information night on 11 October 2017
that it is highly likely that a car yard and car service yard would have dumped contaminating
material on site in the past and that the construction crews are likely to find asbestos. The class
action law suit in 20 years'’ time if our children are dying from cancer and respiratory disease will
be no consolation if the decision makers recklessly disregard community safety now.

5. Spoil haulage

We note that in a document outlining ‘M4-M5 design changes and commitments in response to
community feedback’, WestConnex has reduced the planned spoil haulage hours at Darley Road
after residents expressed concern about heavy vehicles on a busy local road. The EIS proposes
the spoil haulage hours under Option A and Option B in Haberfield/Ashfield to be 24/7. We
request that similar notice be taken of our concerns about noise, dust and traffic congestion on
local roads and that spoil haulage hours be reduced in Haberfield/Ashfield. In particular we seek
restrictions during school zone hours.

6. The ‘hybrid’ option or additional options

Since the EIS was released, we have heard from numerous community members about other
options being considered for the activities outlined for Option A and B. These additional options
including a ‘hybrid’ model (where sites in both Option A and B are used simultaneously), flipping
the Parramatta Road West and East sites so that the tunnelling occurs via a shaft on the
Haberfield side, and building a conveyor belt over Parramatta Road to carry spoil across one of
Sydney'’s busiest roads.

None of these options are canvassed in the EIS, but all seem to be on the table. This leaves the
community in an invidious position — how are we supposed to object to or pass comment on
proposals that are not outlined in any detail anywhere? When will we be consulted on these
alternative options if one of them becomes the preferred option?

We demand that if an option not outlined in the EIS becomes the preferred option for construction,
that it have traffic/noise/air quality etc modelling run and be released for community consultation
in the same style as the EIS.
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General objections

As well as the objections listed above to Option B, the school community would like to make
several general objections in response to the M4-M5 Link EIS.

7. Misleading statements about future WestConnex construction work

Since the M4 East concept phase in 2013 until earlier this year, the proponent has been
promising the Haberfield and Ashfield community that above-ground construction work would not
be required following the opening of the M4 East stage. It was a condition of the M4 East approval
that all Haberfield and Ashfield above-ground WestConnex construction sites were to be
rehabilitated and returned to the community when the project finished. Now we find we are to be
subject to a further four years of significant disruption caused by above-ground construction
activities at many of the same sites, and the new ones outlined in Option B.

Our community has been grossly misled — it is galling to learn that we have been asked to tolerate
‘temporary’ impacts that we now know will stretch on for nearly a decade. We object to the EIS
on the grounds that it is a breach of SMC and WestConnex’s promises to our community.

8. Conceptual nature of EIS/Preferred Infrastructure Report

As mentioned in section 3, the EIS can be considered conceptual at best. We request the
Planning Minister/Department reject the EIS on the grounds it does not provide any final details
for significant elements of the project, including construction site layouts, access arrangements,
traffic management plans and other elements of this significant infrastructure project.

The uncertainty around the final design and details generates considerable anxiety for our
community as the precise impacts of the proposal are unclear and have not been properly
assessed. Furthermore, the future process does not allow for sufficient community consultation
on any future refined designs or tightening of the regulations in response to community concemns.

We understand the SMC is already preparing its Preferred Infrastructure Report, which will
include its final choice of option. We request that this report be made public as soon as it is filed
with the Department of Planning and that residents be given the right to meaningful consultation
on the actual plan, before a determination on this EIS application is made.

9. Lack of consultation

We object to the EIS on the grounds that it fails the Secretary's requirement for "meaningful”
consultation. To begin with, the EIS is such an unwieldy and complicated document that it is
almost impossible for non-experts to understand, or to have the time to read thoroughly enough
to make considered thoughts on all of the matters raised. This submission represents our
community’s best efforts to comment on the material in the EIS.

Furthermore, the EIS submission period included two weeks of school holidays, which severely
constricted the time the school community could use to consult internally, liaise externally and
prepare our response. We also know of complaints that hundreds of residents within the
proposed project zone were not even notified of feedback sessions. And despite constant
requests to provide material in languages other than English to ensure residents of all
backgrounds are consulted properly, we did not see evidence of any significant effort made to
address this concern.



Bland St, Haberfield 2045
HABERFIELD PUBLIC SCHOOL Email: haberfieldpandc@gmail.com

Parents & Citizens Association www. haberfieldpandc.org

ABN: 61 805 188 526

10. Urban design and landscaping/community connectivity

We are greatly disappointed that the M4-M5 Link EIS does not include more proposals to improve
the urban design and community connectivity in the Haberfield region, that has been so
destroyed by the WestConnex development. The EIS, Community Guide and other material
promote the urban design work proposed for the Rozelle and Iron Cove section of the project,
including waterside walks, parklands, wetlands and improved cycling and pedestrian links such
as new bridges over the City West Link. (Once again, we do note the EIS contains no detailed
designs for these improved amenities — as per the previous comments about the conceptual
nature of the EIS, these are still ‘thought bubbles’ and details will not be provided until the Urban
Design and Landscape Plan is prepared.)

However, it appears that Haberfield/Ashfield has once again been overlooked. We are the
community that had dozens of heritage properties demolished, has been asked to endure at least
six years of highly-disruptive construction activity (M4 East/M4-M5 Link) and will live with two
enormous tollway/portal roads dividing our communities at Parramatta Road and Wattle St. In
Chapter 11, section 11.6.4 makes the point that community connection can be severed during
and as a result of major transportation projects, and that children’s development can be affected
by heavy traffic. Yet our requests for improved pedestrian and cycling amenities continue to go
unheard.

We request that this project focuses again on the Haberfield/Ashfield/Five Dock regions and
develops improved plans for pedestrian and cycling activity. In particular, we request that the
project improves the links across Wattle St/City West Link between Haberfield and Five Dock
(potentially including an overpass to ensure safety of students and families who cross here to get
to/from school), and creates more pedestrian/cyclist crossings across Parramatta Road.

Conclusion

The Haberfield Public School P&C Association vigorously objects to the proposed M4-M5 Link,
and in particular Option B.

If a decision is made to approve Option B, this will be a decision that puts money ahead of the
health, safety and learning environment of more than 650 primary school children.

We urge the Secretary of NSW Planning to advise the Minister to reject this EIS and publish our
organisation’s name and submission in accordance with the undertaking on your website. We
also ask for the P&C's submission to be responded to as a separate item in the response to
submissions, given our position as a key stakeholder and the number of people on whose behalf
the submission is made.

Yours sincerely

Sherrill Nixon
Haberfield Public School P&C member/representative on the WestConnex CRG
On behalf of the Haberfield Public School P&C Association
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Attention Director Name: _
Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, Alex  (Welogrev

Department of Planning and Environment _ - '
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 Address: AU tolisury  Roosd

Application Number: SSI 7485 Suburb: Cocw«fw/e(nuﬁ/\ Postcode 205 o

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link | Signature: W

Please include / delete (cross out or circle) my personal information when publishing this submission to your website
Declaration: | HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years.

| object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-MS5 Link proposals as contained
in the EIS M4/M5 Application, for the following reasons:

1. The business case for the project across the 3 stages failed to measure or account for the cost of any external impacts of this
massive toll road project. This includes the impact of air pollution on human and environmental health; adding fossil fuel
emissions thus contributing to global warming effects; and in the economic and social costs of the disruption to human
activities, of displacement of people and businesses and of the destruction of community cohesion and émenity. These external
costs far outweigh any benefits from building roads which poorly serve people’s transport needs but instead enrich private
corporations. ‘

2. Deciding to build a three-stage tollway of the scale and complexity proposed and that has never been built before is placing the
community at great risk and at the same time risking billions of public monies and resources. | strongly object to that fact that
this risk has never been subjected to democratic decision-making despite being opposed by the great majority of submissions
received in response to the Environmental Impact Statements for the first two stages.

3. The original objectives of the project specified improving road and freight access to Sydney Airport and to Port Botany. Neither
Stage 2 or 3 provides such access. Both the new M5 and the new M4-M5 Link will dump 1000s more per day onto the roads to
the Airport which are already at capacity.

4. This EIS has been released only 14 days after submission of comments on the concept design closed and a report released after
the EIS. It seems impossible that the community comments could have been reviewed, assessed and responses to be
incorporated into the EIS in this time. This raises serious questions about the integrity of the entire EIS process.

5. 1 have strong objections to proceeding in the face of the unknown hazard associated with two different tunnelling operations
taking place in close time and location - the tunnelling for the M4-MS5 link and the proposed Sydney Metro tunnelling in the
same area - Tempe, Sydenham, St Peters, Newtown and Camperdown and beyond. The impact of this combined tunnelling is an
unknown hazard to the soundness of the residences and buildings above, many of them very old and heritage listed. Thisis a
serious community safety issue and residents who do experience damage will be caught between 2 separate contractors for
repairs and compensation. No approval should be given

6. Given the high cost of the tolls and their anticipated annual increase it is also expected that there will be an increase on traffic
generally on local roads as motorists avoid the tollways. This can already be seen on Parramatta Rd immediately the new M4
tolls were activated. We expect exactly the same effect in the roads around the interchange, including the Princes Highway,
King St, Edgeware Rd and Enmore Rd and though the streets of Erskineville and Alexandria. The increasing numbers of vehicles
will mean more vehicle pollution in the area (known to have adverse effects on breathing and also to be carcinogenic).

7. The additional unfiltered exhaust stack on the north-west corner of the St Peters interchange will increase the vehicle pollution
in an area where the prevailing south and north-westerly winds sends that pollution over residences, schools and sports fields. '
The St Peters Primary School in particular will be at the apex of a triangle between the two exhaust stacks on the south-western
and north-western corners of the Interchange. This impact is both dangerous and unacceptable.

The people living near St Peters Interchange neither asked for nor want the whole WestConnex project which will not contribute to
the provision of long-term sustainable transport to meet the community needs. At the same time, we will have to live and work with
the impact of multiple years of construction, heavy vehicle traffic, noise and pollution, and local disruption possible damage to
homes and business premises. | call on the Minister for Planning to reject this project and demand that the government re-think the
transport planning for the whole metropolitan area.

Campaign Mailing Lists: | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties

Name ; Email: ; Mobile:
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Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, fHex 4
Department of Planning and Environment
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Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link | Signature: % }\
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| object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained
in the EIS M4/M5 application, for the following reasons:

1. The EIS at 7-21 states that Community Update Newsletters were distributed to residents ‘near the project footprint’ in many
suburbs. This statement is simply not correct. No such newsletters were received by residents in central and northern
Newtown. SMC was made aware of this fact, but has not responded to verbal and written requests for audited confirmation of
the addresses ‘letterboxed’. This statement of community engagement should be rejected by the Department.

2. TheEIS at 7-25 refers to 876 comments (limited to 140 characters) made via the collaborative map on the Concept Design ‘up
to July’ that were considered in the preparation of the EIS. It does not mention the many hundreds of extended written
submissions that were lodged in late July and early August. These critical ‘community engagement’ feedback submissions have
clearly not been considered in the preparation of the EIS. This casts doubt over the integrity of the entire EiS process.

3. TheElS at 7-51 refers to concerns that were raised by the community that the alignment of tunnels in Newtown appeared to go
to the east of King Street, an area that had had no geotech drilling or testing. SMC staff indicated at Community information
sessions that the maps included in the Concept Design were broad and indicative only, and that further details woulid be
available in the EIS. No further details have been provided. This casts doubt over the integrity of the entire €1S process.

4. The EIS at 7-41 acknowledges that there is great concern in the community that King Street, Newtown, will be made a 24-hour
clearway, stating “Roads and Maritime has no plan to change the existing clearways on King Street”. This statement is
deliberately misteading, inferring SMC has authority over regional roads. Roads and Maritime have the unfettered right to
declare Clearways wherever/whenever and RMS has NEVER stated publicly that King St will not be subject to clearways.

5. SMC have made it all but impossible for the community to access hard copies of the EIS outside normal working and business
hours. The Newtown Library only has one copy of the EIS, and has extremely limited opening hours. Monday and Wednesday:
10am to 7pm. Tuesday: 10am to 6pm. Thursday and Friday: 10am to S5pm. Saturday and Sunday: 11am to 4pm. This restricted
access does NOT constitute open and fair community engagement.

6. EIS6.1(Synthesis, Page 45) describes the Process for addressing project uncertainties. “The £1S is based on the concept design
developed for the project. As such, it is to be expected that some uncertainties exist that will need to be resolved during detailed
design and construction and operational planning. As described in Chapter 1, construction contractors (for each stage of the
project) would be engaged during detailed design to provide greater certainty on the exact locations of temporary and
permanent facilities and infrastructure as well as the construction methodology to be adopted. This may result in changes to
both the project design and the construction methodologies described and assessed in this EIS. Any changes to the project would
be reviewed for consistency with the assessment contained in the EIS including relevant mitigation measures, environmental
performance outcomes and any future conditions of approval”. The EIS should not be approved till the bulk of these
‘uncertainties’ have been fully researched and surveyed and the results (and any changes) published for public comment.

7. The EIS uses maps indicating alignment of the mainline tunnels. It is clear from more detailed reading deep into the EIS (ie 12-
57 Sydney Water Tunnels) that the alignment and depths of the tunnels may vary very significantly, after further survey work
has been done and construction methodology determined by the construction contractor. The maps provided in the EIS are
nothing more than ‘indicative’ and are misleading the community. The EIS should be withdrawn, corrected and updated, and
reissued for genuine public comment based on ‘definitive’ information.

I cali on the Minister for Planning to reject this project and demand that the government re-think the transport planning for the
whole metropolitan area taking into account long term sustainability over short-term private profit.

Campaign Mailing Lists: | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties

Name: : Email: : Mobile
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Department of Planning and Environment _ »
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 Address: 14 Sodiybuy Roost
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Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link | Signature: M

Please include / delete (cross out or circle) my personal information wﬁen publishing this submission to your website
Declaration: | HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years.

| object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-MS5 Link proposals as contained
in the EIS M4/M5 Application, for the following reasons:

1. lobject

2. | have strong objections to proceeding in the face of the unknown hazard associated with two different tunnelling operations
taking place in close time and location - the tunnelling for the M4-MS5 link and the proposed Sydney Metro tunnelling in the
same area - Tempe, Sydenham, St Peters, Newtown and Camberdown and beyond. The impact of this combined tunnelling is an
unknown hazard to the soundness of the residences and buildings above, many of them very old and heritage listed. This is a
serious community safety issue and residents who do experience damage will be caught between 2 separate contractors for
repairs and compensation.

3. The high cost of the tolls has already resulted in an increase in traffic on Parramatta Rd immediately the new M4 tolls were
activated. Their anticipated annual increase will likely mean that more and more commuters will seek to avoid the expensive
tolls. It makes sense to expect the same effect on the roads around the St Peters Interchange, including the Princes Highway,
King St, Edgeware Rd and Enmore Rd and though the streets of Erskineville and Alexandria. The increasing numbers of vehicles
will mean more vehicle pollution in the area (known to have adverse effects on breathing and also to be carcinogenic). A viable
public train system would easily and effectively manage commuter traffic without the requirement for expensive private
tollways. '

4. The business case for the project in all three stages does not take into account the costs of external impacts of air pollution for
human and environmental health; increased fossil fuel emissions contributing to increase global warming; and in the economic
and social costs of the disruption to human activities; of displacement of people and businesses; and of the destruction of
community cohesion and amenity. These external costs far outweigh the questionable short term benefits of building roads
which poorly serve people’s transport needs and are not sustainable in the long term.

5. The increased amount of traffic the M4-MS5 Link will dump on the roads to and from the St Peters Interchange will have a heavy
disruptive impact on the local transport routes, whether by vehicle, bus, or active transport (walking and cycling).

6. The increasing numbers of vehicles on the roads around the St Peters Interchange will increase the vehicle pollution (known to -
have adverse effects on breathing and also to be carcinogenic) in this area.

| call on the Minister for Planning to reject this project and demand that the government re- -think the transport plannmg for the
whole metropolitan area.

Campaign Mailing Lists: | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties

Name: ; Email: i ; Mobile:
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0 The accuracy of the traffic modelling outputs can only be as good as the accuracy of the inputs. Projections of key

inputs relating to population and employment become very unreliable beyond 10 or 15 years. In addition to this, the
transport sector is facing a potentially significant disruption from connected, avtomated vehicles that may have a
significant impact on traffic growth. This has not been considered or modelled.

Becavse the strategic model does not limit the volume on road links and at intersection to their ceiling capacity; it
cannot (and was not designed to) be vsed precisely as it is. A mesoscopic model, which can provide more a far greater
level of detail than the strategic model vsed would have ensured a more thorough analysis of the networks’ ability to

cope with the traffic predicted.

The EIS admits that impacts of construction of the M4-MS5 Link will worsen traffic on Parramatta Rd. In these
circomstances it is outrageous for motorists to be asked already to pay vp to up to $20 a day in tolls. | object to the
fact that this is not considered or factored into the traffic analysis.

The EIS focusses on the iimpact of construction traffic during commuter peak-hours. Given the EIS notes that

_construction-related vehicles will be imited during peak-hours, information should be provided on the impact of

construction-related vehicles when both traffic volumes are hioher — in oarticolar dorina weekdau limeh nonke nnd
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subm1t my strongest objections to the M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EiS Submission to:
llcahon # SS1 7485, and uest the Minister to reject the application and require SMC /

Planning Services,

Department of Planning and
Environment

GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

Attn: Director — Transport

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website Assessments

Declaration : | HAVE NOT 17e any reportable polltlcal donations in the last 2 years. Application Number: SSI 7485

Addl'ess.............../Q... Apphcan'on Name:
WestConnex M4-M5 Link

Suburb: .o WASTTE N LREE T L ‘

» The substation and water treatment plant should be moved to the north end of the site near the City
West link. This will mean that the site is less visible to residents and most pedestrian access is at this
end. There are no homes that will have direct line of site of the facility if it is moved. This will aiso
enable direct pedestrian access to the light rail without the need to use the winding path at the rear
of the site which creates safety issues and adds to the time required to access the light rail stop.

> Impacts not provided — Permanent water treatment plant and substation — The EIS states that there
will be an office, worker parking and buildings to accommodate this facility on a permanent basis. It
does not provide any detail as to — noise impacts, numbers of workers on site, any health risks
associated with the facility. This is simply inadequate and the decision to locate this facility should
be subject to a thorough assessment and approval process. It should not be approved as part of this
EIS as there is simply no detail provided about the impact of this facility on the amenity of the area.

» 1599 residences or thousands of residents would have noise levels in the evening sufficient to cause
sleep disturbance. The technical paper in EIS acknowledges that this is the case, even allowing for
acoustic sheds and noise walls. Sleep disturbance has health risks including heightened stress levels
and risk of developing dementia. This is simply not acceptable.

» The site should be returned to the community as compensation for the imposition of this
construction site in our neighbourhood for a 5 year period. If the substation and water treatment
plant is moved to the north of the site, then the lower half of the site (which is the most accessible
end) could be converted into open space with mature trees planted. As this site is immediately
adjacent to the bay run, bicycle parking and other facilities that support active transport could be
included. This would result increase the green space for residents and result in a pleasant green
environment for pedestrians, rather than a fenced facility.

> 1 oppose the destruction of any more of Sydney’s heritage for WestCONnex. | am appalled that
Sydney Motorway Corporation is seeking approval to tunnel under hundreds of highly valued
heritage buildings in Newtown without any serious assessment of risk at all. This heritage belongs to
all of Sydney.

;—_———4
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| object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS Submission to:
application # SSI 7485, for the reasons set out below.

Signature:..

Planning Services,
...................................................................... Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

Attn: Director — Transport Assessments

Please include’/ delete (cross out or circle) my personal information when
publishing this submission to your website Declaration : | HAVE NOT made any Application Number: SSI 7485 Application
reportable political donations in the last 2 years.

_ Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link
Address: ....
Suburb: _ ................................................. Postcode.-

b)

c)

d)

f)

g)

h)

No road junction as large and complex as the extraordinary spaghetti junction proposed to go underground has
been built anywhere in the world. The feasibility is not tested. There are no international or national standards for
such a construction.

“The EIS uses maps indicating alignment of the mainline tunnels. It is clear from more detailed reading deep into the

EIS (ie 12-57 Sydney Water Tunnels) that the alignment and depths of the tunnels may vary very significantly, after
further survey work has been done and construction methodology determined by the construction contractor. The
maps provided in the EIS are nothing more than ‘indicative’ and are misleading the community. The EIS should be
withdrawn, corrected and updated, and reissued for genuine public comment based on ‘definitive’ information.
The impact of the deep tunnelling for the M4-MS5 link - in addition to the tunnelling for the new Sydney Metro in
the same area - in the Tempe, Sydenham, St Peters, Newtown and Camperdown and beyond is an unknown hazard
to the soundness of the buildings above, and given that two different tunnelling operations will take place quite
close, the people in those buildings will struggle to get repairs and compensation for loss because either contractor
will no doubt blame the other.

The increased amount of traffic the M4-MS5 Link will dump on the roads to and from the St Peters, Haberfield and
Rozelle Interchanges will disrupt local transport networks including bus and active transport (walking and cycling).

| oppose the destruction of any more of Sydney’s heritage for WestCONnex. | am appalled that Sydney Motorway
Corporation is seeking approval to tunnel under hundreds of highly valued heritage buildings in Newtown without
any serious assessment of risk at all. This heritage belongs to all of Sydney.

I strongly object to the privatisation of the WestConnex project that turns public monies into private profit.

Are there other potentially serious problems with Sydney Water utility services (described at EIS 12-57) or with

- other utilities in other suburbs or along the proposed M4-M5 tunnel alignment ? If so, the EIS proposals and

application should not be approved till these are all disclosed, researched, surveyed and the resolution publicly
published.

It is clear that the tunnel portals will be major sites for more traffic congestion. Some intersections that are
currently very congested will be just as bad in 2033. The justification for this project relies on the completion of
other projects such as the Western Harbour Tunnel which has not yet been planned, let alone approved.

The mechanical ventilation proposed depends on single direction tunnel construction, so how it can possibly work
for large curved tunnels on multiple levels is unknown.

OTHER :

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties

Name Email Mobile
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Attention Director Name:

Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, 4_—
Department of Planning and Environment

GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 adaress: |

Application Number: SSI 7485 Suburb:

Postcode -

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link | Signature:
Please include / delete (cross out or circle) my personal informatjon when publishing this submission to your website

Declaration : | HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years.

| object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained
in the EIS application, for the following reasons:

A. Itis clear that the tunnel portals will be major sites for more traffic congestion. Some intersections that are
currently very congested will be just as bad in 2033.

B. Noroad junction as large and complex as the extraordinary spaghetti junction proposed to go underground has
been built anywhere in the world. The feasibility is not tested. There are no international or national standards for
such a construction. _

C. The impact of the deep tunnelling for the M4-MS5 link - in addition to the tunnelling for the new Sydney Metro in
the same area - in the Tempe, Sydenham, St Peters, Newtown and Camperdown and beyond is an unknown hazard
to the soundness of the buildings above, and given that two different tunnelling operations will take place quite
close, the people in those buildings will struggle to get repairs and compensation for loss because either contractor
will no doubt blame the other.

D. The EIS uses maps indicating alignment of the mainline tunnels. It is clear from more detailed reading deep into the
EIS (ie 12-57 Sydney Water Tunnels) that the alignment and depths of the tunnels may vary very significantly, after
further survey work has been done and construction methodology determined by the construction contractor. The
maps provided in the EIS are nothing more than ‘indicative’ and are misleading the community. The EIS should be
withdrawn, corrected and updated, and reissued for genuine public comment based on ‘definitive’ information.

E. The justification for this project relies on the completion of other projects such as the Western Harbour Tunnel
which has not yet been planned, let alone approved.

F. ~Arethere other potentially serious problems with Sydney Water utility services (described at EIS 12-57) or with
other utilities in other suburbs or along the proposed M4-MS5 tunnel alignment ? If so, the EIS proposals and
application should not be approved till these are all disclosed, researched, surveyed and the resolution publicly
published.

G. The increased amount of traffic the M4-MS5 Link will dump on the roads to and from the St Peters, Haberfield and
Rozelle Interchanges will disrupt local transport networks including bus and active transport (walking and cycling).

H. | oppose the destruction of any more of Sydney’s heritage for WestCONnex. | am appalled that Sydney Motorway
Corporation is seeking approval to tunnel under hundreds of highly valued heritage buildings in Newtown without
any serious assessment of risk at all. This heritage belongs to all of Sydney.

I. Istrongly object to the privatisation of the WestConnex project that turns public monies into private profit.

J.  The mechanical ventilation proposed depends on single direction tunnel construction, so how it can possibly work
for large curved tunnels on multiple levels is unknown.

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties

Name Email Mobile
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Submission to : Planning Services,
Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

Name:

Signature:

Please include /delete (crdss out or circle) my personal information when
Attention: Director — Transport Assessments | publishing this submission to your website Declaration : | HAVE NOT made any
reportable political donations in the last 2 years.

Application Number: SSI 7485 Application .
Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link Address: _

Suburb:

Postcode -

1 submit this objection to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application # SSI
7485, for the following reasons, and ask that the Minister reject the application

1. This EIS provides no basis on which to approve such a complex project including the building of interchanges underneath Sydney suburbs
Rozelle and Leichhardt. It would be absurd to approve the building of up to three tunnels under people’s homes on the basis of such flimsy
information.

2.  Hundreds of risks associated with this project have not been assessed but have instead been deferred to a detailed design stage into which
the public will have no input. | call on the Department of Planning to reject this inadequate EIS that has been prepared by AECOM that has
multiple commercial interests in WestConnex.

3. The EIS at 7-25 refers to 876 comments (limited to 140 characters) made via the collaborative map on the Concept Design ‘up to July’ that
were considered in the preparation of the EIS. It does not mention the many hundreds of extended written submissions that were lodged in
late July and early August. These critical ‘community engagement’ feedback submissions have clearly not been considered in the preparation
of the EIS. This casts doubt over the integrity of the entire EIS process.

4. Increased traffic congestion in areas around portals will increase pollution along roadsides, with predicted adverse impacts on breathing and
through long-term carcinogenic effects. The maps and analysis of the pollution effects in the EIS should be presented in a way that enables
them to be understood by ordinary citizens. Instead information is presented in a way that is deliberately obscure and hard to interpret.

5.  This EIS contains little or no meaningful design and construction detail. It appears to be a wish list not based on actual effects. Everything is
indicative, ‘would’ not ‘will’, telling me nothing is actually ‘known’ for certain - and is certainly not included here.

6. EIS 6.1 (Synthesis, Page 45) states. “...... this may result in changes to both the project design and the construction methodologies described
and assessed in this EIS. Any changes to the project would be reviewed for consistency with the assessment contained in the EIS including
relevant mitigation measures, environmental performance outcomes and any future conditions of approval”. 1t is unstated just who would
have responsibility for such a “review(ed) for consistency”, and how these changes would be communicated to the community. The EIS should
not be approved till significant ‘uncertainties’ have been fully researched and surveyed and the results (and any changes) published for public
comment (ie : the Sydney Water Tunnels issues at 12-57)

7. The original objectives of the project specified improving road and freight access to Sydney Airport and to Port Botany. Neither Stage 2 or 3
provides such access. Both the new M5 and the new M4-M5 Link will dump 1,000s more per day onto the roads to the Airport which are
already at capacity.

8. There has been no ‘meaningful’ consultation with the community. Some areas affected by M3/MS5 have not even been letterboxed by SMC.
These include St Peters and sections of Erskineville. The SMC received hundreds of submissions on its concept design and failed to respond to
any of these before lodging this EIS.

9. Unfiltered stacks anywhere in Sydney are not unacceptable. There must be a review of the NSW government's unacceptable policy on this
issue. | am appalled that the ex Minister for Planning Rob Stokes who approved the New M5 and unfiltered stacks in St Peters and Haberfield
would declare that he would not have them in his own area. How can residents have any trust in a process that is underpinned by such
hypocrisy.

10. The EIS at 7-51 refers to concerns that were raised by the community that the alignment of tunnels in Newtown appeared to go to the east of
King Street, an area that had had no geotech drilling or testing. SMC staff indicated at Community information sessions that the maps
included in the Concept Design were broad and indicative only, and that further details would be available in the EIS. No further details have
been provided. This casts doubt over the integrity of the entire EIS process.

Other Comments | would like to make :

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties

Name Email Mobile
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Attention Director
Application Number: 551 7485 Application

Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, Please includ (cross/ ut or circle) my personal information when publishing this
Department of Planning and Environment submission to your websité/l HAVE NOT made reportable political donations in the last 2 years.

GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 Address: _

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link

| object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals for the following reasons:

1. It is clear that the tunnel portals will be major sites for more traffic congestion. Some intersections
that are currently very congested will be just as bad in 2033.

2. No road junction as large and complex as the extraordinary spaghetti junction proposed to go
underground has been built anywhere in the world. The feasibility is not tested. There are no
international or national standards for such a construction.

3. The impact of the deep tunnelling for the M4-M5 link - in addition to the tunnelling for the new Sydney
Metro in the same area - in the Tempe, Sydenham, St Peters, Newtown and Camperdown and beyond is an
unknown hazard to the soundness of the buildings above, and given that two different tunnelling
operations will take place quite close, the people in those buildings will struggle to get repairs and
compensation for loss because either contractor will no doubt blame the other.

4. The EIS uses maps indicating alignment of the mainline tunnels. It is clear from more detailed reading
deep into the EIS (ie 12-57 Sydney Water Tunnels) that the alignment and depths of the tunnels may
vary very significantly, after further survey work has been done and construction methodology determined
by the construction contractor. The maps provided in the EIS are nothing more than ‘indicative’ and are
misleading the community. The EIS should be withdrawn, corrected and updated, and reissued for genuine
public comment based on ‘definitive’ information.

5. The justification for this project relies on the completion of other projects such as the Western #arbour
Tunnel which has not yet been planned, let alone approved.

6. Are there other potentially serious problems with Sydney Water utility services (described at €IS 12-57)
or with other utilities in other suburbs or along the proposed M4-M5S tunnel alignment 2 If so, the EIS
proposals and application should not be approved till these are all disclosed, researched, surveyed and the
resolution publicly published.

7. The increased amount of traffic the M4-MS Link will dump on the roads to and from the St Peters,
taberfield and Rozelle Interchanges will disrupt local transport networks including bus and active
transport (walking and cycling).

8. I oppose the destruction of any more of Sydney’s heritage for ‘WestCONnex. I am appalled that Sydney
Motorway Corporation is seeking approval to tunnel under hundreds of highly valued heritage buildings in
Newtown without any serious assessment of risk at all. This heritage belongs to all of Sydney. '

9. I strongly object to the privatisation of the WestConnex project that turns public monies into private
profit.

10. The mechanical ventilation proposed depends on single direction tunnel construction, so how it can possibly
work for large curved tunnels on multiple levels is unknown.

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties

Name Email Mobile
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Attention Director
Application Number: 551 7485 Application

Pleasefinclude #Jdelete (cross out or circle) my personal information when publishing this
sume/our website.l HAVE NOT made reportable political donations in the last 2 years.

Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services,
Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link

| object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals for the following reasons:

e ltis clear that the tunnel portals will be major sites for more traffic congestion. Some intersections that are
currently very congested will be just as bad in 2033.

e No road junction as large and complex as the extraordinary spaghetti junction proposed to go underground has
been built anywhere in the world. The feasibility is not tested. There are no international or national standards for
such a construction.

e The impact of the deep tunnelling for the M4-Ms link - in addition to the tunnelling for the new Sydney Metro in
the same area - in the Tempe, Sydenham, St Peters, Newtown and Camperdown and beyond is an unknown
hazard to the soundness of the buildings above, and given that two different tunnelling operations will take place
quite close, the people in those buildings will struggle to get repairs and compensation for loss because either
contractor will no doubt blame the other.

e The EIS uses maps indicating alignment of the mainline tunnels. It is clear from more detailed reading deep into
the EIS (ie 12-57 Sydney Water Tunnels) that the alignment and depths of the tunnels may vary very significantly,
after further survey work has been done and construction methodology determined by the construction
contractor. The maps provided in the EIS are nothing more than ‘indicative’ and are misleading the community.
The EIS should be withdrawn, corrected and updated, and reissued for genuine public comment based on
‘definitive’ information.

e The justification for this project relies on the completion of other projects such as the Western Harbour Tunnel
which has not yet been planned, let alone approved.

e Are there other potentially serious problems with Sydney Water utility services (described at EIS 12-57) or with
other utilities in other suburbs or along the proposed M4-Ms tunnel alignment ? If so, the EIS proposals and
application should not be approved till these are all disclosed, researched, surveyed and the resolution publicly
"published.

e The increased amount of traffic the M4-M5 Link will dump on the roads to and from the St Peters, Haberfield and
Rozelle Interchanges will disrupt local transport networks including bus and active transport (walking and cycling).

e | oppose the destruction of any more of Sydney’s heritage for WestCONnex. | am appalled that Sydney Motorway
Corporation is seeking approval to tunnel under hundreds of highly valued heritage buildings in Newtown without
any serious assessment of risk at all. This heritage belongs to all of Sydney. s

e | strongly object to the privatisation of the WestConnex project that turns public monies into private profit.

e The mechanical ventilation proposed depends on single direction tunnel construction, so how it can possibly work

for large curved tunnels on multiple levels is unknown.

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties

Name Email Mobile
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| object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EiS Submission to:
application # SSI 7485, for the reasons set out below.

Planning Services,
Name:.. rer s e DEpartment of Planning and Environment

GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 ‘
Signature:...
Attn: Director — Transport Assessments

Please include / delete {cross out or circle) my personal information when
publishing this submission to your website Declaration : | HAVE NOT made any Application Number: SSI 7485 Application
reportable political donations in the last 2 years.

Suburb: _ ............................................ Postcode...-

A. There have been widespread reports in the media about extensive unresolved disputes regarding damages to houses in the Stage 1 M4 and Stage

Application Name: WestConnex M4-MS5 Link

2 M5 construction process. Why should the community believe that there will not be extensivedamages to houses in Stage 3 ?

B. Becausethisisstillbased ona “concept design” itis unknown how the communities affected will not know what is being done below their
residences, schools, business premises and public spaces, particularly if the whole project is sold into a private corporation’s ownership before
the actual designs and construction plans are determined. The EIS makes references to these designs and plans being reviewed but there is NO

information as to what agency will be responsible for such reviews or whether the outcomes of such reviews will be made public. The
communities below whose homes, business premises, public buildings and public spaces this massive project will be excavated and built will be
completely inthe dark about what is being done, what standards it is supposed to comply with, what inspection or scrutiny it will subject to, and
whether the private corporations undertaking the work will be held to any liability by our government.

C. Itisquite clear that the escalating cost of tolls will encourage drivers to avoid tollways. This will further pollute and congest local roads. Such
impact already evident on Parramatta Rd usage after the new M4 tolls were introduced. The community expects similarimpacts on roads around
the St Peters interchange, including the Princes Highway, King St, Enmore and Edgeware Roads and though streets of Alexandria and Erskineville .
The EIS Traffic analysis fails to deal with this issue of traffic beyond the boundaries of the project and should be rejected.

D. Itallvery difficult for the community to access hard copies of the EIS outside normal working and business hours. The Newtown Library only has
one copy of the EIS, and has extremely limited opening hours. This restricted access does NOT constitute open and fair community engagement.

E. lamconcerned that SMC has selected one of Sydney’s most dangerous traffic spots, Darley Rd in Leichhardt for a construction site that will bring
hundreds of extra trucks and cars into the area on a daily basis for years.

F. Theadditional unfiltered exhaust stack on the north-west corner of the interchange will further increase the vehicle pollutionin an area where
the prevailing south and north-westerly winds will send that pollution over residences, schools and sports fields. The St Peters Primary School in
particular will be at the apex of a triangle between the two exhaust stacks on the south-western and north-western corners of the interchange .
This is utterly unacceptable.

G. Icompletely reject the notion that unfiltered pollution stacks should be built anywhere in Sydney, letalone three or fourin asinglearea. 1am
particularly concerned that schools would be near such unfiltered stacks. The government needs to urgently review its policy of support for
unfiltered stacks.

H. The additional unfiltered exhaust stack on the north-west corner of the interchange will further increase the vehicle pollution in an area where
the prevailing south and north-westerly winds will send that pollution over residences, schools and sports fields. The St Peters Primary School in
particular will be at the apex of a triangle between the two exhaust stacks on the south—western and north-western corners of the interchange .
This is utterly unacceptable.

I . lamdeeply disappointed that the EIS contains little or no meaningful design and construction detail. It appears to be a wish list not based on
actual effects. Everythingisindicative, ‘would’ not ‘will’, telling me nothing is actually ‘known’ for certain. Thisis a dangerous and reckless
attempt to get approval for a project that is yet to be properly designed.

).  Theimpact of the deep tunnelling for the M4-Ms link - in addition to the tunnelling for the new Sydney Metro in the same area - in the Tempe,

Sydenham, St Peters, Newtown and Camperdown and beyond is an unknown hazard to the soundness of the buildings above, and given that two
different tunnelling operations will take place quite close, the people in those buildings will struggle to get repairs and compensation for loss
because either contractor will no doubt blame the other. The increasing numbers of vehicles will also increase the vehicle pollution (known to

have adverse effects on breathing and also to be carcinogenic) in this area.

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties

Name Email Mobile
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Attention Director Name:
Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, L PALEE 8 InNE
Department of Planning and Environment _
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 AAdeSS: e Beaue HAMP <ToseT
Application Number: SSI 7485 Suburb: Postcode
PP Maggicunu-g Jrog
Appllcatlon Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link | Signature:

| object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained
in the EIS M4/M5 application, for the following reasons:

1. There is great concern in the community that King Street, Newtown, will become a 24-hour clearway. The EIS at 7-41
acknowledges that, and states “Roads and Maritime has no plan to change the existing clearways on King Street”. This
statement is deliberately misleading as it infers that SMC has the authority to establish Clearways on regional roads. Roads and
Maritime have the unfettered right to declare Clearways wherever and whenever they wish, and RMS has NEVER stated
publicly that King Street will not be subject to extended clearways.

2. The EIS uses maps indicating alignment of the mainline tunnels. It is only when you get to EIS 12-57 (Sydney Water Tunnels)
that is-‘becomes clear that the alignment and depths of the tunnels may vary very significantly, after further survey work has
been done and construction methodology determined by the construction contractor. The maps provided in the EIS are only
‘indicative’ and are misleading the community. The EIS should be withdrawn, corrected and updated, and reissued for genuine
public comment based on ‘definitive’ information.

3. The EIS refers to concerns that were raised by the community that the route of tunnels in Newtown appeared to go to the east
of King Street, an area that had had no geotech testing (see at 7-51) SMC staff indicated at, Community information sessions
that the maps included in the Concept Design were broad and indicative only, and that further details would be available in the
EIS. The details in the just released EIS indicate both sides of King St but as it is only indicative how is it possible to comment on
the likely impacts. This seriously casts doubt over the integrity of the entire EIS process.

4. {strongly object to the way the EIS treats “uncertainties”. EIS 6.1 (Synthesis, Page 45) describes the process re project
uncertainties. “The EiIS is based on the concept design developed for the project. ... it is to be expected that some uncertainties
exist that will need to be resolved during detailed design and construction and operational planning. As described in Chapter 1,
construction contractors ... would be engaged during detailed design to provide greater certainty on the exact locations of
temporary and permanent facilities and infrastructure as well as the construction methodology to be adopted. This may result
in changes to both the project design and the construction methodologies described and assessed in this EIS. Any changes to
the project would be reviewed for consistency with the assessment contained in the EIS including relevant mitigation measures,
environmental performance outcomes and any future conditions of approval”. Given this | strongly object to the approval of this
EIS until critical ‘uncertainties’ have been fully researched and the results (and any changes) published for public comment.

5. At 7-25 fhe EIS does not mention the many hundreds of extended written submissions that were lodged in late July and early
August. These critical ‘community engagement’ feedback submissions have clearly not been considered in the preparation of
the EIS. This casts doubt over the integrity of the entire EIS process.

6. It all very difficult for the community to access hard copies of the EIS outside normal working and business hours. The Newtown
Library only has one copy of the EIS, and has extremely limited opening hours. This restricted access does NOT constitute open
and fair community engagement.

7. This EIS contains no meaningful design and construction details and no parameters as to how broad changes and therefore
impacts could be. It therefore fails to allow the community to be informed about and comment on the project impacts in a
meaningful way.

I call on the Minister for Planning to reject this project and demand that the government re-think the transport planning for the
whole metropolitan area taking into account long term sustainability over short-term private profit.

Campaign Mailing Lists: | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divuiged to other parties

Name: ; Email: ; Mobile
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Attention Director

. Name:
Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, Poice  2ins
Department of Planning and Environment .
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 Address:

A ,/Llp BenvcthamtP cTREST

Application Number: SS| 7485 Suburb: Postcode
. MAY L UGS 2

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link | Signature;

P,

Please include / delete (cross out or circle) my person‘ai information when publishing this submission to your website
Declaration: | HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years.

| object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained
in the EIS M4/M5 Application, for the following reasons:

1. The community has never been consulted or asked about the decision to build a three-stage tollway instead of expanding public
transport and WestConnex has never been subjected to democratic decision-making and in fact has been opposed by a huge
majority of submissions received in response to the Environmental Impact Statements for the first two stages.

2. |object to the issue of this EIS only 14 days after submission of comments on the concept design closed. Thousands of
comments were submitted on the design and how could these have been considered for the EIS in the available. This raises
questions about the integrity of the entire EIS process.

3. The original objectives of the project specified improving road and freight access to Sydney Airport and to Port Botany. Neither
Stage 2 or 3 provides such access. Both the new M5 and the new M4-MS5 Link will dump 1000s more per day onto the roads to
the Airport which are already at capacity.

4. The business case for the project in all three stages has failed to taken into account the external costs of these massive road
projects in air pollution for human and environmental health, in adding fossil fuel emissions to increase global warming effects,
and in the economic and social costs of the disruption to human activities, of displacement of people and businesses and of the
destruction of community cohesion and amenity. These external costs far outweigh any benefits from building roads which
poorly serve people’s transport needs but instead enrich private corporations.

S. Theincreased amount of traffic the M4-MS5 Link will dump on the roads to and from the St Peters Interchange will have a heavy
disruptive impact on the local transport routes, whether by vehicle, bus, or active transport (walking and cycling).

6. Given the high cost of the tolls and their anticipated annual increase it is also expected that there will be an increase on traffic
generally on local roads as motorists avoid the tollways. This can already be seen on Parramatta Rd immediately the new M4
tolls were activated. We expect exactly the same effect in the roads around the interchange, including the Princes Highway,
King St, Edgeware and Enmore Roads and though the streets of Erskineville and Alexandria.

7. The increasing numbers of vehicles will also increase the vehicle pollution (known to have adverse effects on breathing and also
to be carcinogenic) in this area. ‘

8. The additional unfiltered exhaust stack on the north-west corner of the interchange will further increase the vehicle pollution in
an area where the prevailing south and north-westerly winds will send that pollution over residences, schools and sports fields.
The St Peters Primary School in particular will be at the apex of a triangle between the two exhaust stacks on the south—
western and north-western corners of the interchange. This is utterly unacceptable.

9. Theimpact of the deep tunnelling for the M4-MS link - in addition to the tunnelling for the new Sydney Metro in the same area
- in the Tempe, Sydenham, St Peters, Newtown and Camperdown and beyond is an unknown hazard to the soundness of the
buildings above, and given that two different tunnelling operations will take place quite close, the people in those buildings‘ will
struggle to get repairs and compensation for loss because either contractor will no doubt blame the other.

The people living in this region neither asked for nor want the whole WestConnex project which will not serve the needs of this
population but who will nonetheless have to live and work with the impact of multiple years of construction, heavy vehicle traffic,
noise and pollution, and local disruption and probable damage to their houses or business premises with compensation only a dim
prospect.

| call on the Minister for Planning to reject this project and demand that the government re-think the transport planning for the
whole metropolitan area.

Campaign Mailing Lists: | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties

Name: ; Email: ; Mobile:
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Attention Director ’ Name: 6{ ™ @m A

Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services,

Department of Planning and Environment | address: 6,7 M 1/\ CA\J J+

GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

Application Number: SSI 7485 Subqrb: (/U‘ C/‘/l I"Lﬁ %4’ odé . Z@ Cf -

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link Signature: %

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website
Declaration : | HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years.

{ object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS
application, for the following reasons:

1. | object to the planned acquisition of the Dan Murphys site on Darley Road for the creation of a civil and tunne! '
works site as it will create unacceptable noise impacts for the community and lead to traffic chaos, along-with
creating an increased risk of accidents to pedestrians and cycle users. :

2. The substation and water treatment plant proposed for Darley Road should be moved to the north end of the site
near the City West link so that it is less visible to residents. There are no homes that will have direct line of site of the
facility if it is moved. This will also enable direct pedestrian access to the light rail without the need to use the
winding path at the rear of the site which creates safety issues and adds to the time required to access the light rail
stop. :

3. The EIS permits trucks to access local roads in ‘exceptional circumstances’, which includes queuing at the site. Given
the acknowledged constraints of the Darley Rd site (and based on experience with cars accessing the site for Dan
- Murphy's), queuing will be the norm and not the exception. The EIS, as pertains to the Darley Road site, needs to be
amended to rule out queuing as an exceptional circumstance which allows trucks to use local roads. '

4, Atthe conclusion of the construction period, the Darley Road site should be returned to the community as
compensation for the impaosition of this construction site in our neighbourhood for a 5-year period. If the substation
and water treatment plant is moved to the north of the site, then the lower half of the site (which is the most
accessible end) could be converted into open space with mature trees planted. As this site is immediatély adjacent
to the bay run, bicycle parking and other facilities that support active transport could be included. This would result
increase the green space for residents and result in a pleasant green environment for 'pedestrians, rather than a
fenced facility. The épproval conditions need to mandate that the Darley Rd site is to be preserved as green space
or other community purposes at the conclusion of the construction period. ’

5. No trucks (heavy or light) should be permitted on any streets adjacent to Dérley Road identified as NCA 13 (James
Street to Falls Street). A blanket prohibition should be in force with respect to any worker vehicles from the
construction site parking on these local streets. These homes will already suffer the worst construction impacts
and should be spared the further imposition of lack of parking and the additional noise impacts of additional cars
on their street. These local streets are not designed to handle heavy vehicle movements. Therefore, any approval
conditions need to prohibit outright truck movements (including parking) and worker parking on all local streets
adjacent to Darley Road. : ' -

6. Any approval conditions and the relevant construction contracts must require that all workers to the Darley Rd site
are bussed in or use public transport such as the light rail, with no parking vbhatsoever permitted on local roads
adjacent to the Darley Road site. The site currently provides only 11 car spacers for an estimated 100 workers a day
on site. The project cannot be approved on this basis without a strict requirement on workers to use public
transport or project provided transport and a prohibition needs to be in place against parking on local streets.

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties

Name . Email - Mobile
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I object to the WestConnex M4-MS Link proposals as contained in the EIS application Submission to:

1 7485, for the reasons set out below.

Name:.............

Signature:.......coeeeeenin o,

Planning Services,

Department of Planning and
Environment

GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

Attn: Director - Transport Assessments

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website

Declaration : | HAVE NOT made any reportable poIttzcaI donations in the last 2 years.

kY\Q &‘*‘

Address:.. &5.(& C A W M,
Suburb: . L@Cj(\\f\&(\d}\’_

The EIS states that ‘Impacts associated with
property acquisition would be managed through a
property acquisition support service.” There is no
reference as to how this support service will be
more effective than that currently offered. There
were many upset residents and businesses who
did not believe they were treated in a respectful
and fair manner in earlier stages. The EIS needs
to include details as to lessons leared from
earlier projects and how this will be improved for
the M4-M5 impacted residents and businesses.
(Executive Summary xviii)

| object to the publication of this EIS only 14 days
after the final date for submission of comments on
the concept design. At the time this EIS was
approved for publication, there had been no
public response to the public submissions on the
design. It was not possible that the community’s
feedback was considered let alone assessed
before the EIS model was finalised. The rushed
process exposes the fundamental lack of integrity
in the feedback process and treats the community
with contempt.

At very minimum, the assessment of Strategic
Alternative 1 (improvements to the existing
arterial road network) should:

Identify key network capacity issues.

Develop a scenario of investments in (potentially
major) arterial road improvements required to
address the road network capacity constraints.
The City of Sydney’s alternative scheme provides
one example of what improvements to the
existing arterial road network might look like.

...Postcode.: &DL{— O

Application Number: SSI 7485

Appllcatlon Name: WestConnex M4-M5

Carry out transport modelling and economic
analysis to inform the assessment of the
alternative.

The removal of Buruwan Park between The
Crescent and Bayview Crescent/Railway Parade,
Annandale to accommodate the widening
realignment of the Crescent would be a direct loss
of much-needed parkiand in this inner city

area. Further, Buruwan Park lies on a major
cycle route from Railway Parade through to
Anzac Bridge, UTS and the CBD.

| completely reject this EIS due to its failure to
consider the alternative plan put forward by the
City of Sydney.

It is quite clear that the escalating cost of tolls will
encourage drivers to avoid toliways. This will
further pollute and congest local roads. Such
impact already evident on Parramatta Rd usage
after the new M4 tolls were introduced. The
community expects similar impacts on roads
around the St Peters interchange, including the
Princes Highway, King St, Enmore and Edgeware
Roads and though streets of Alexandria and '
Erskineville. The EIS Traffic analysis fails to deal
with this issue of traffic beyond the boundaries of
the project and should be rejected.

The presence of 170 heavy and light vehicle
movements a day at this site will create an
unacceptablé risk to students. The EIS should not

,,,,, - |
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Submission from:

Name: | ]‘\ 2. \QM

.....................................................................

Signature:.......... % m ...........................................

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website
Declaration : | HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years.

Address: égz ..... Caﬂ/{’\q-(\”\i ..... %‘\—‘ ...........

Suburb: \—Q-)\Q.r\’\\'\o*r O\# PostcodeQQ.[.‘Il.Q

...........................................

Submission to:

Planning Services,

Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

Attn: Director — Transport Assessments

Application Number: SSI 7485 Application

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link

| submit my objection to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link as contained in the EIS application # SSi 7485, for the following

reasons, and ask that the Minister reject the application and require preparation of a genuine, not indicative, EIS

(o]

Tunnel depths the tunnel depths for the Leichhardt area as low as 35 metres. This creates and unacceptable risk of
damage to homes due to settlement (ground movement). The EIS acknowledges that at tunnelling at 35 metres and ~
less this is a real risk. There is no mitigation provided for this risk. Instead, it states that properties will be repaired at
the Government’s expense. However no details or assurance as to how this will occur are provided. The project should
not be approved with such tunnelling depths permitted and with no detail as to the extent of damage and how and
when it will be repaired. It will lead to the situation where residents and businesses are forced to engage structural
engineers and lawyers to prove that the damage was linked to Westconnex works, with no assurance that this
property damage will be promptly and satisfactorily fixed.

Heavy vehicle movements during peak hours — Leichhardt. The EIS states that ‘reasonable and practical management
strategies would be investigated to minimize the volume of heavy vehicle movements during peak hours.’ (8-53). This
is also not acceptable as it is not known what will actually be done to manage this impact. It is not good enough for
the EIS, which forms the basis of the approval of this project, to simply mention ‘investigations’ and not detail a proper
plan (on which residents can comment) on management of heavy vehicle movements during peak hours. In addition,
Darley Road is very congested from 7am until 9.30am and then from 4pm-6.30pm, well outside the ‘peak’ periods
identified in the EIS. And the impact on traffic will be caused by ‘light’ vehicles and not simply heavy vehicles. It is clear
that there is no plan for managing these vehicle movements. The EIS should not be approved as drafted. it is
unacceptable for this volume of vehicles to be proposed for this critical arterial road with no plan for management

EIS 6.1 (Synthesis, Page 45) describes the Process for addressing project uncertainties. “The EIS is based on the concept
design developed for the project. As such, it is to be expected that some uncertainties exist that will need to be
resolved during detailed design and construction and operational planning. As described in Chapter 1, construction
contractors (for each stage of the project) would be engaged during detailed design to provide greater certainty on
the exact locations of temporary and permanent facilities and infrastructure as well as the construction methodology
to be adopted. This may result in changes to both the project design and the construction methodologies described
and assessed in this EIS. Any changes to the project would be reviewed for consistency with the assessment contained
in the EIS including relevant mitigation measures, environmental performance outcomes and any future conditions of
approval”. The EIS should not be approved till the bulk of these ‘uncertainties’ have been fully researched and surveyed
and the results (and any changes) published for public comment.
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Attention Director Nameé™ 11 _ i
Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, ' l L o MAD ( 4€<

Department of Planning and Environment. .
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 Address: ZM/W_» (ot
Application Number: SSI 7485 Suburb: \_)\Q \lere b rﬁk’\ Postcode <y

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link Signatu%_——\

Please include / delete (cross out or circle) my personal information when publishing this submission to your website
Declaration: | HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years.

| object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained
in the EIS M4/M5 Application, for the following reasons:

1. The process that has led to this EIS has been undemocratic and obscure, driven by decisions made behind closed doors.

2. Hundreds of risks associated with this project have not been assessed but have instead been deferred to a detailed design stage into which
the public will have no input. | call on the Department of Planning to reject this inadequate EIS that has been prepared by AECOM, which has
multiple commercial interests in WestConnex.

3. |am appalled that the Sydney Motorway Corporation could seek approval to build complex interchanges under the suburbs of Rozelle and
Leichhardt on the basis of an EIS that is based on a concept design rather than detailed proposal that includes engineering plans.

4. There has been no independent consideration of alternatives, in particular of a major expansion of commuter rail transport. The Department
should reject this inadequate EIS and have a review of the flawed processes that have already led to massive expenditure on the inadequate
option of privatised toll roads. This proposal is out of step with contemporary urban planning.

5. The original objectives of the project specified improving road and freight access to Sydney Airport and to Port Botany. We now have
proposals for Stages 1,2 and 3 and none achieve this goal. The community is asked to support this proposal on the basis of other major
unfunded projects, which are little more than ideas on a map. This is NOT the way to plan a liveable city.

6. |object to the publication of this EIS only 14 days after the final date for submission of comments on the concept design. At the time this EIS
was approved for publication, there had been no public response to the public submissions on the design. It was not possible that the
community’s feedback was considered let alone assessed before the EIS model was finalised. The rushed process exposes the fundamental
lack of integrity in the feedback process and treats the community with contempt.

7. The increased amount of traffic the M4-M5 Link will dump on the roads to and from the St Peters, Haberfield and Rozelle Interchanges will
disrupt local transport networks including bus and active transport (walking and cycling).

8. |oppose the destruction of any more of Sydney’s heritage for WestCONnex. | am appalled that Sydney Motorway Corporation is seeking ‘
approval to tunnel under hundreds of highly valued heritage buildings in Newtown without any serious assessment of risk at all. This heritage
belongs to all of Sydney.

9. Itis quite clear that the escalating cost of tolls will encourage drivers to avoid toliways. This will further pollute and congest local roads. Such
impact is already evident on Parramatta Rd usage after the new M4 tolls were introduced. The community expects similar impacts on roads
around the St Peters interchange, including the Princes Highway, King St, Enmore and Edgeware Roads and though streets of Alexandria and
Erskineville. The EIS Traffic analysis fails to deal with this issue of traffic beyond the boundaries of the project and should be rejected.

10. |object to the fact that the WestConnex Traffic Model has not been released to Councils and the community.

11. Increased traffic congestion in areas around portals will increase pollution along roadsides, with predicted adverse impacts on breathing and
through long-term carcinogenic effects. The maps and analysis of the poliution effects in the EIS should be presented in a way that enables
them to be understood by ordinary citizens. Instead information is presented in a way that is deliberately obscure and hard to interpret.

12. Unfiltered stacks anywhere in Sydney are not unacceptable. An extra exhaust stack on the NW corner of the St Peters interchange will
increase pollution in an area where the prevailing winds will spread emissions over residences, schools and sports fields. St Peters Primary
Schoo! will be at the apex of a triangle between the two exhaust stacks on the SW and NW corners of the interchange.

13. The impact of the deep tunnelling for the M4-M5 link — in addition to the tunnelling for the new Sydney Metro in the same area —in Tempe,
Sydenham, St Peters and Newtown -is an unknown hazard to buildings. Residents have found it hard enough to get compensation for damage
done to buildings by Stage One and Two. Two different tunnelling operations taking place at such proximity will further increase difficulty
because private contractors will blame the other project.

In this submission | have only been able to include some of my objections to this EIS. We have already witnessed the destruction of tracts of
Haberfield and St Peters. it is time to consider this entire project before more damage is done.

Campaign Mailing Lists: | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties

Name: ; Email: ; Mobile:




| submit my strongest objections to the UestConnax M4-MS Link proposals as  Submission to:
contained In the EIS application & SSI 7485, for the reasons set ovt below,

003600

. Planning Services,
Names, DUAT AN BRI Deptrantof g ad i
Slgna’cure?\M@#'SM S ~ Attn: Director ~ Transport Assesements
Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website Application Number: SSI 7485
Declaration : | HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years.
piresss S L DALLLNE. ST Wk Comnox M5 L

Soburb: ’D\OZ.’(LL(/, ................ Postcode....ZQ.gg(... .

0 The accuracy of the traffic modelling outputs can only be as good as the accuracy of the inputs. Projections of key
inputs relating to population and employment become very vnreliable beyond 10 or 15 years. In addition to this, the
transport sector is facing a potentially significant disruption from connected, avtomated vehicles that may have a
significant impact on traffic growth. This has not been considered or modelled.

0 Becavse the strategic model does not limit the volume on road links and at intersection to their ceiling capacity; it
cannot (and was not designed to) be used precisely as it is. A mesoscopic model, which can provide more a far greater
level of detail than the strategic model vsed would have ensured a more thorough analysis of the networks' ability to

cope with the traffic predicted.

0  The EIS admits that impacts of construction of the M4-M5 Link will worsen traffic on Parramatta Rd. In these
circomstances it is outrageous for motorists to be asked already to pay vp to up to $20 a day in tolls. | object to the
fact that this is not considered or factored into the traffic analysis.

0 The EIS focusses on the impact of construction traffic during commuter peak-hours. Given the EIS notes that
construction-related vehicles will be imited during peak—-hours, information should be provided on the impact of
construction-related vehicles when both traffic volumes are hioher — in oarticular durina meekdau limrh nonle and
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The WestConnex route has changed significantly over time, even after the initial Avgust 2013 Business Case was
approved by the NSW Government but not made public. Therefore an Updated Business Case on an updated concept
was published in 2015. SGS Economics and Planning vndertook a detailed assessment of this and reached the

following conclusions:

= Misrepresentation of the Benefit Cost Ratio (BCR) as 1.71 when it was 1.64.

*  The Business Case did not identify Stage 3 WestConney, connecting the M4 to the M5, as a priority for “filling in-
the missing links in Sydney's motorway network”.

*  Modelling for post-2031 conditions was not vndertaken, however benefits were assumed to continve until 2052,

*  The transport modelling is likely to have underestimated the impact of extra traffic induced by the additional
capacity, which would significantly reduce the BCR. ‘

s The Business Case did not reflect global approaches to congestion management, such as transit investment and
demand management.

»  The Business Case svuggested (WestConnex would help renew Parramatta Road by reducing traffic on it, despite
the modelling showing that many parts of it would carry more traffic, not less.

*  Travel time savings are a key component of the positive BCR. A significant proportion of these supposed benefits
arise from travel time savings were within the margin of error of modelling, or would be so small that motorists may
not notice them (and therefore would not value them).

* [nsufficient justification was provided for the significant travel time savings, and economic benefits, factored into
the BCR for business and light commercial vehicles — for instance there was insvfficient analysis of origins and
destinations of these trips.

»  The construction costs appear too conservative — if these increase, the BCR would reduce accordingly.

*  Other costs were not accounted for, such as reduced amenity on urban development, loss of land for higher valve
activities, and the health costs of potentially reduced public transport vse.

*  Insummary, SGS suggested that the actual BCR of the project could be less than 1:1, with NSW taxpayers
exposed to the risk that the project may not succeed.

The project fails to address its most fundamental objective of connecting to Port Botany, the genesis of the entire
enterprise






